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PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


Ekniskillen,    Bundoran,    and    Sugo   Railway   Bill   [Bxpaymekt   of 
Deposit] — 

Matter  considered  in  Committee  . .  . .  . ,         2 

Movedf  "That  it  is  expedient  to  authoriso  the  repayment  of  the  sum  of  Three 
thousand  two  hundred  and  seventy-five  pounds  Threo  pounds  ]^er  Centum  Consoli- 
dated Annuities,  being  the  sum  deposited  in  respect  of  the  application  to  Parliament 
for  *  The  Enniskillen,  Bundoran,  and  Sligo  Railway  (Donegiu  Extension)  and  Ennis- 
killen  and  Bundoran  Extension  Railway  (Abandonment)  Act,  1879,'  which  in  pur- 
suance of  section  thirty-six  of  that  Act  is  now  forfeited,  together  with  any  interest 
or  dividends  thereon." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Eesolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

ORDERS     OF    TEE    DAY. 

Libel  Law  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  17]— 

Bill  eomidered  in  Committee  \^ProgresB  6M  June]  .  •  •  •         3 

After  long  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Wedneeday  next,  and  to  be  printed,    [Bill  294.] 

Beformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  161]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [^Progress  Qth  June]  . .  . .       62 

After  sbort  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Wednesday  next,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  295.] 

Oaths  Bill  [Bill  7]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     . ,  . .  . .  ..        '^ 

Ai*ter  short  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;   to  sit  again 
upon  Wednesday  next. 
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Chair," — {Mr,  Heneage)       .,  ..  ..  ..75 

Moved,  "  That  it  be  an  Instraction  to  the  Gommittee  that  they  have  power  to  extend 
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husband's  brother/*— (ifr.  Walter  McLaren.) 

It  being  half-past  Five  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned : — 
Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Wednetday  next. 

Partnership  Bill  [BiU  206]— 

Bill  eonM$red  in  Committee    .  •  •  •  . »  •  •       76 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Wednesday  next. 

MOTION. 


Bights  of  Way  (Scotland)  BUI— Ordered  {Mr,  Bryee,  Mr,  Arthur  Elliot,  Mr. 
Buchanan,  Mr,  D,  Crawford,  Mr,  Baird,  Mr,  Atquith,  Mr,  Kttleinont) ;  presented,  and 
road  the  first  time  [Bill  296]  ..  ..  ••  ••76 
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Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2',"— (7%*  Lord  Chancellor)  . .       77 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  To'tnorroto, 

Opbn  Spaces  (Metropolis)  —  The  Law  Courts  Site  ;  Westminster 
Abbey  (PARUAMEirr  Square);  The  British  Museum— Questionsi 
Observations,  The  Earl  of  Meath;  Keply,  Lord  Henniker: — Short 
Debate  thereon  • .  . .  • .  . .       77 
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COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  JUNE  14. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


United  Telephone  Company  Bill  {hg  Order) — 

Moved,  ''That  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  be  deferred  until  Monday 
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After  long  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow^  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
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(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Itesolvedy  That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the 
service  of  the  year  ending  on  the  3Ist  day  of  March  1889,  the  sum  of  £5,570,712  he 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Elingdom. 
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Committee  of  Selection  (Standing  CoMMirTEEs)  (Special  Beport) — 
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LOEDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  18. 

His   Imperial  Majesty  the  late   German  Emperor — Motion  for   an 

Address — 

Moved ^  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  to  express  the  deep 
sorrow  of  this  House  at  the  great  loss  which  Her  Majesty  has  sustained  by  the  death 
of  His  Imperial  Majesty  Frederick,  German  Emperor,  King  of  Prussia,  and  to 
condole  with  Her  Majesty  on  this  melancholy  occasion  : 

To  assure  Her  Mdesty  that  this  House  will  ever  feel  the  warmest  interest  in  whatever 
concerns  Her  Majesty's  domestic  relations,  and  to  declare  the  ardent  wishes  of  this 
House  for  the  happiness  of  Her  Majesty  and  of  Her  family,"— (TA*  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  ..  ..  ••  ..  ••      383 

On  Question,  agreed  to^  nemine  dissentiente. 

Ordered,  that  the  said  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords 
with  White  Staves. 

Moved  to  resolve — 

*^  That  this  House  do  condole  with  Her  Imperial  Majesty  Victoria,  German  Empress, 
Queen  of  Prussia,  Princess  Koyal  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  on  the  great  loss 
which  she  has  sustained  by  the  death  of  His  Imperial  Majesty," — {The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury.) 

On  Question,  agreed  io^  nemine  dissentiente. 

Ordered,  that  a  message  of  condolence  be  sent  to  Her  Imperial  Majesty, 
and  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  communicate  the  said  message  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Berlin,  with  a  request  that  he  will  attend  the 
Empress  Victoria  for  the  purpose  of  conveying  it  to  Her  Imperial 
Majesty. 

Moved  to  resolve — 

*That  this  House  desire  to  express  their  profound  sympathy  with  the  Imperial  and 
Roval  Family  and  with  the  Government  and  people  of  Germany,"— (TA*  Marquess  of 
Saliabury.) 

On  Question,  agreed  to^  nemine  dittentienU.  ^ 
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Death  of  the  German  Emperor — Motion  for  an  Address — 

Movedy  *■  ^  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  to  express  the  deep 
concern  and  sorrow  of  this  House  at  the  great  loss  which  Her  Majesty  has  sustained 
by  the  death  of  His  Imperial  Majesty  Frederick  William,  German  Emperor,  King  of 
FnisKia,  and  to  condole  with  Her  Majesty  on  this  melancholy  occasion,  and  to  pray 
Her  Majesty  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  express  to  His  Majesty,  the  pre- 
sent Emperor,  the  profound  sympathy  of  this  House  with  the  Imperial  and  Royal 
Family,  and  with  the  Government  and  People  of  Germany.  To  assure  Her  Majesty 
that  this  House  will  ever  feel  the  warmest  interest  in  whatever  concerns  Her  Ma  - 
jesty's  domestic  relations,  and  to  declare  the  ardent  wishes  of  this  House  for  the 
happiness  of  Her  Majesty  and  of  Her  Family.  That  the  said  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  by  such  Members  of  this  House  as  are  of  Her  Majesty's  Privy 
Council.  That  this  House  doth  condole  with  Her  Imperial  Majesty  Victoria, 
German  Empress,  Queen  of  Prussia,  Princess  Royal  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  on 
the  great  loss  which  she  has  sustained  by  the  death  of  His  Imperial  Majesty.  That 
a  Message  of  Condolence  be  sent  to  Her  Imperial  Majesty,  and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
communicate  the  said  Message  to  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Berlin,  with  a 
request  that  he  will  attend  the  Empress  Victoria  for  the  purpose  of  conveying  it 
to  Her  Imperial  Majesty, "—(if r.  ^.  JT.  5miM)       ..  ,,  .,      457 

After  short  debatOi  Address  agreed  to. 
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Customs  (Wine  Duty)  Bill  [BiU  293]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  IProgrese  I5th  June]  . .  . .     556 
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To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
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ORDER    OF    THE    DAI. 


Local  Qovernment  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  [Bill  182J— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [^ProgreB*  \%tK  June^  [Eighth  Night]       . .     591 

After  long  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Friday^  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MOTION. 

Bishop's  Authority  Regulation  Bill — Ordered    (Colonel  Sandye,   Mr.    Wardle,  Mr, 

Joieey,  Colonel  Saunderson)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  300]  ••      660 

It  heing  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  House  suspended  its 
Sitting. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 
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MOTIONS. 


OOLOKIAL  GoYBBinCKNT  SbOURITIES  — EbSOLXTTIOX— 

Movsd,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  aoitability  of  Ck>lonial  GoYernment 
Inaoribed  Stocks  for  Tmst  inrestments  should  be  more  adequately  recognized,*'^ 
{Str  O^rge  Baden'Pmoell)  •  •  . .  . .  •  •      660 

After  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  wUKdrawn. 

EOOLEBIASTIOAL  ASSESSMEITTS   (SCOTLAND) — BeSOLTJTION — 

M(Hf$d,  "  That,  in  the  oj>inion  of  this  House,  it  is  inexpedient  that  Assessments  for 
Ecdesiastioal  purposes  in  Scotland  should  be  maintained,  and  that  in  lieu  thereof  an 
equivalent  annual  assessment  ought  to  be  made  for  assisting  Secondary  Education  in 
Scotland,"— (-S'"''-  JSTMw^tfr)  .  •  . .  . .  . .     683 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  as  the  Ecclesiastical  Assessments  have  been  a  burden  upon  land  from  timn 
immemorial  for  the  erection  and  repair  of  church  buildings  in  the  old  parishes  of 
Scotland,  this  House,  in  the  absence  of  any  grievance  connected  therewith,  except 
in  the  case  of  feuars,  for  whose  relief  a  Bill  is  now  before  Parliament,  declines  to 
entertain  a  proposal  to  alienate  these  assessments  to  secular  uses,"--^ifr.  Jamei 
Campbell. ) 

Qaestion  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:  " — After  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  111,  Noes  148;  Majority  37. 

Dlyision  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  .  •  • .  . .     708 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed  .  •  •  •  • .     710 

After  short  debate,  Main  Question,  as  amended,  put : — ^The  House 
divided;  Ayes  143,  Noes  104;  Majority  39.— (Diy.  List,  No.  166.) 

Setolved,  That  as  the  Ecclesiastical  Assessments  have  been  a  burden  upon  land  from 
time  immemorial  for  the  erection  and  repair  of  church  buildings  in  the  old  parishes 
of  Scotland,  this  House,  in  the  absence  of  any  grievance  connected  therewith,  except 
in  the  case  of  feuars,  for  whose  relief  a  Bill  is  now  before  Parliament,  declines  to 
entertain  a  proposal  to  alienate  these  assessments  to  secular  uses. 

And  it  being  One  of  the  clook  a.m.,  Mr,  Speaker  adjourned  the  House 
without  Question  put. 
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Distress  for  Bent  (Dublin)  Bill  [Bill  159]- 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee    . .  . .  . .  •  •     778 

Bill  reported,  with  an  amended  Title;   as  amended,  to  bo  considered 
To-tno&ow^ 
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will  come  in  course  of  payment  durixg  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
looO  .••  ••  •!  ••  ••       890 
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Supply— EEFORT—Eesolutions  [2  let  June]  rtf/70r^^i  ..  ,.1251 
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Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

Waltham  Abbey  Ounpowder  Factory  Bill  [Bill  273]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  ..  ..  ..   1252 

Second  'RetLding^ deferred  till  To-morrow. 
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Perpetuity  Leases  (Ireland)  BiH^Ordered  (Mr.  T.   W.  Russell,  Mr.  Lea,  Mr.   w. 

p.  Sinclair) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  307]  . .  . .     1253 
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Moved,  <'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr.  Jaehon)  . .  1253 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  [12.1 5.] 
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proposed,  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the  Chair :  " — 

Agricultural  Tsnahtrt  (Walbs) — Bssolution — 
Amendment  proposed. 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaettion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *' haying  regard  to  the  special  circumstances  of  Wales,  and  the  prevailing 
agricoltoral  depression,  and  Uieir  effect  upon  the  welfiurs  of  the  Wekh  people,  this 
House  is  of  opinion  that  Her  Majesty's  Gh>Yemment  should  pay  immediate  attention 
to  the  sabject,  and  take  steps  to  provide  a  measure  of  relief  which  shall  seoore  fairer 
conditions  of  tenure  and  a  re-adjustment  of  rent,  more  equitably  corresponding  to 
the  fall  in  prices,  and  make  such  other  provisions  as  will  enable  the  cultivators  of 
the  soil  to  meet  the  tiring  circumstances  in  which  they  are  placed," — {Mr.  Tkommt 
JS2/i«,)— instead  thereof  ..  ..  ..  ..   1792 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  debate.  Question  put : — ^The  House  dmied  ; 
Ayes  146,  Noes  128;  Majority  18.— (Dir.  List,  No.  182.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair :  "— 

Public  Works  (Ibblavd) — Observations,  Colond  Nolan;  Beply,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour);  ObservationSi  Mr. 
Edward  Harrington        . .  . .  •  •  .  •  1844 

It  being  One  of  the  dock,  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put  till  Mondaif  next. 
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SIXTH    VOLUME     OF     SESSION     1888. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesdojf,  13th  June,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— PwBi-io  Bills  —  Ordered— Firtt 
RMdin^f—BighU  of  Way  (Scotland)  •  [296]. 

CbmmtV/M—OathB  [7]'-&.p.  ;  Marriage  with  a 
Deceased  Wife's  Sister  [2']f1debate  at{joumed ; 
Partnerships  [206]— B.P. 

Committee — Report — Libel  Law   Amendment 

[17-294]  ;  Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866) 

Amendment  [161-295]. 
P&OTisioNAL    Obdbr    Bills  —  Oontidered    as 

amended^ Qm  and  Water*  [247]  ;    Water 
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Third   Reading— Gm  (No.  2)  •   [245] ;   Local 

Government  (Highways)*  [258];  Local  Go- 

Temment  (No.  7)  *  [267] ;  Local  Government 
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yoL.  oooxxyn.  )  third  mribs.] 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

enniskillen,  bundoran,  and 

sugg  railway  bill  [repayment 

op  deposit]. 

OOMHITTBS. 

Matter — considered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  repay- 
ment of  the  sum  of  Three  thousand  two  hundred 
and  seventy -five  pounds  Three  pounds  per 
Centum  Consolidated  Annuities,  being  the  sum 
deposited  in  respect  of  the  application  to  Par- 
liament for  '  The  Enniskillen,  Bundoran,  and 
Slig^  Railway  (Donegal  Extension)  and  Ennis- 
killen and  Bunaoran  Extension  Railway  (Aban- 
donment) Act,  1879,'  which  in  pursuance  of 
section  thirty- six  of  that  Act  is  now  for- 
feited, together  with  any  interest  or  dividends 
thereon." 
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Mr.  JORDAN  (Claro,  W.)  said,  he 
hoped  that  care  would  be  taken  to  see 
that  all  the  provisions  of  the  Act  were 
fully  complied  with  by  those  who  were 
promoting  this  Bill.  He  had  no  objec- 
tion to  its  passing  through  the  present 
stage;  but  ho  thought  the  Committee 
ought  to  have  some  assurance  that  all 
the  necessary  notices  had  been  duly 
served. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAY. 


LIBEL  LAW  A:\rENDMKNT  BILL. 

{Sir  Algernon  Borthwicky  Sir  Albert  Mollity  Mr. 
ZawaoHy  Mr.  Jennings,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  John 
Morley,  Mr.  E.  Dwyer  Gray.) 

[bill  17.]      COMMITTEE. 

[^Progress  ^th  June.^ 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  6  (Where  defendant  in  action 
for  libel  has  raised  plea  under  s.  2  of  6 
&  7  Vict.  c.  96,  only  special  damage  to 
be  recovered  in  certain  cases.  6  &  7  Vict. 
c.  96,  8.  2). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
said,  that  he  was  altogether  in  favour 
of  the  principle  of  the  clause;  but  he 
thought  it  required  a  few  words  by  way 
of  explanation ;  because  from  what  fell 
from  his  hon,  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Russell),  the  last  time  they  were  con- 
sidering the  Bill,  he  did  not  think  that 
its  meaning  was  thoroughly  understood. 
By  the  section  referred  to  in  the  clause 
—namely,  s.  2,  6  &  7  Vict,  where  a  libel 
had  really  worked  no  damage,  three 
things  were  necessary  before  an  editor 
could  get  a  verdict.  He  must  prove  those 
three  things  himself,  and  if  he  failed  in 
any  one  of  them  the  case  went  against 
him.  First  of  all,  he  must  show  that 
there  had  been  no  negligence  in  insert- 
ing the  libel ;  secondly,  that  an  apology 
such  as  the  Act  required  had  been  made ' 
and,  thirdly,  he  must  pay  into  Court  a 
certain  some  of  money.  This  section 
Bought  to  do  away  with  that  part  of  the 
plea  which  required  the  payment  of 
money  into  Court,  and  to  say  that  it 
would  really  be  a  good  plea  without  th^ 


third  requirement.  It  was  obvious  that 
the  justice  of  this  provision  would  be 
manifest  to  the  Committee  when  he 
said  that  news  was  circulated  by  means 
of  news  agencies,  and  that  it  frequently 
happened  that  the  person  who  com- 
plained had  sustained  no  injury  at  all. 
Why  should  not  the  editor  be  permitted 
to  show  that  there  had  been  no  damage, 
that  a  mistake  had  been  made,  for  which 
he  apologized,  and  that  there  had  been 
no  negligence  as  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned? In  that  case,  why  should  he 
have  to  pay  a  sum  of  money  into  Court  ? 
The  Committee  would  be  aware  that  the 
news  circulated  by  the  news  agencies, 
with  which  every  hon.  Member  must 
necessarily  bo  familiar,  was  inserted  in 
a  great  number  of  newspapers,  and  in 
many  instances,  although  a  mistake 
might  have  been  committed,  the  person 
complaining  had  suffered  no  real  in- 
jury at  all.  This  clause  provided  that 
in  such  cases  the  editor  should  prove 
the  first  of  the  pleas,  and  show  that  no 
damage  had  been  sustained.  The  mis- 
chief of  having  to  pay  money  into  Court 
was  that  it  made  his  position  that  there 
had  been  no  damage  untenable.  He 
practically  admitted  that  ho  had  done 
something  wrong;  because,  although 
he  justified  what  had  been  done,  he 
said  that  there  must  have  been  some 
measurable  damage  sustained,  or  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  pay  anything 
into  Court.  When  a  sum  of,  say  £5, 
was  paid  into  Court,  the  jury  naturally 
said — "The  defendant  admits  that  he 
has  injured  the  plaintiff  to  the  extent  of 
£5 ; "  and  that  being  so,  they  would 
estimate  the  damage  at  probably  more 
than  that  sum,  and  find  the  verdict 
accordingly.  That  was  the  practical 
effect  of  requiring  the  payment  of  a  sum 
of  money  into  Court.  Where  a  man  had 
not  been  damaged  in  any  way  whatever, 
why  should  not  the  defendant  be  able 
to  say — "  I  certainly  put  this  paragraph 
in  my  paper ;  there  was  no  negligence, 
but  a  sort  of  inadvertence,  if  the  word 
may  be  used,  similar  to  that  which  must 
necessarily  occur  in  carrying  on  the 
business  of  life,  even  without  negli- 
gence. I  have  done  all  I  can  in  the 
way  of  making  an  apology.  You  have 
not  been  injured  in  the  least,  and  where 
a  man  has  not  been  injured,  why  on 
earth  should  I  have  to  pay  money  into 
Court."  It  appeared  to  him  that  in 
principle  the  clause  was  right ;  because 
m  a  great  many  other  matters  besides 
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this  someiihing  wrong  might  have  been 
done,  and  jet  no  actual  injury  inflicted. 
For  instance,  a  Hansom  cab  might  drive 
ao  close  to  him  as  to  put  him  into  a 
fright;  but  he  could  not  bring  that 
action,  as  he  had  not  been  hurt.  Why, 
in  that  case,  should  persons  who  trade 
in  those  sort  of  actions  be  treated 
differently  ?  Why  should  not  the  jury 
be  allowed  to  say  to  them — ''  Even  if  a 
wrong  has  been  committed  upon  you, 
you  have  suffered  no  damage  from  it." 
If  the  editor  had  behaved  as  a  respect- 
able man  ought  to  behave,  he  should  be 
allowed  to  plead  that  the  plaintiff  had 
sustained  no  injury.  That  was  the 
simple  action  of  the  clause. 

Mb.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  said,  that  his  objection  to  the 
clause  was  contained  in  the  last  part  of 
the  1st  paragraph,  which  provided  that 
if— 

"  The  defendant  has  inserted  an  apology,  as 
by  the  laid  Act  provided,  the  plaintiff  shall  not 
bo  entitled  to  recover  any  damages  except  such 
special  damages  as  he  can  prove  that  he  has 
sustained  by  the  publication  of  such  libel." 

He  ag^ed  with  all  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Ashton- 
under-Lyne  (Mr.  Addison)  had  said,  and 
considered  it  desirable  that  the  2nd 
flection  of  the  existing  Act,  6  and  7  VicLf 
iihould  be  repealed.  But  there  might 
be  cases  in  which  general  damage 
might  have  been  sustained  by  the  per- 
son libelled,  which  such  person,  from 
the  position  he  occupied  or  his  profes- 
sional interests,  could  not  prove  to  have 
done  him  any  material  damage  in  the 
sense  of  sustaining  a  material  loss  of 
income,  or  in  any  other  way.  That 
might  frequently  occur  if  a  man  were 
not  engaged  in  oarryinc^  on  a  trade.  At 
the  same  time  he  might  be  injured  in 
his  reputation  and  general  character  in 
his  own  neighbourhood,  and  for  that 
injury  it  was  right  that  the  person  who 
inflicted  it  should  give  him  compensa- 
tion in  the  only  way  in  which  it  could 
be  given  by  a  stranger — that  was  to 
say*  by  a  money  payment.  He  under- 
stood that  his  hon.  Friend  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  (Sir  Algernon  Borthwick)  would 
have  something  to  say  on  that  point, 
and  would  propose  an  Amendment.  He 
thought  it  was  desirable,  before  the 
Committee  came  to  a  decision  as  to 
whether  they  should  omit  the  clause  or 
not,  they  should  hear  what  his  hon. 
Friend  had  to  say  on  the  subject. 


The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  the  point  was  this :  as  the  clause 
was  framed,  it  proposed  that  a  plaintiff 
should  not  be  entitled  to  any  damages 
unless  he  could  prove  special  damage. 
It  appeared  to  him,  now  that  the  matter 
had  been  discussed,  that  there  might  be 
cases  in  which  a  person  had  been 
seriously  libelled,  and  would  not  be  able 
to  prove  special  damages — as,  for  in- 
stance, in  the  case  of  a  small  tradesman 
who  was  accused  of  fraud,  or  of  some 
sharp  practice,  but  who  was  not  able  to 
show  that  he  had  lost  custom  in  conse- 
quence. He  thought  that  was  hardly  a 
case  in  which  a  Committee  should  say 
that  the  person  libelled  should  get  no 
damages  unless  he  could  prove  that  he 
had  suffered  special  damages,  assuming, 
of  course,  that  the  newspaper  proprietor 
could  show  that  he  had  not  been  guilty 
of  malice  or  of  gross  negligence.  He 
was  anxious  to  give  the  promoters  all 
the  assistance  in  his  power,  provided 
that  its  provisions  did  not  go  beyond 
what  he  personally  deemed  to  be  just.  He 
would, therefore,  ask  the  promoters  of  the 
measure  whether  it  would  not  be  as 
well  to  consider  whether  some  limits 
should  not  be  proposed,  otherwise  there 
was  a  strong  argument  against  the 
clause  in  connection  with  this  question 
of  proving  special  damage.  He  thought 
it  was  possible  that  the  clause  might  be 
amended,  either  by  limiting  the  amount 
of  damages  or  in  some  other  way.  As 
it  stood,  it  clearly  went  too  far. 

Sir  ALGERNON  BORTHWICK 
(Kensington,  S.)  said,  that  this  was 
really  a  question  of  costs. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said, 
that  that  was  so ;  it  was  now  held  that 
if  the  defendant  was  to  get  a  verdict, 
there  was  no  power  to  make  him  pay 
any  costs  at  ail.  Th^e  was  no  power 
at  the  present  moment  to  make  the 
defendant  pay  costs  where  the  judgment 
passed  in  his  favour.  Therefore,  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  perfectly  right  in  say- 
ing that  the  Bill  would  not  affect  the 
case  where  a  judgment  was  given  for 
the  defendant.  The  Court,  however, 
had  the  discretion  where  the  judgment 
was  given  for  the  plaintiff.  If  the 
judgment  passed  for  the  defendant  on 
the  two  issues  of  absence  of  malice  and 
absence  of  negligence,  the  plaintiff, 
although  libelled,  and  justified  in  bring- 
ing the  action,  would  ^et  no  costs. 
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Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  said,  that 
he  had  handed  in  an  Amendment  that 
morning,  and  though  he  understood  that 
it  would  not  be  in  Order  to  move  it  at 
that  stage,  he  should  vote  for  the 
clause  if  it  were  passed,  with  the  inten- 
tion of  moving  his  Amendment  at  the 
proper  time.  That  Amendment  was  to 
omit  the  last  words  of  the  paragraph, 
and  to  add  at  the  end,  that  a  defendant 
should  be  entitled  to  judgment,  unless 
the  plaintiff  should  recover  a  verdict  of 
40«.  damages  at  the  least.  The  effect  of 
that  Amendment  would  be  this— suppose 
a  plaintiff  went  into  Court  and  failed  to 
prove  that  the  libel  had  been  published 
with  malice  or  negligence,  and  it  also 
appeared  that  the  defendant  had  in- 
serted an  apology ;  in  that  case, 
although  the  plaintiff  might  get  a 
technical  verdict,  yet,  if  it  were  for  any- 
thing less  than  40«.  it  would  not  entitle 
him  to  what  that  verdict  would  other- 
wise bring.  Where  the  defendant  had 
published  an  apology  and  showed  that 
there  had  been  no  negligence  and  that 
no  damage  had  been  sustained,  unless 
the  plaintiff  got  more  than  40«.  awarded 
as  damages,  the  plaintiff  would  not  get 
a  judgment  that  would  entitle  him  to 
recover  costs.  That  appeared  to  him  to 
meet  the  objection  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General,  and  he 
should  have  been  glad  if  that  proposal, 
consistently  with  the  Rules  of  the 
House,  could  have  been  put.  As  he 
understood  that  that  could  not  be  done 
at  the  present  moment,  the  only  course 
left  open  to  him  was  to  vote  for  the 
clause  as  it  stood. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
rose  to  Order.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  possible  to  move  any 
Amendment  on  the  Question  ''that  the 
Clause  do  pass  ?  " 

The  CHAIRMAN:  No  Amendment 
can  be  moved. 

Mb.  darling  said,  his  impression 
was  that  any  hon.  Member  voting  for 
the  clause  could  do  so  with  the  intention 
of  amending  it  in  some  direction  at  a 
later  stage.  For  his  own  part  he  should 
like  to  say  that  he  would  vote  for  the 
clause  if  it  were  pressed  that  day,  only 
with  the  intention  of  moving  the 
Amendment  at  a  later  stage. 

Sib  ALGERNON  BORTHWICK 
said,  he  wished  to  have  the  clause  put 
as  it  stood  at  present. 

Mb.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  said, 
that  the  hon.  »nd  learned  Member  for 


Ashton-under-Lyne  (Mr.  Addison)  had 
talked  about  a  libel  that  did  no  injury. 
He  imagined  that  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  produce  a  case  in  which  a 
libel  had  inflicted  no  injury.  He  would 
give  an  instance  of  a  case  which  oc- 
curred a  short  time  ago  in  order  to  show 
the  difficulty  a  man  had  in  proving  that 
he  had  sustained  any  special  injury. 
The  case  to  which  he  referred  was  one 
in  which,  in  consequence  of  a  printer's 
error,  the  name  which  should  have  ap- 
peared last  in  the  list  of  dissolutions  of 
partnership  was  the  first  inserted  among 
the  bankruptcy  notices.  That  was  a 
somewhat  serious  matter  for  the  persons 
concerned ;  but  how  was  it  possible  for 
them  to  prove  special  damages.  That, 
he  was  afraid,  was  only  one  case  out  of 
many  which  constantly  occurred.  The 
question  was  whether  the  existing  law 
in  this  respect  was  not  better  than  that 
which  it  was  now  proposed  to  substitute. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  exist- 
ing law  had  been  materially  altered 
after  much  consideration,  and  as  it  now 
stood  it  was  an  improvement  made  by 
8  and  9  Vict,  c.  75,  upon  the  provisions 
of  an  Act  passed  two  years  before,  viz., 
6  and  7  Vict,  c.  96.  There  was  one  point 
he  desired  to  lay  before  the  Committee 
which  was  of  real  importance.  It  was 
impossible  for  anybody  to  secure  that 
an  apology,  explanation,  or  contradic- 
tion in  the  shape  of  explanatory  matter 
should  go  to  the  same  people  who  had 
seen  the  original  libel.  It  was  utterly 
impossible  that  that  could  be  secured  in 
any  case.  If  they  could  insure  that  all 
the  persons  who  read  the  libel  should 
also  read  the  explanation,  there  might 
be  some  argument  in  favour  of  the 
clause,  but  it  was  impossible  to  say 
that  a  libel  could  be  published  without 
injury,  even  if  there  was  an  absence 
of  malice.  It  was  no  reparation  to 
receive  an  apology,  explanation,  or 
contradiction.  It  merely  put  an  end 
to  the  period  during  which  the  unre-- 
tracted  libel  went  out  to  the  public. 
In  his  opinion  it  would  be  most  unsafe 
to  deviate  from  the  principle  that  every 
apology  should  be  accompanied  by  a 
payment  into  Court.  That  would  secure 
to  the  libelled  person  some  reparation, 
and  would  be  a  means,  he  ventured  to 
think,  of  putting  an  end  to  a  g^eat  deal 
of  unnecessary  litigation.  If  a  man  found 
that  £5  or  £10  were  paid  into  Court  he 
would  get  his  costs,  and  decline  to  pro- 
c^e4  further  witl^  the  ^tion.    Tbe  sum 
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of  £5  was  very  little ;  but  it  frequently 
represented  the  difference  between  costs 
as  between  party  and  party  and  attor- 
ney and  client.  He  failed  to  see  why  a 
man  who  was  libelled  should  not,  after 
yindioating  his  character  by  way  of  actioD, 
be  pecuniarily  in  the  same  position  as  ijf 
he  had  not  been  libelled  at  all  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Ashton-under- 
Lyne  said  the  plaintiff  in  a  libel  case 
should  not  be  in  a  position  to  say  that 
the  defendant  had  paid  money  into 
Court.  But  the  reason  he  should  be 
able  to  say  that  was  obvious.  If  a  man 
brought  an  action  for  injury  done  to 
him,  it  was  very  easy  for  him  to  prove 
that  he  had  been  libelled,  but  he  did 
not  see  how  the  plaintiff  in  a  libel  case 
was  to  prove  special  damages.  That 
was  a  thing  he  could  not  do,  and 
be  ventured  to  think  that  he  ought 
not  to  be  asked  to  do  it.  If  the  clause 
were  allowed  to  stand  in  its  present 
form,  it  would  give  what  the  Commit- 
tee would  never  wish  to  give — namely, 
a  practical  immunity  to  libellers. 

Mb.  ADDISON  hoped  the  Committee 
would  allow  him  to  say  a  word  in  answer 
to  the  remarks  of  his  hon.  and  learued 
Friend  (Mr.  Kelly).  He  thought  that 
the  illustration  which  had  been  given 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  a 
very  good  illustration  of  the  manner  in 
which  frivolous  actions  for  libel  were 
now  brought.  A  newspaper  by  the 
merest  accident  inserted  under  the  head 
of  "  Bankruptcy  "  a  notice  of  liquida- 
tion, the  words  being  used  in  some 
cases  as  synonymous  terms.  What 
might  the  gentleman  who  considered 
himself  libelled  have  done  ?  If  he  had 
gone  to  the  editor,  he  would  have  been 
only  too  glad  to  have  acknowledged  the 
error,  and  to  have  put  in  an  ample 
explanation  of  the  mistake  which  would 
avoid  any  possibility  of  injury  being 
inflicted.  But,  instead  of  doing  so,  an 
action  for  libel  was  brought,  and  now 
they  were  told  that  it  was  necessary  to 
bring  an  action,  because  some  persons 
might  have  read  the  paragraph  and  not 
have  read  the  apology.  They  were  told 
that  the  apology  would  not  be  read  by 
the  same  people,  but,  if  that  were  the 
case,  would  the  trial  be  read  any 
more  than  the  apology.  These  actions 
were  nearly  always  brought  when  the 
real  injury  would  have  been  sot  right 
at  once  by  the  newspaper  if  it  had  been 
allowed  to  do  so. 


Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  said,  they  all  knew 
that  if  they  gave  a  libel  a  day's  start,  it 
would  take  a  week  to  overtake  it.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ashton-under-Lyne  (Mr.  Addison)  had 
given  an  illustration  of  a  case  in  which 
the  word  ** liquidation"  was  inserted 
instead  of  "  dissolution.''  That  ap- 
peared in  a  monthly  trade  journal,  and 
it  reminded  him  of  a  very  important 
case  which  occurred  to  the  proprietor 
of  a  weekly  newspaper,  and  which  he 
believed  was  familiar  to  most  Members 
of  that  House.  It  was  a  case  where  a 
newspaper  had  employed  a  certain  lady 
of  title  to  act  as  scout  in  society,  to  brin^ 
any  little  matters  of  information  and 
scandals,  the  lady  being  rewarded  by 
the  payment  of  some  infinitesimal  sum 
for  doing  so.  In  the  particular  case  to 
which  he  referred,  a  young  lady  was 
maligned,  and  brought  an  action  against 
the  proprietor  of  a  newspaper.  The 
newspaper  was  severely  fined,  but  the 
lady  who  committed  the  libel  got  off  scot- 
free.  He  was  desirous  of  making  the 
Law  of  Libel  perfect,  and  to  insure  that 
there  was  no  loophole  for  letting  off  a 
newspaper  who,  by  inserting  a  libel, 
had  seriously  injured  the  character  of 
an  individual.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  in 
many  of  those  cases  no  money  payment 
would  set  the  injury  right.  If,  however, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Qeneral 
would  give  him  an  assurance  that  Clause  5 
would  not  in  any  way  weaken  the  pre- 
sent Law  of  Libel,  he  would  be  very 
glad  to  agree  to  it. 

SiE  RICHAED  WEBSTER  said, 
that,  as  he  had  been  appealed  to,  he 
felt  bound  to  say  that  the  clause  did 
weaken  the  Law  of  Libel,  in  the  sense 
that  the  defendant  would  be  able  to  get 
off  the  payment  of  damages  or  costs 
unless  the  plaintiff  could  prove  special 
damages  in  any  particular  case. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  89 ; 
Noes  41  :  Majority  48. — (Div.  List, 
No.  146.) 

Clause  6  (Power  to  defendant  to 
give  certain  evidence  in  mitigation  of 
damages). 

Mr.  JENNINGS  (Stockport)  said,  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Algernon  Borthwick)  proposed,  in 
accordance  with  his  Motion  on  the  Paper, 
to  move  to  strike  out  this  clause. 
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Sib  ALGEENON  BORTHWICK 
(Kensington,  S.)  was  understood  to  say 
that  lie  did  not  propose  to  do  so. 

Mb.  JENNINGS  said,  he  hoped  the 
clause  would  he  retained.  It  was  one 
of  the  most  important  clauses  in  the  Bill, 
its  object  being  to. prevent  newspapers 
being  subjected  to  black-mail  by  persons 
who  brought  actions  for  libel,  very  often 
one  after  another,  for  no  real  damage, 
but  in  order  to  make  money  out  of 
newspapers  not  able  to  defend  them- 
selves. There  were  many  respectable 
newspapers  against  whom  an  action  for 
libel  was  absolutely  ruinous.  In  most 
of  these  cases  no  real  damage  was  done, 
and  in  many  cases  the  newspaper  pro- 
prietor would  be  glad  to  make  a  com- 
promise by  paying  costs.  It  was  not 
desired  in  the  least  to  give  any  protec- 
tion whatever  to  those  who  were  really 
guilty  of  reckless  libels,  and  the  rights 
of  all  persons  who  were  libelled  were 
preserved  under  the  Bill.  All  that  the 
clause  said  was  that  it  should  be  open 
to  a  newspaper  to  explain  or  to  plead  in 
mitigation  of  damages,  that  the  plant! ff 
had  already  recovered  damages  or  had 
received,  or  agreed  to  receive,  compen- 
sation in  respect  of  the  libel  to  the  same 
purport  or  effect  as  the  libel  for  which 
the  action  was  brought.  That  seemed 
to  him  to  be  a  very  reasonable  provision 
indeed.  No  one  was  prepared  to  say 
that  a  newspaper  proprietor  should  not 
pay  damages  to  a  person  who  had  been 
libelled  or  injured  by  a  libel,  and  the 
libelled  person  might  bring  as  many 
actions  as  he  chose.  But  the  newspaper 
proprietor  was  to  be  at  liberty  to  go 
into  Court  and  plead  that  the  plaintiff 
had  already  brought  20,  30,  or  40  actions 
against  different  newspapers,  and  had 
recovered  damages  in  each  case  for  the 
same  libel.  It  was  further  provided 
that  that  was  a  matter  which  should  be 
considered  by  the  jury  in  mitigation  of 
damages,  and  that  was  the  sole  object 
of  the  clause.  The  Committee  must  not 
suppose  that  the  actions  for  libel 
which  were  reported  in  the  newspapers 
by  any  means  included  all  the  actions 
which  the  newspapers  had  to  meet. 
There  were  cases  in  which  newspapers 
paid  money  over  and  over  again  to 
persons  who  were  no  better  than  pro- 
fessional black-legs,  rather  than  run  the 
risk  of  going  into  Court  and  being  cast 
in  damages  for  the  most  frivolous  of  so- 
called  inj  uries.  This  clause  was  intended, 


in  point  of  fact,  to  protect  respectable 
newspapers  from  blackmailers,  and  not 
to  give  greater  facilities  to  libellous  or 
reckless  writers  than  were  given  at  pre- 
sent. On  the  contrary,  he  thought  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  would  deal  more 
severely  with  libellous  matter  recklessly 
inserted  in  newspapers  than  any  other 
hon.  Members  of  the  House.  He  hoped 
the  Committee  would  not  reject  the 
clause  without  full  consideration  as  to 
what  it  led  to,  and  what  it  involved. 
He  ventured  to  think  that  no  one  who 
looked  closely  into  it  would  be  of  opinion 
that  it  did  more  than  confer  on  respect- 
able newspapers  reasonable  and  ade- 
quate protection  against  injustice. 

Mb.  OSBOHNE  morgan  (Denbigh- 
shire,  E.)  said,  he  thought  he  might  be 
considered  something  of  an  expert  in 
this  matter,  for  there  was  a  time  when 
he  had  been  regularly  libelled  once  a 
month,  though  he  had  not  found  that  the 
process  did  him  much  harm.  He  must 
say  that  he  was  very  much  inclined  to 
agree  with  the  views  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  spoken  (Mr.  Jennings). 
It  seemed  to  him  that  if  they  gave  up 
this  clause,  the  Bill  would  be  so  em- 
asculated that  it  would  not  be  worth 
having.  The  clause  proposed  to  allow  a 
defendant  to  take  steps  to  prevent  a 
plaintiff  making  money  out  of  a  libel 
by  going  about  from  one  Court  to 
another,  and  making  a  good  thing  of  it. 
Surely  that  was  a  thing  which  no  one, 
however  he  might  object  to  the  Bill, 
could  wish  to  see  allowed.  Therefore, 
if  the  clause  were  carried  to  a  Division, 
he  should  certainly  support  it. 

Mb.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  said, 
he  did  not  concur  in  the  view  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He 
thought  that  the  Committee  would  ad- 
mit that  there  were  cases  in  which  a 
plea  of  this  kind  would  be  most  mis- 
leading. For  instance,  take  the  case  of 
a  paper  in  the  Lake  District.  Why 
should  that  paper,  if  it  had  libelled  a 
man,  be  benefited  by  an  action  brought 
against  a  Manchester  paper  which  had 
also  libelled  him  ?  The  plaintiff  might 
have  brought  an  action  and  recovered 
damages  in  Manchester,  but  what  those 
damages  had  to  do  with  the  amount  of 
injury  inflicted  upon  him  by  a  libel  pub- 
lished against  him  in  the  Lake  District, 
he  (Mr.  Kelly)  failed  to  perceive.  The 
paper  in  the  Lake  District  would  not 
have  to  pay  a  farthing  more  on  account 
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of  any  iDJnrjJnflicted  by  the  Manohes- 
ter  paper.  Of  course,  if  a  defendant 
got  a  friend  to  publish  a  libel  against 
him,  and  then  went  about  bringing 
actions  against  the  newspapers  in  which 
it  appeared,  he  could  understand  the 
force  of  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings) 
about  black- mail,  but  such  things  did 
not  happen.  But  these  newspapers 
were  published  for  the  profit  of  the  per- 
sons who  published  th  em .  Sometimes  the 
insertion  of  a  scandalous  libel  increased 
the  sale  of  a  paper,  and  it  was  ridiculous 
to  say  that  because  the  person  libelled 
claimed  a  proper  amount  of  compensa- 
tion for  the  wrong  which  had  been  done, 
it-  should  be  characterized  as  an  attempt 
to  levy  black-mail.  He  trusted  the 
Oommittee  would  accept  the  clause, 
r^  lauffh.']  He  saw  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men connected  with  newspapers  were 
prepared  to  take  advantage  of  any  slip, 
and  he  could  not  imagine  how  they 
should  then  object  to  the  other  people 
taking  advantage  of  the  slips  calculated 
to  do  immense  injury  made  in  news- 
papers. He  trusted  the  Committee  would 
reject  the  clause,  because  it  would  mis- 
lead juries,  and  induce  them  to  take  into 
consideration  matters  with  which  they 
had  nothing  to  do. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.)  said, 
that,  as  one  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill, 
he  must  object  to  the  course  taken  by 
his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Sir  Algernon 
Borthwick)  in  regard  to  this  clause. 
He  thought  they  were  bound  to  arrest 
the  eviscerating  process  which  had  been 
going  on  with  regard  to  the  Bill.  The 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man were  altogether  inapplicable  to 
the  clause,  because  the  jury  were  not 
forced  [to  be'Jnfluenced  by  the  fact  that 
a  plaintiff  had  received  compensation 
already  for  the  same  libel,  and  the 
clause,  at  it  stood,  would  not  necessarily 
affect  the  interesting  friend  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  who  lived  in  the 
Lake  District.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  this  was  not  a  compulsory  but  a 
permissive  clause.  It  was  directed 
against  professional  litigants,  and  those 
unscrupulous  solicitors  who  put  in  action 
groups  of  libel  cases  on  the  bare  chance 
of  obtaining  costs  for  correspondence. 
He  knew  of  several  papers  which  had 
three  or  four  cases  of  that  kind  pending 
against  them ;  and  what  was  their  posi- 
tion? They  found  it  necessary  to  pay 
heavy  sums  of  money  in  order  to  escape 


the  inconvenience  and  expense  of  a  law 
suit,  because  they  knew  that  if  they 
went  into  Court  and  succeeded  in  getting 
a  verdict,  their  opponents  were  men  of 
straw,  from  whom  they  could  recover 
nothing  whatever.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, he  thought  the  Committee 
would  be  of  opinion  that  this  important 
clause  should  be  retained  in  the  Bill. 
He  might  instance  a  case  which  occurred 
about  three  months  ago,  whore  a  solici- 
tor brought  an  action  against  42  papers 
for  stating  that  he  had  been  struck  off 
the  Bolls.  Another  solicitor  of  the  same 
name  was  struck  off  the  Bolls,  but  an 
official  of  the  Court  made  a  mistake, 
and  gave  the  reporter  for  the  news 
agency  the  address  of  the  solicitor  who 
brought  the  action,  and  who  happened 
himself  to  be  a  bankrupt.  He  claimed 
£2,000  in  each  case,  or  £84,000  in  all. 

Me.  KELLY  asked,  whether  any  of 
those  actions  were  ever  tried  ? 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  he  did  not  see 
how  that  mattered  in  the  least.  He 
was  only  giving  the  case  as  an  example 
to  show  what  the  professional  litigants 
could  do.  This  was  the  way  in  which 
newspapers  were  black-mailed  under  the 
licence  given  to  professional  litigants 
and  unscrupulous  solicitors.  He  sin- 
cerely hoped  the  Committee  would  allow 
the  clause  to  be  retained  in  the  Bill. 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
BicHARD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out  one  matter  to  the 
Committee.  He  had  already  opposed 
the  last  clause— that  the  plaintiff  should 
not  be  entitled  to  claim  compensation  at 
all,  assuming  that  there  had  been  no 
negligence  and  no  malice,  unless  he 
proved  special  damage.  Therefore,  it 
would  now  be  necessary  for  a  man  who 
had  been  libelled  to  prove  that  he  had 
sustained  special  damage  by  the  pub- 
lication of  the  libel.  Therefore,  if  a^ 
libel  were  published  in  The  Manchester 
Guardian  f  for  instance,  the  plaintiff  would 
have  to  prove  that  he  had  lost  a  portion 
of  his  Manchester  custom;  but  what 
right  had  the  defendant  to  give  evidence 
of  damages  having  been  recovered  upon 
a  similar  libel  in  another  part  of  Eng- 
land ?  He  certainly  could  not  assent  to 
the  present  clause,  now  that  they  had 
passed  the  5th  clause.  It  involved  a 
most  serious  alteration  of  the  law.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  below  the  Gangway 
who  had  just  spoken  (Mr.  Lawson)  was 
careful  to  argue  the  clause  in  regard  to 
its  effect  upon  tiie  black-mailer ;  but  as 
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the  clause  was  framed  it  would  apply 
equally  to  the  honest  plaintiff  who  might 
have  been  fi^rossly  libelled. 

Mb.  LAWSON  :  The  question  would 
be  left  to  the  jury. 

Sib  RICHAED  WEBSTER:  A 
person  might  be  libelled,  and  grossly 
libelled,  by  a  newspaper.  He  was  ready 
to  admit  that  the  managers  of  news- 
papers, as  a  rule,  carried  on  their  busi- 
ness without  wishing  to  publish  libels, 
although  there  were  undoubtedly  some 
who  did  not  pursue  that  course,  but  were 
in  the  habit  of  indulging  in  libels.  There 
were  very  many  respectable  newspapers 
which  never  inserted  libellous  matter. 
He  failed  to  see  why  a  man  who  suffered 
special  damage  from  a  publication  in  a 
newspaper  circulated  in  a  particular 
county  should  not  recover  those  damages, 
and  why  it  should  be  given  in  evidence 
that  damages  had  been  obtained  in  re- 
spect of  that  libel  to  the  same  purport 
or  effect.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
clause  went  much  too  far,  and  he  should 
feel  compelled  to  vote  against  it. 

Sib  ALBERT  ROLLIT  r  Islington,  S.) 
said,  that  the  point  raised  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  was  an  important  one.  No 
doubt,  in  the  case  of  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  Westmoreland  and  another  in 
Cornwall,  there  would  be  such  a  dis- 
tance between  them  that  the  argument 
against  giving  evidence  in  regard  to 
damages  recovered  in  another  action 
might  apply.  But  take  the  case  of 
London.  A  series  of  London  news- 
papers might  contain  the  same  libel, 
and  a  plaintiff  would  be  able  to  bring 
numerous  actions  which  were  prac- 
tically one  and  the  same.  Therefore, 
it  seemed  to  him  to  be  only  right  that 
the  whole  of  th  e  facts  should  be 
placed  before  the  jury,  and  all  that  was 
asked  to  be  done  by  the  clause  was  that 
the  defendants  should  have  liberty  to 
give  evidence  to  the  jury  to  satisfy  them 
what  the  extent  of  the  injury  had  been. 
That  being  ascertained,  it  would  rest  with 
the  jury  to  assess  the  damages,  and  they 
would  be  in  full  possession  of  the  facts. 
Therefore,  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  did  not  apply  in  such  cases  at  all. 
The  whole  of  the  facts  of  the  case  would 
be  placed  before  the  jury  before  they 
came  to  a  conclusion  upon  the  subject. 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  St.  Fancras 
(Mr.  Lawson)  had  spoken  of  the  actions 
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brought  against  42  newspapers  for  the 
s€mie  libel.  In  that  case,  in  which  it 
happened  that  he  was  professionally  en- 
gaged for  most  of  the  papers,  the  libel 
was  one  over  which  the  newspaper  editor 
had  no  control  whatever.  In  fact^  the 
error  originated  with  one  of  the  officials 
of  the  Courts.  A  certain  solicitor  was 
struck  off  the  Rolls,  and  a  reporter  for  a 
news  agency  asked  an  usher  who  the 
solicitor  referred  to  was.  The  usher 
referred  to  the  official  Court  Law  Liei 
and  gave  the  name  of  a  man  which  was 
identical  with  that  of  the  solicitor  struck 
off,  but  who  turned  out  to  bethe  wrong 
one.  Instead  of  42,  there  were  from  60 
to  80  actions  brought,  and  the  total 
claim  amounted  to  about  £160,000.  It 
was  quite  true  that  those  actions  were  not 
tried ;  but  large  sums  of  money  were 
paid  into  Court,  inasmuch  as  there  could 
be  no  disclaimer  on  the  part  of  the  news- 
paper proprietors  that  the  paragraph 
was  a  libel,  and  settlements  were  made 
which  were  altogether  excessive,  and 
beyond  any  real  injury  sustained.  The 
actions  were  not  tried  on  account  of  the 
death  of  the  plaintiff.  All  the  news- 
paper proprietors  wished  that  in  such  a 
case,  in  future,  the  defendants  should 
not  be  placed  at  a  disadvantage  by  not 
being  able  to  place  the  whole  of  the 
circumstances  as  to  damages  and  settle- 
ments before  the  jury  who  would  be 
called  upon  to  decide  Uie  case. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  had  had  no 
intention  of  taking  part  in  the  debate  in 
Committee  on  that  Bill ;  but  he  thought 
it  was  of  the  utmost  importance  that  they 
should  have  fair  and  reasonable  laws  witi^ 
regard  to  libels,  and  they  ought  to  bear 
in  mind  those  newspapers  which  were 
anxious  to  do  what  was  fair  and  right 
towards  the  general  public.  When  he 
read  the  clause  he  certainly  thought  it 
was  a  fair  and  reasonable  one,  and  he 
would  ask  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General,  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  whether 
there  were  any  words  in  the  clause  which 
ought  to  be  omitted,  or  anything  that 
could  be  inserted  to  amend  it,  so  as  to 
secure  that  every  person  who  was  attacked 
by  the  Press  should  have  a  fair  and  im- 
partial hearing,  and  to  prevent  as  far 
as  possible  those  persons  whose  only 
object  was  to  make  large  sums  of  money 
out  of  the  Press  in  connection  with  libel 
cases  that  were  never  intentionally  com- 
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mitted.  XTnless  he  heard  stronger  objec- 
tions than  had  yet  been  urged,  he 
should  feel  bound  in  the  interests  of  the 
Press  to  vote  for  the  clause. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  (Northampton) 
said,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  St.  Pancras  (Mr.  Lawson)  had 
mentioned  a  case  in  which  more  than  40 
actions  were  brought  for  the  same  libel. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Camberwell  (Mr, 
Kelly)  asked  if  they  were  tried.  Pro- 
bably he  was  not  aware  of  the  difficulty 
whic^  arose  in  regard  to  getting  them 
tried,  the  fact  being  that  a  sort  of 
punishment  fell  upon  the  person  who 
brought  them,  and  he  died  before  the 
actions  could  come  on.-  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  it  often  happened  that  cases  of 
that  kind  were  not  tried  because  the 
man  who  brought  them  went  round  to 
the  different  newspapers.  The  newspaper 
proprietor  had  to  put  in  a  justification, 
but  he  saw  that  by  the  present  law  he 
must  lose  the  action ;  and,  in  order  to 
ayoid  further  loss  to  himself,  he  agreed 
to  pay  a  sum  of  money  to  the  person 
who  brought  the  action.  In  that  way 
there  was  a  perfect  and  persistent  system 
of  blackmailing  now  going  on.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  rested  his 
objection  to  the  clause,  as  far  as  he  could 
gather,  on  the  fact  that  Clause  5  had 
been  carried. 

Sib  EICHAED  WEBSTEE:  Not 
entirely. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  :  Not  entirely  ? 

Sib  EICHAED  WEBSTEE :  No  ; 
only  partly. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  rested  his  objection 
to  this  clause  upon  the  fact  that  the  5th 
clause  had  been  carried.  He  did  not, 
however,  rest  it  entirely ;  only  partly — 
probably  very  much  partly.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  had  op- 
posed the  5th  clause.  He  did  not  ap- 
prove of  it,  and  therefore  opposed  it. 

Sib  EICHAED  WEBSTEE  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  error,  but 
he  had  no  wish  to  interrupt  him.  He 
did  not  vote  against  the  5th  clause. 
He  objected  to  the  clause  as  it  stood,  but 
he  proposed  to  amend  it  on  the  Eeport. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  he  wished 
to  know  whether,  before  the  discussion 
took  place  in  the  House,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  intimate  to 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  that  he  would 
not  agree  to  the  Bill  being  supported  by 


the  Government  unless  they  consented 
to  omit  the  5th  and  6th  clause  ?  It  was 
against  that  decision  that  he  entirely 
protested,  and  he  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther it  was  a  fact  that  an  intimation  was 
given  that  Clauses  5  and  6  would  be 
opposed  by  the  Gt)vemment  ?  Was  he 
to  understand  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Kensington  (Sir 
Algernon  Borthwick)  really  believed 
himself  that  those  clauses  ought  to  be 
eliminated  from  the  Bill  ?  If  not,  why 
did  he  move  that  they  should  be  elimi- 
nated ? 

Sib  ALGEBNON  BOETHWICK 
said,  he  wished  to  explain  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  had  been 
kind  enough  to  point  out  certain  defects 
in  the  Bill,  and  in  consequence  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  observa- 
tions he  took  the  course  which  he  had 
adopted.  With  regard  to  the  present 
clause  he  should  vote  for  it. 

Sib  EICHAED  WEBSTEE  said,  he 
had  made  no  arrangement  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  below  the  Gangway,  but  he 
had  intimated  that  he  intended  to  endea- 
vour to  amend  the  clause. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  asked,  if  he 
was  to  understand  absolutely  that  there 
was  no  sort  of  arrangement  in  regard  to 
any  clause  of  the  Bill,  and  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  South  Ken- 
sington, in  his  Motion  to  leave  out  cer- 
tain clauses,  merely  acted  according  to 
his  own  view  of  those  clauses  ?  Had  he 
taken  the  initiative  in  moving  the  rejec- 
tion of  this  clause  from  his  own  belief 
that  the  clause  was  bad  ? 

Sir  ALGEENON  BOETHWICK 
said,  he  distinctly  approved  of  the  6th 
clause,  and  should  vote  for  it. 

Ma.  LABOUCHEEE:  Then  what 
was  this  entry  upon  the  Votes  ?  Could 
his  eyes  deceive  him?  ''Sir  Algernon 
Borthwick" — he  presumed  Sir  Algernon 
Borthwick  was  Member  for  South  Ken- 
sington— **  to  leave  out  Clause  6.*' 

SiK  ALGEENON  BOETHWICK: 
You  may  be  permitted  to  change  your 
mind. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  that  no 
doubt  the  Committee  would  always  be 
glad  to  receive  back  a  repentant  sinner, 
but  he  must  say  that  the  course  adopted 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  was  a  very  singular 
one.  The  Bill  passed  the  second  reading 
as  it  stood  in  its  entirety.  No  intimation 
was  made  then  that  the  promoters  in- 
tended to  alter  the  Bill  in  any  sort  of 
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way.  But  what  did  he  find  now  ?  That 
one  of  the  best  clauses  was  moved  to  be 
omitted  by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill.  He 
could  not  help  supposing  that  there 
must  have  been  some  sort  of  communi- 
cation with  the  Government,  seeing  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  was  a  supporter  of  the 
Government,  or  the  Bill  would  not  have 
been  emasculated  in  this  way  by  the 
promoters  themselves.  It  appeared  now 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  saw  reason  to 
change  his  mind,  and  was  in  favour  of 
the  clause.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was  ex- 
ceedingly glad  to  hear  it,  and  he  was  sure 
the  intimation  would  induce  many  hon. 
Members  to  follow  him  rather  than  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Camberwell.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Camberwell  came 
forward  as  a  lawyer,  and  not  as  one  of  the 
public.  He  seemed  to  imagine  that  he 
ought  to  get  up  there  on  every  occasion 
as  the  advocate  of  the  people  against 
newspapers.  Now,  the  newspapers  did 
not  desire  to  have  any  exceptional  law 
in  their  favour,  but  all  they  wanted  was 
justice.  There  were  certain  Members 
in  that  House  who,  like  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Camberwell, 
seemed  to  think  that  a  newspaper  pro- 
prietor or  editor  was  to  be  treated  like  a 
stoat  or  a  weasel,  or  some  other  animal 
fer<B  naturay  and  that  they  were  not  to 
have  the  benefit  of  the  same  law  that 
was  dealt  out  to  other  people.  He  trusted 
that  that  fact  would  be  thoroughly  re- 
membered by  hon.  Members  when  the 
vote  was  taken.  The  clause  simply  said 
that  a  newspaper  might  submit  to  the 
jury  the  fact  that  damages,  special  or 
otherwise,  in  an  important  case  had  been 
already  given  to  the  plaintiff,  who  had 
thus  received  a  solatium  for  his  wounded 
honour,  feelings,  or  interest.  That  was 
all  the  jury  would  consider — whether  a 
man,  having  been  injured,  had  received 
a  sufficient  solatium.  It  was  directed 
against  a  system  of  blackmailing  by 
which  a  man  was  unable  to  obtain  more 
than  a  sufficient  solatium. 

Sib  ALGERNON  BORTHWIOK 
said,  he  wished  to  explain  that  in  the 
course  he  had  pursued  in  reference  to 
this  matter  he  had  not  been  acting  by 
himself,  nor  in  any  arbitrary  fashion. 
He  had  felt  bound  to  consult  those  who 
were  concerned  with  him  in  promoting 
the  Bill,  and  the  course  he  had  taken 
had  been  guided  by  the  advice  he  had 
received. 

ifr.  Labouchere 


Mr.  KELLY  said,  he  had  only  one 
word  to  say  as  to  the  course  he  had 
pursued  in  reference  to  this  clause.  He 
had  all  along  opposed  the  clause,  and 
he  had  placed  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  for  its  omission.  Ho  thought 
the  House  was  under  a  little  misappre- 
hension with  regard  to  the  effect  of  the 
clause.  The  Committee  had  heard  of  a 
case  which  had  led  to  a  large  number 
of  actions.  Now,  he  had  reported  that 
case  himself,  but  he  did  not  libel  the 
gentleman  in  question.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Islington  (Sir  Albert 
RoUit)  said  there  had  been  no  negli- 
gence in  that  case,  because  the  person 
who  made  the  false  report  got  his  infor- 
mation from  the  usher  of  the  Court. 
Now,  he  should  have  thought  that  a 
person  who  was  content  to  obtain  infor- 
mation of  that  kind  from  the  usher  of 
the  Court  was  certainly  guilty  of  the 
grossest  negligence.  He  would  tell  the 
hon.  Member  how  the  mistake  arose. 
An  application  was  made  to  strike  off 
the  Roll  of  Attorneys  a  person  whom 
he  would  now  call  John  Smith,  and  who 
had  carried  on  business  at  Liverpool. 
There  was  only  one  John  Smith  on  T/ie 
Law  List,  and  he  practised  in  Salters' 
Hall  Court,  London.  The  reporter,  in- 
stead of  leaving  out  the  address  as  to 
where  the  man  carried  on  his  business, 
asked  for  information  from  the  usher, 
who  handed  him  27ie  Law  List.  Find- 
ing a  John  Smith  there,  the  reporter 
inserted  the  name  as  that  of  the  man 
who  was  struck  off  the  Rolls.  The 
mistake  arose  from  the  ignorance  or 
carelessness  of  the  reporter,  who  ought 
to  have  known  that  most  frequently 
men  whom  it  was  sought  to  strike  off 
the  rolls  did  not  take  out  certificates,  and 
that,  consequently,  their  names  did  not 
appear  in  The  Law  List,  In  his  (Mr. 
Kelly's)  opinion,  that  was  just  the  one 
case  of  all  others  in  which  damages 
ought  to  be  given  against  a  newspaper 
proprietor  for  employing  an  incom- 
petent, ignorant,  and  careless  reporter, 
who  might  have  done  the  greatest 
possible  injury  to  a  respectable  practi- 
tioner. 

Mb.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  said,  he 
intended  to  support  the  clause,  but  he 
did  not  think  there  was  much  advan- 
tage to  be  derived  from  discussing  it  in 
reference  to  individual  cases.  He 
thought  the  clause  was  an  extremely 
valuable  part  of  the  Bill,  though  certainly 
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what  it  proposed  to  do  directly  could 
now  be  done  indirectly  in  every  case  of 
libel.  It  only  provided  that  all  the 
facts  should  be  laid  before  the  jury 
when  an  action  for  libel  was  brought 
against  a  newspaper  proprietor.  If  it 
were  calculated  injuriously  to  affect  the 
interests  of  a  person  who  had  been 
libelled,  he  should  certainly  vote  against 
it ;  but  it  only  proposed  to  do  what  was 
done  in  reality  in  every  action  already. 
No  doubt,  the  defendant  could  not 
bring  forward  evidence  of  previous 
actions  taken  by  the  plaintiff ;  but  he 
could  cross-examine  the  plaintiff,  and 
in  that  way  do  so.  But,  as  a  rule,  the 
learned  Judge  told  the  jury  that  evidence 
thus  obtained  ought  to  have  no  effect 
or  influence  upon  their  minds.  What 
was  now  done  indirectly  this  clause  pro- 
posed to  do  in  future  directly ;  so  that 
instead  of  the  jury  being  told  by  the 
learned  Judge  that  they  were  not  to  take 
this  fact  into  consideration  in  assessing 
damages,  he  might  inform  them  that, 
if  they  were  so  pleased,  they  might  do  so. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
had  argued  the  question  as  if  Clause  5, 
which  they  had  just  agreed  to,  would 
remain  as  it  stood ;  but  it  had  been 
agreed  to  on  the  understanding  that  it 
should  be  amended  on  the  Beport.  The 
effect  of  the  clause  under  consideration 
would  be  to  prevent  plaintiffs  from  mul- 
tiplying actions,  and  as  he  regarded  that 
as  a  valuable  part  of  the  Bill  he  should 
vote  for  it. 

Sib  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbury)  said, 
he  believed  that  the  clause  was  practi- 
cally just  and  fair,  and  should  be  sorry 
to  see  it  struck  out  of  the  Bill.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Law  of  Libel  was  to  enable 
a  man,  if  libelled,  to  vindicate  his'charac- 
ter;  and  if  he  brought  an  action  and 
succeeded  in  vindicating  his  character, 
what  more  could  he  require,  or  what 
more  should  he  obtain?  If  he  re- 
covered damages  in  one  action,  that  was 
all  that  he  was  entitled  to,  and  all 
that  the  law  ought  to  allow  him.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  West 
Newington  (Mr.  Eaddiffe  Cooke)  had 
pointea  out  the  uncertain  condition  in 
which  the  law  stood — namely,  that  al- 
though there  was  no  direct  law  to  entitle 
a  man  to  give  evidence  as  to  other 
actions  brought  against  newspapers,  yet 
he  was  indirectly  enabled  to  obtain  that 
evidence,  because  if  the  plaintiff  had 
given  his  evidence  he  might  be  cross- 


examined  as  to  whether  he  had  brought 
actions  before,  although  Coimsel  or  the 
Judge  would  be  justified  in  telling  the 
jury  that  they  ought  not  to  take  that 
fact  into  consideration  in  assessing 
damages.  He  thought  that  was  a  most 
unsatisfactory  and  unfair  state  of  the 
law.  Honourable  men  would  not  bring 
a  multiplicity  of  actions ;  but  it  would 
open  the  door  to  men  of  another  stamp, 
who  would  seek  to  make  money  out  of 
an  accidental  publication  or  an  in- 
discretion that  might  have  been  com- 
mitted. It  was  said  that  a  newspaper 
proprietor  should  be  punished  for  em- 
ploying an  incompetent  or  negligent 
servant.  Well,  he  thought  that  what  all 
employers  did  was  to  try  to  get  the  best 
men  to  serve  them  that  they  could,  and 
if  they  failed  to  do  so  in  some  cases,  it 
was  their  misfortune  and  not  their  fault, 
and  they  ought  to  be  visited  with  punish- 
ment in  consequence.  He  would  be  the 
last  person  to  seek  to  exempt  news- 
papers from  responsibility  in  regard  to 
what  they  published ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  was  not  prepared  to  become  a 
party  to  doing  anything  which  would 
facilitate  the  levying  of  blackmail, 
or  subjecting  them  to  being  victim- 
ized by  any  person  of  questionable 
antecedents  who  might  choose  to  take 
advantage  of  an  accidental  slip  on  the 
part  of  a  newspaper  proprietor.  He 
thought  the  clause  was  a  very  fair 
one. 

Ma.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
said,  the  Committee  must  bear  in  mind 
that  this  clause  was  only  to  put  an  end 
to  a  barbarous  technical  rule  which  no 
one  would  ever  think  of  incorporating 
in  the  law  in  the  present  day  if  these 
rules  were  now  being  considered  for  the 
first  time.  The  rule  was  that  evidence 
was  not  admissible  that  a  man  had 
already  cleared  his  character  elsewhere, 
and  had  obtained  damages  against  some 
other  newspaper.  Though  a  man  might 
have  been  already  in  the  box  and  sub- 
mitted to  cross-examination,  and  though 
the  facts  of  the  case  might  have  been 
proved  by  other  evidence,  all  declara- 
tions to  that  effect  were  technically-  in- 
admissible according  to  this  barbarous 
rule.  A  man  was  not  allowed  to  show 
that  the  plaintiff  had  brought  other 
actions  and  had  obtained  certain  da- 
mages. He  asked  the  Committee  to  put 
an  end  to  that  technical  and  barbarous 
rule. 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  169; 
Noes  38  :  Majority  121.--(Div.  list,  No. 
147.) 

Clause  7  (Defendant  may  in  certain 
cases  obtain  security  for  costs). 

Sib  ALGERNON  BORTHWICK 
(Kensington,  S.)  said,  he  begged  to 
move  that  this  clause  be  omitted.  The 
reason  for  his  Motion  was  this — that 
although  the  clause  was  an  excellent  one 
in  itself  and  of  great  value,  nevertheless 
he  admitted  that  it  would  be  exceptional, 
and,  therefore,  perhaps  unfair.  He 
wished  to  see  the  clause  in  some  way  or 
other  become  the  law  of  the  land ;  but 
he  quite  admitted  that  it  would  be  in- 
vidious to  give  to  the  Press  a  privilege 
which  was  not  possessed  by  railway  and 
other  companies  in  actions  for  damages, 
and  for  that  reason  he  begged  leave  to 
withdraw  the  section. 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
EicHARD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  had,  uninten- 
tionally no  doubt,  just  now  attempted 
to  put  him  (the  Attorney  General)  into 
an  altogether  false  position.  In  the  first 
speech  he  (Sir  Ricnard  Webster)  had 
made  in  Committee  on  this  Bill,  he  had 
stated  that  he  simply  spoke  on  the  mea- 
sure for  himself,  and  not  on  behalf  of 
the  Government.  He  had  stated  that 
distinctly,  and  ho  had  further  stated 
that  ho  had  been  asked  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to 
point  out  what  he  considered  were  the 
objections  to  be  taken  to  it,  and  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  adopted  Amendments 
that  would  meet  those  objections  so  far 
as  he  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  was  per- 
sonally concerned.  That  was  the  state 
of  the  case—  there  was  no  pledge  of  any 
kind.  The  hon.  Baronet  had,  on  the 
occasion  to  which  he  referred,  adopted 
the  course  he  had  taken  that  day — 
namely,  that  although  he  had  moved  an 
Amendment,  it  had  only  been  in  order 
to  get  the  expression  of  the  Committee 
upon  it,  he  himself  voting  against  it. 
As  to  the  clause,  might  he  (Sir  Richard 
Webster)  point  out  two  or  three  reasons 
why  it  seemed  to  him  impossible  to 
accept  it?  It  was  not  suggested  that 
newspaper  editors  and  proprietors  did 
not  carry  on  their  business  on  com- 
mercial principles,  and  some  of  them 
very  suocessfuUy.      This  clause  would 


give  them  immunity  against  plaintiffs 
not  able  to  pay  costs ;  but  it  most  be 
obvious  to  everyone  that  newspaper 
proprietors  and  editors  were  not  the 
only  persons  against  whom  these  actions 
were  brought.  Actions  were  frequently 
brought  against  employers  for  negli- 
gence, for  which,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
they  had  no  moral,  and  very  little  legal 
responsibility,  and  then  they  had  to  fight 
the  cases  with  no  chance  of  getting  a 
fraction  of  their  own  costs.  There  were 
a  great  many  cases,  no  doubt,  which, 
should  not  be  taken  up  against  news- 
paper proprietors ;  but,  on  principle,  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  give  a  special  privi- 
lege to  that  class  of  defendants,  although 
it  might  be  true  that,  as  a  rule,  they 
conducted  their  newspapers  very  care- 
fully and  well.  Then,  again,  it  would 
be  'unfair  to  prevent  a  plaintiff,  who 
might  be  a  poor  man,  from  bringing  an 
action.  The  character  of  such  a  man 
miRht  be  seriously  impugned  by  a  libel, 
and  yet,  if  he  brought  an  action  in  order 
to  obtain  satisfaction  and  rehabilitate 
himself  in  the  opinion  of  his  neighbours, 
the  newspaper  proprietor  might  be  able 
to  stop  him  by  showing  that  he  was  not 
able  to  pay  the  costs.  Newspapers,  it 
might  be,  ran  extra  risk ;  but  he  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  looked  upon  the 
clause  as  wrong  in  principle,  and,  there- 
fore, should  oppose  it. 

Mr.  JENNINGS  (Stockport)  said, 
that  he,  no  doubt  like  others  whose 
names  were  on  the  back  of  the  Bill, 
heard,  with  great  regret,  that  this 
clause  was  to  be  withdrawn  by  the  chief 
promoter.  He  must  say  that  the  treat- 
ment received  by  those  who  had  put 
their  names  on  the  back  of  the  Bill, 
from  the  persons  who  had  induced  them 
to  take  that  position,  was  very  extra- 
ordinary. They  had  heard  a  great  deal 
about  the  clause  being  withdrawn  by 
the  chief  promoter  after  consultation 
with  the  other  promoters ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Jennings),  as  one  whose  name  was  on 
the  back  of  the  Bill,  must  declare  that 
no  consultation  had  ever  taken  place 
with  him.  He  confessed  that  it  was 
with  the  utmost  dismay  that  he  had  heard 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  had  determined 
upon  killing  his  own  child;  and  now,  not 
content  with  that,  the  hon.  Baronet  at- 
tempted to  throw  the  blame  upon  his 
fellow  promoters,  who  were  entirely  inno- 
cent of  the  crime.  He  (Mr.  Jennings) 
looked  upon  this  clause  as  a  very  material 


25 


Zihl  Law 


{June  13,  1888} 


Afnmimmt  Bill. 


2Q 


part  of  the  Bill,  and  there  was  bat  one  ob- 
jection to  the  working  of  it.  That 
objection  was  that  a  really  poor  and 
honest  plaintiff  in  a  suit  might  be  de- 
barred from  bringing  an  action  by  its 
being  shown  that  he  could  not  pay  the 
oosts,  or  might  be  subjected  to  hardship 
of  some  sort.  He  thought  every  effort 
should  be  made  to  meet  such  cases, 
and  that  nothing  should  be  allowed 
to  prevent  a  person  with  a  real  cause 
of  complaint  from  bringing  an  action 
against  a  newspaper  proprietor,  in  order 
to  defend  his  character.  It  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Jennings)  that  an  Amend- 
ment in  some  such  form  as  this,  "un- 
less just  cause  to  the  contrary  be  shown,'' 
should  be  inserted.  He  thought  those 
words  would  be  sufficient ;  but  if  they 
were  not  enough,  and  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gbntleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral desired  to  do  a  service  to  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  he  would  introduce 
words  in  order  to  make  the  clause  as 
strong  as  possible,  so  as  to  enable  a 
poor  and  honest  man  to  briug  an  action 
against  a  newspaper  which  had  libelled 
him,  without  being  obliged  to  show,  in 
the  first  instance,  that  he  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  pay  the  costs.  What  this  clause 
sought  to  do  was  to  prevent  adventurers 
and  blackmailers  who  brought  actions 
for  libel  against  newspapers  under  frivo- 
lous pretexts  being  allowed  to  go  on  un- 
less they  could  show  that,  in  the  event 
of  the  verdict  going  against  them,  they 
could  pay  the  costs.  This  would  operate 
very  materially  ag^nst  what  had  be- 
come practically  a  systematic  business 
on  the  part  of  many  dishonest  persons 
who  brought  actions  against  newspapers, 
and  then  got  them  settled  quietly  by 
the  payment  of  a  certain  amount  of 
money  and  costs.  They  had  been  told 
more  than  once  that  most  newspaper 
writers  were  libellers,  and  deliberately 
traduced  people's  characters.  Well, 
that  was  not  true.  It  was  quite  as  un- 
fair to  say  so  as  it  would  be  to  say  that 
all  lawyers  lived  upon  these  spurious 
actions  for  libel.  There  were,  however, 
many  lawyers  who  did  live  upon  them — 
there  were  many  lawyers  in  this  City 
who  would  prefer  to  bring  an  action 
for  libel  to  going  on  with  any  other  class 
of  business,  as  they  knew  that,  in  the 
event  of  their  being  successful,  they 
would  be  able  to  ^t  their  costs  from  the 
newspaper  proprietors,  and  that,  in  all 
probabui^,  the  paper  before  the  case 


had  proceeded  very  far  would  say — 
''  Take  £50  or  £60,  and  let  the  matter 
drop."  Over  and  over  again  it  had 
happened  that  respectable  newspapers 
had,  for  hand  fid$  purposes,  published 
news  which  reflected  upon  the  characters 
of  individuals,  and  had  actions  brought 
against  them  by  plaintiffs  who  simply 
wanted  to  make  a  profit  out  of  the  mat« 
ter,  and  were  not  in  a  position  to  pay 
their  costs  if  unsuccessful.  A  shameful 
case  of  this  kind  occurred,  in  which  The 
Daily  Telegraphy  through  publishing  a 
notice  concerning  a  certain  criminal, 
had  to  pay  a  large  amount  of  costs, 
he  believed  some  £700.  This  sort  of 
thing  frequently  happened  to  news- 
papers, who  said  nothing  at  all  about  it ; 
the  facts,  therefore,  never  came  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  public,  and  these 
actions  were  absolutely  ruinous  to  a 
class  of  small  newspapers — Provincial 
papers,  which  did  great  service  to  the 
public,  and  service  of  which  certain 
lawyers  were  very  glad  to  avail 
themselves,  especially  when  they  were 
fighting  contested  elections.  They  did 
not  find  these  gentlemen  running  down 
such  newspapers  then.  These  papers 
were  frequently  threatened  with  actions 
for  libel,  and  in  order  to  settle  them  and 
save  the  expense  they  were  very  often 
induced  to  pay  a  sum  of  money  and  the 
lawyers' costs — the  lawyers'  costs,  he  need 
not  say,  being  frec[uently  the  largest  part 
of  the  bill.  It  was  to  put  an  end  to  such 
a  state  of  things  as  that  that  this  clause 
had  been  drawn  up.  He  could  not,  how- 
ever, express  too  strongly  his  hope  that 
the  clause  might  be  placed  in  such  a 
shape  that  a  poor  n^an  who  had  suffered 
libel  at  the  hands  of  a  newspaper  should 
be  able  to  obtain  protection,  even  if  he 
was  not  able  to  give  security  for  the 
payment  of  costs.  He  hoped  that  the 
clause  would  be  carried,  and  that  a  stop 
would  be  put  to  the  career  of  disrepu- 
table adventurers  who  went  about  plun- 
dering newspapers  by  the  aid  of  more 
or  less  disreputable  lawyers. 

Mr.  OSBOENE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire,  E.)  said,  that  this  subject  might 
be  dealt  with  in  a  separate  Bill ;  and  if 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Algernon  Borth- 
wick)  would  bring  in  a  measure  dealing 
generally  with  the  law,  and  requiring 
that,  under  certain  circumstances,  plain- 
tiffs who  might  be  men  of  straw  should 
give  security  for  costs,  he  should  be 
happy  to  support  such  a  proposal*    He 
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oould  speak  from  his  own  professional 
experience  in  regard  to  that  matter.  It 
was  impossible  to  exaggerate  the  amount 
of  blackmailing  which  went  on  against 
newspaper  proprietors.  There  were  hun- 
dreds of  actions  brought  in  which  the 
plaintiffs  were  men  of  straw,  and  in 
which  there  was  not  the  faintest  chance 
of  their  paying  the  costs ;  in  fact,  they 
never  meant  to  pay  them,  however  the 
oases  went,  and,  in  fact,  never  did  pay 
them  when  they  lost.  In  those  cases 
the  costs  of  the  defendants  were  very 
much  more  severe  than  would  have 
been  any  amount  of  damages  the  jury 
would  have  been  likely  to  inflict  had 
the  cases  gone  against  the  newspapers. 
But  newspaper  proprietors  were  not 
the  only  victims  in  cases  of  this  kind. 
Employers  of  labour,  railway  com- 
panies and  masters  also  suffered.  Very 
frequently  an  employer  of  labour  was 
only  too  happy  to  buy  off  an  employS 
who  threatened  him  with  an  action. 
He  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  thought  it 
would  not  be  advisable  to  pass  a 
special  law  which  did  not  apply  to 
defendants  generally,  but  only  to  news- 
paper proprietors;  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Baronet  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  had  exercised  a  wise  discretion 
in  determining  to  withdraw  the  clause. 
Mb.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  said,  the  Committee  seemed 
to  be  discussing  this  question  under  a 
misapprehension,  hon.  Gentlemen  speak- 
ing as  though  the  law  laid  down  in  the 
clause  applied  only  to  newspapers.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  it  applied  to  everybody ; 
and  though  he  desired  to  support  the 
objects  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  so 
far  as  those  objects  could  be  gathered, 
still  it  was  quite  clear  from  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  Jennings) — one  of  the  ablest  of 
the  supporters  of  the  Bill,  who  threw 
himself  vigorously  into  the  debate, 
flushed  with  his  victory  of  the  previous 
day — that  the  clause  was  so  framed  that 
even  he  himself  would  be  utterly  unable 
to  vote  for  it  in  its  present  form.  The 
hon.  Member  told  them  that  the  clause, 
as  it  stood,  would  prevent  a  poor  man 
who  had  been  genuinely  libelled  from 
bringing  an  action .  [  *  *  No,  no ! "  ]  Well , 
he  (Mr.  Cooke)  had  understood  the  hon. 
Member  in  that  sense.  Not  only  had 
the  hon.  Member  said  that,  but  he  had 
urged  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  to  put  in  words  in 
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order  to  prevent  a  poor  man,  who  oould 
not  show  his  ability  to  pay  costs,  from 
being  precluded  from  bringing  an  action 
against  a  newspaper  which  had  libelled 
him. 

Mr.  JENNINGS  said,  that  what  he 
had  intended  to  convey  was  that  he 
thought  the  words  now  in  the  clause 
would  accomplish  this  object,  and  that, 
if  they  did  not,  he  trusted  that  somo 
stronger  words  would  be  inserted. 

Mb.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  said,  that 
those  words  certainly  did  not  carry  out 
that  object.  If  the  hon.  Member  had 
thought  that  the  words  in  the  clause 
would  accomplish  the  object  in  question, 
why  was  he  so  earnest  in  entreating  the 
Attorney  General  to  put  in  words  to 
effect  it?  One  main  reason  why,  although 
he  desired  to  support  the  Bill  in  tho 
main,  he  could  not  support  this  clause 
was  that  the  objects  of  the  clause  were 
practically  carried  out  by  the  law  as  it 
stood.  Under  Section  10  of  the  County 
Courts  Act,  1867,  it  was  insisted  that  it 
should  be  lawful  for  any  person  against 
whom  an  action — and  the  section  named 
the  actions,  amongst  them  being  libel 
and  slander — should  be  brought  to  make 
an  affidavit  that  the  plaintiff  had  no 
visible  means  of  paying  the  costs  of  the 
defendant,  should  a  verdict  not  be  found 
for  the  plaintiff;  and  thereupon  the 
Judge  should  have  power  to  make  an 
order  that  the  plamtiff  should  give 
full  security  for  costs,  or  that  the 
action  should  be  remitted  to  the  County 
Court,  where  the  costs  would  be  very 
much  less.  The  difficulty,  therefore, 
was  met,  to  a  large  extent,  by  the 
existing  law ;  and  for  that  reason,  and 
because  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  them- 
selves admitted  that  the  clause,  as 
drawn,  did  not  provide  against  a  great 
danger,  he  (Mr.  Cooke)  found  himself 
unable  to  vote  for  it. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
said,  the  clause  was  another  of  those 
directed  against  disreputable  plaintiffs 
whose  cases  were  conducted  by  equally 
disreputable  attorneys.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennings)  that  it  was  most  desirable,  if 
legal  ingenuity  could  do  it,  to  guard 
against  the  possibility  of  the  clause 
being  used  against  a  genuine  but  poor 
litigant.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  had  already 
assisted  the  promoters  by  suggesting 
several   Aniendments  ]    f^n4   he   (Mr, 
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Lawaon)  would,  therefere,  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  if  he  could  not, 
on  the  point  thej  were  dealing  with, 
suggest  an  Amendment  whioh  would 
render  the  clause  harmless  in  the  parti- 
cular case  to  which  attention  had  been 
called? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiohasdWsbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
he  had  considered  that  point,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  no  Amendment  of 
the  kind  ought  properly  to  be  proposed, 
as  the  principle  of  the  clause  was  bad 
altogether.  He  objected  to  the  pro- 
yision  altogether,  and  thought  it  should 
be  struck  out.  In  the  case  of  a  man 
who  had  been  adjudicated  a  bankrupt, 
obviously  the  Judge  could  not  expect 
him  to  find  security  for  the  payment  of 
costs ;  and,  under  such  circumstances,  a 
news^per  would  be  able  to  libel  a  man 
with  impunity.  The  whole  scope  of  the 
clause  was  to  prevent  persons  from 
bringing  actions   who  were  not  in  a 

r'tion  to  pay  costs,   and  that  would 
obviously  unfair  to   many  injured 
persons  who  happened  to  be  poor. 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  why  not,  after 
the  words  "  adjudicated  bankrupt,''  in- 
sert words  to  limit  the  application  of  the 
clause  to  such  individuals  ?  That  would 
be  a  satisfactory  modification.  He 
wished  to  remind  the  Committee  that  in 
dealing  with  this  matter  they  should  re- 
collect the  way  they  treated  Clause  4. 
They  omitted  all  those  words  in  Clause  4 
which  related  to  the  publication  of 
notices  issued  for  the  information  of  the 

Sublic  by  order  of  any  Government 
office  or  Department.  Well,  if  the 
Committee  would  permit  him,  he  would 
like  to  refer  to  one  specific  case  which 
had  already  been  mentioned  to  show 
how  a  newspaper  could  be  prosecuted 
by  a  bog^B  litigant  if  those  words  were 
left  out  which  the  Attorney  General 
himself  had  proposed,  or  assented  to,  or 
recommended.  In  the  case  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennings)  an  official  letter  came  to  a 
London  newspaper  from  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  of  Police,  asking  that 
newspaper  to  insert  a  particular  para- 
graph warning  the  pubhc  that  a  great 
&aud  was  being  carried  out  by  an  ex- 
convict  named  Murray,  assisted  by 
another  well-known  ex-convict  named 
Benson.  This  was  a  fraud  not  only 
being  contemplated,  but  on  the  point  of 
beings  carried  oat  to  the  ^at  injury  of 


the  public.  Well,  the  paragraph  re- 
ceived from  the  Assistant  Commissioner 
of  Police  was  inserted  in  this  newspaper, 
and  next  morning  a  letter  of  thanks  was 
received  from  him  for  the  publication 
of  the  paragraph,  and  giving  additional 
particulars,  which  he  asked  might  also 
appear.  These  additional  particulars 
were  also  published,  and  the  fraud  was 
stopped.  In  consequence  of  the  publi- 
cation of  this  information,  society  was 
prevented  from  being  victimised  by  the 
swindlers  in  question,  and  the  news- 
paper received  the  thanks  of  the  Assis- 
tant Commissioner  of  Police  for  what  it 
had  done.  Well,  in  consequence  of  that 
official  paragraph  appearing  in  the  news- 
paper, the  man  Murray  brought  an 
action  against  the  paper,  which  was  put 
to  the  expense  of  some  £700,  principally 
in  making  inquiries  in  Geneva  and  else- 
where into  the  matter,  and  received  very 
little  assistance  from  the  Police.  He 
need  not  say  that  the  action  had  failed 
when  brought  into  Court ;  but  still,  tho 
newspaper  was  put  to  this  great  ex- 
pense, and  all  because  it  trusted  to  tho 
accuracy  of  a  communication  received 
from  an  official  department.  The  facts 
contained  in  the  paragraph  which  formed 
the  subject  matter  of  the  libel  were  true, 
as  it  turned  out,  but  as  there  was  no 
possibility  of  recovering  costs  from  the 
plaintifiP,  who  was  a  man  of  straw  and  a 
bankrupt,  it  was  very  little  use  to  the 
newspaper  to  prove  that  it  was  in  the 
right.  What  he  wished  to  say  was  this 
— ^that  a  newspaper  might  be  anxious 
to  assist  the  Government  in  matters  of 
this  kind  as  much  as  possible,  but  was 
frequently  precluded  from  taking  the 
action,  as  in  the  case  to  which  he  had 
referred,  on  account  of  the  risks  thereby 
incurred.  Supposing  this  clause  were 
not  pressed,  would  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  give 
them  any  reason  to  hope  that  Clause  4, 
which  was  omitted  in  Committee  on  a 
former  occasion,  would  be  put  back  on 
the  Report  stage  so  safeguarded  that 
the  dangers  which  were  foreseen  would 
be  effectually  prevented  ? 

Sir  EICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  for  once  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  St. 
Pancras  (Mr.  Lawson)  had  lost  the 
real  point  of  the  reason  why  Clause  4 
was  struck  out.  The  case  the  hon. 
Member  had  cited  was  hardly  in  point, 
but  he  must  say  at  once  that  if  the  hon. 
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Odiituiiuui  cofud  8ii(^^Q0t  on  Bopoft  uiy 
cUiiue  which  would  meet  suck  eases  as 
that  to  which  he  had  referred,  he  (Sir 
Bichard  Webster^  would  gladly  eonsiider 
ity  though  he  could  not  grre  any  pledge 
on  the  matter.  The  words  referred  to 
had  been  struck  out  because  it  was  not 
thought  desirable  to  make  a  newspaper 
priTueged  in  the  case  of  infcxrmatiasL 
reeeiyfil  from  eren  a  Goremment  office, 
but  the  point  now  under  discussion  was 
different.  If  a  police  oflBcial  sent  to  a 
respectable  newspaper  certain  infor- 
mation with  the  request  that  it  should 
be  published,  the  newspaper  proprietor 
publishing  such  information  with  his 
eyes  open  would  hare  no  right  to  shelter 
himself  under  the  authority  of  that  public 
department.  Whaterer  he  puldished 
he  would  publish  at  his  own  risk.  What 
he  (Sir  Bichard  Webster)  wanted  to 
point  out  was,  that  because  in  a  parti- 
cular case  a  newspaper  might  think  it 
worth  while  to  act  upon  instructions 
receired  in  a  perfectly  hind  fids  way  from 
a  public  department,  it  was  no  reason 
why  that  newspaper  should  enjoy  im- 
munity from  an  action  for  libel.  As 
be  had  said,  howerer,  the  point  under 
discussion  was  a  different  one  and  was 
not  touched  by  that  other  consideration. 
The  point  was  whether  all  individuals, 
it  might  be  the  seirants  of  an  employer, 
were  not  to  be  entitled  to  obtain  redress 
for  injury  inflicted  upon  them  in  the  way 
of  libel  or  slander  unless  they  could  give 
security  for  costs.  In  many  instances 
men  who  were  unjustly  libelled  may 
haye  lost  the  whole  of  their  money 
directly  in  consequence  of  that  libel,  or 
through  the  necessity  of  clearing  their 
character,  and  then  their  only  chance  of 
reinstating  themselves  might  be  by 
bringing  an  action  for  libel,  and  if  this 
clause  were  adhered  to  such  a  course 
might  be  rendered  impossible. 

Mb.  KELLT  (Camberwell,  N.)  said, 
he  desired  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
clause  under  discussion,  as  he  considered 
it  impossible  that  it  could  be  allowed  to 
stand.  This  question  of  security  for 
costs  was  a  very  serious  one  indeed. 
The  evil  with  which  the  clause  sought 
to  deal,  was  one  that  rich  people  must 
be  content  to  put  up  with,  because  it 
could  not  be  remedied  without  serious 
damage  to^  the  poor.  There  were  cases, 
however,  in  wnioh  some  such  law  as 
this,  he  thought,  ought  to  be  adopted, 
and  he  would  suggest  that  ^  cfause 
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should  be  drawn  up  to  deal  widi  the 
worst  of  all  cases — namely,  that  in 
which  a  kog  aeriea  of  actiais  was 
brought  in  reapect  of  the  mmB  lib^  and 
which  would  provide  tiiat  where  a^ioiis 
were  brought  against  several  news- 
papers in  respect  of  the  same  libel,  the 
proeeedings  in  the  seoond  and  anbae- 
quet  aetiona  should  be  stayed  until  the 
first  had  been  tried  or  aeeuiity  for  costs 
for  the  others  was  given.  They  might 
allow  a  man  to  faring  one  action,  but 
if  he  failed  in  that,  the  others  should  be 
dismissed.  He  would  thus  be  pre- 
vented from  putting  a  whole  aeriea  of 
newspapers  to  the  expense  of  defending 
actions  without  giving  security  for  the 
payment  of  their  costs  if  unsnceesaful. 
That  would  be  some  protection  in 
regard  to  the  worst  cases  with  whieh 
the  newspaper  proprietors  would  have 
to  deaL  While  he  was  anxious  to  see 
protection  given  to  the  newspaper  pro- 
prietors he  would  ask  that  body  to  con- 
sider whether  there  were  not  other 
large  sections  of  the  community  who 
suffered  a  great  deal  more  than  they 
did  from  bemg  unable  to  obtain  security 
for  costs.  He  did  not  wish  to  go  into 
the  matter  very  fully,  but  merely  desired 
to  point  out  that  if  protection  was 
given  it  shoul  not  be  given  to  libellers 
only. 

Sm  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbury)  said, 
that  the  objectionable  part  of  the  clause 
consisted  of  the  words  "  that  the  plain- 
tiff has  been  adjudicated  a  bankrupt  or." 
Why  should  a  man  be  libelled  with  im- 
punity because  he  had  been  adjudicated 
a  bankrupt  ?  He  thought  that  if  those 
words  were  omitted  there  would  be 
ample  protection  for  the  poor  man.  The 
words  which  would  govern  the  section 
would  then  be,  "  has  no  visible  means  of 
paying  the  costs  of  the  defendant  should 
a  verdict  not  be  found  for  the  plaintiff," 
and  the  Judge  under  those  words  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  listening  to  any 
circumstances  which  would  justify  the 
action  pritnd  facie.  In  that  way  a  poor 
man  would  not  be  injured  or  deprived  of 
his  right  to  redress.  If  they  went  to  a 
Division  on  the  question  to  omit  the 
words,  ''that  the  plaintiff  has  been 
adjudicated  a  bankrupt  or,"  he  (Sir 
John  Simon)  should  support  the  pro- 
posal.  The  matter,  however,  seemed  to 
him  to  require  grave  consideration,  and 
it  would,  perhaps,  be  as  well  for  the 
hon.  Saronet  in  charge  of  ti^e  ^ill  tp 
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witlidraw  the  clause  in  order  to  bring  up 
a  new  one  on  a  later  occasion. 

M&.  ISAA080N  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney)  said,  he  thought  the  clause 
should  be  remodelled.  It  could  not 
stand  in  its  present  form,  because  it 
would  prevent  a  poor  man  from  bring- 
ing an  action  against  a  wealthy  news- 
paper. In  certain  localities  at  election 
time  there  was  often  a  race  between  the 
Gonservatiye  and  Radical  papers  as  to 
who  should  be  the  first  to  libel  people 
taking  a  prominent  part  in  politics.  He 
knew  perfectly  well,  in  the  neighbour- 
hood that  he  was  acquainted  with,  that 
there  were  many  persons  rendered 
miserable  and  unhappy  by  the  libellous 
statements  made  in  certain  newspapers  ; 
but  their  circumstances  were  so  poor 
that  they  were  unable  to  bring  actions 
against  those  newspapers.  He  thought 
that  every  facility  should  be  given  in 
this  new  Libel  Law  Amendment  Bill  to 
poor  men  to  resist  the  libellous  attacks 
of  newspapers.  It  was  a  well-known 
fact  that  there  were  wholesale  libellers  as 
well  as  blackmailers — that  there  was  a 
certain  class  of  papers  that  actually 
lived  upon  libelling  unoffending  persons. 
They  sought  for  libels,  and  even  courted 
actions  for  libel.  He  was  acquainted 
with  a  newspaper,  which  boasted  of  a 
very  large  circulation,  which  made  this 
statement  to  a  solicitor— '*  We  should 
be  Tery  glad  indeed  if  you  would  bring 
an  action  for  libel  against  us,  as  that  is 
the  Tery  best  advertisement  we  could 
have."  He  should  certainly  not  support 
the  clause  unless  it  were  remodelled, 
and,  if  it  were  remodelled,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  in  favour  of  the  poor  man. 

Sib  albert  ROLLIT  (IsUnffton, 
S.)  said,  hb  name  was  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  gave  it  a  hearty 
support;  but  he  must  say  that  there 
was  some  ground  for  seeking  to  be 
especially  prudent  as  to  this  clause. 
In  remedying  an  evil  which  affected 
newspaper  proprietors  at  large,  and 
which  also  touched  a  large  number  of 
other  persons,  they  must  be  careful  not 
to  create  an  exceptional  privilege  which 
would  tell  against  the  ultimate  success 
of  the  Bill  when  it  came  before  the 
House  for  third  reading,  or  in  '^  another 
place."  He  did  not  think  the  clause 
under  discussion  should  pass  in  its  pre- 
sent form,  and  the  question  was,  Could 
it  be  modified  ?  He  felt  great  diffidence 
in  following  the  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
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tleman  the  Attorney  General,  who  had 
pointed  out  the  g^eat  difficulty  existing 
in  the  matter ;  but  he  (Sir  Albert  Rollit) 
thought  that  words  might  be  inserted 
which  would  place  the  law  under  this 
Bill  in  analogy  with  the  existing  law, 
and  give  it  that  generality  which  it  did 
not  in  the  clause  seem  to  possess.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  clause  should  be 
amended,  so  as  to  enable  the  Judge  to 
allow  an  action  to  proceed,  whether 
or  not  the  plaintiff  could  show  that  he 
bad  means  to  pay  the  costs  of  the  de- 
fendant, if  he  (the  Judge)  should  be  of 
opinion  that  there  was  a  good  cause  of 
action  on  the  merits.  In  this  way,  the 
Judge  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering — first,  whether  the  plaintiff 
had  the  means  of  paying  the  defendant's 
costs ;  and,  secondly,  whether  there  was 
a  good  cause  of  action  on  the  merits. 
If  the  Judge  thought  that  there  was  not 
a  good  cause  of  action  on  the  merits,  in 
pursuance  of  the  principle  recognized 
in  the  existing  law,  he  might  say — **If 
you  wish  to  bring  this  action,  you  must 
give  security  that  you  are  in  a  position 
to  pay  the  costs  if  the  verdict  is  against 
you."  He  (Sir  Albert  Rollit)  thought 
that  if  these  words  were  adopted  they 
would,  in  a  large  number  of  cases,  re- 
move the  objections  which  had  been 
stated  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  really  thought  the  House  had 
a  right  to  complain  of  the  system 
adopted  in  taking  the  Committee  stage 
of  this  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Kensington  (Sir  Algernon  Berth- 
wick)  brought  in  the  Bill  with  this 
clause  in  it,  and  a  very  important  clause 
it  was.  The  Bill  was  at  first  blocked  ; 
the  blocks  were  afterwards  taken  off  by 
those  who  had  looked  into  the  measure, 
and  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
they  could  allow  it  to  be  proceeded  with. 
Well,  he  always  thought  the  House  had 
a  right,  when  it  was  intended  by  the 
promoters  of  a  Bill  to  make  such  an  im- 
portant alteration  in  it  as  to  strike  out 
one  of  its  principal  clauses,  to  be  noti- 
fied before  the  measure  passed  the 
second  reading;  otherwise,  the  Bill 
passed  under  false  pretences  —  if  he 
might  say  so — and  he  did  not  wish  to 
use  the  words  in  any  offensive  sense. 
They  had  heard  a  great  many  legal 
Gentlemen  speak  upon  this  matter,  and, 
as  was  usual,  they  knew  less  now  what 
the  law  was  than  if  those  hon.  Qentle- 
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men  had  held  their  tongues.  He  should 
like  to  know  exactly  what  the  law  was 
at  the  present  moment  with  regard  to 
plaintiffs  who  might  be  poor  persons  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  was  not  in  the  House, 
but  he  saw  another  eminent  lawyer  on 
the  Front  Bench  opposite — namel3^  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  probably  he  would  enlighten 
the  Committee  on  the  subject.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Camberwell  (Mr.  Kelly)  had 
pointed  out  that  in  an  action  for  tori 
before  a  Superior  Court  the  Judge 
might,  on  application,  remit  the  action 
to  the  County  Court,  or  insist  that  the 
plaintiff  should  give  security  for  costs. 
Was  that  the  law  at  present  ?  [  Cries  of 
"  Yes ! "]  Then  what  was  the  complaint 
against  the  clause  ?  The  clause  would 
only  give  practical  effect  in  the  case  of 
actions  for  libel  to  the  existing  law. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  said  that  this  was  an 
attack  upon  the  poor  man,  and  that  a  poor 
man  ought  not  to  be  libelled  with  impu- 
nity. ['*  No,  no  !  "]  Yes ;  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman behind  him  said  so,  and  he  should 
go  with  his  hon.  Friend  if  he  thought 
with  him,  but  he  ( Mr.  Labouchere)  denied 
that  the  clause  would  press  with  undue 
severity  upon  the  poor  man.  [*'  Eead 
the  clause  f "]  An  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
'^  Bead  the  clause.''  He  would  suggest 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  he  should  read 
it  himself,  because  he  evidently  had  not 
done  so,  or,  at  all  events,  had  not  under- 
stood it,  as  he  seemed  to  think  that  this 
clause  was  an  attack  upon  the  poor  man. 
What  did  it  say  ?  Why,  that  the  Judge, 
when  a  defendant  first  put  in  an  affidavit 
that  the  plaintiff  had  no  visible  means 
of  paying  the  costs  of  the  defendant 
should  a  verdict  not  be  found  for  the 
plaintiff,  unless  just  cause  to  the  con- 
trary were  shown,  should  make  an  order 
that  the  plaintiff  should,  within  a  time 
specified,  give  full  security  for  the  defen- 
dant's costs  to  the  satisfaction  of  one  of 
the  Masters  of  the  Court.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  suggested  that  altera- 
tions should  be  made  in  the  clause  in 
order  to  safeguard  the  interests  of  the 
poor  man,  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  had  said  he  did  not 
see  how  it  could  be  done,  and  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  confessed  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  that,  because  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  would  be  as  easy  as  possible 
to  make  those  alterations.    In  the  first 


place,  they  might  leave  out  the  words 
'*  has  been  adjudicated  a  bankrupt,  or 
has  no  visible  means  of  paying  the  costs 
of  the  defendant,"  and  so  on,  &o.,  and 
they  might  then  introduce  in  line  7  the 
words  '^  shall  have  power  to  make  an 
order  "  that  the  plaintiff  should  within 
a  time  specified  give  full  security  for 
the  defendant's  costs.  The  effect  of  the 
clause  would  then  be  to  require  the 
Judge  to  look  into  the  matter,  and  decide 
himself  whether  there  was  a  fair  and 
legitimate  case  for  the  poor  man  to 
bring  an  action,  or  whether  it  was  a 
case  of  blackmail  and  there  was  really 
no  reason  for  bringing  an  action.  The 
assumption  might  be,  if  a  man  had  "  no 
visible  means  of  paying  the  costs  of  the 
defendant,"  that  the  action  was  a  specu- 
lative one  brought  by  a  solicitor,  be* 
cause  if  the  plaintiff  had  no  visible 
means  of  paying  the  defendant's  costs 
if  he  lost,  one  might  reasonably  suppose 
that  he  had  no  visible  means  of  paying 
his  own  solicitor  if  he  won,  unless  he 
got  something  from  the  defendant.  The 
Judge  would,  therefore,  as  the  practically 
responsible  person,  look  into  the  matter, 
and  if  he  thought  the  case  was  in  its 
nature  not  a  reasonable  one  he  would 
insist  upon  security  being  given  for 
costs,  but  in  no  case  would  he  do  it  when 
he  had  reason  to  think  that  it  would  tell 
unfairly  against  a  poor  man.  They  had 
had  instances  of  hardship  quoted  during 
this  discussion,  and  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned  he  need  not  go  beyond  his 
own  experience  for  such  instances.  He 
had  been  much  persecuted  in  this 
matter,  and  he  would  tell  the  House 
what  had  occurred  to  him.  He  only 
spoke  of  himself,  because  he  was  fami- 
liar with  the  details  of  the  case  in  ques- 
tion, but  ho  had  no  doubt  that  similar 
circumstances  had  occurred  to  other 
people.  There  was  the  case  of  a  man 
who  brought  an  action  against  an  indi- 
vidual who  had  inserted  something  in  a 
newspaper  which  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
was  connected  with.  This  plaintiff 
brought  an  action  and  lost  it,  and  costs 
were  given  against  him,  but  he  did  not 
pay  those  costs.  He  was  a  man  living 
in  an  hotel  in  London.  He  was  not 
domiciled  in  England,  and  they  would 
not  often  be  able  to  get  security  for 
payment  of  costs  from  a  man  who  was  not 
domiciled  in  England,  although  if  one 
could  show  that  he  was  living  at  an 
hotel  there  would  be  re^on  ^9  ^\vlk 
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that  the  oosts  would  be  paid — and  in 
this  matter  he  (Mr.  Labouohere)  might 
■ay  that  he  knew  as  much  as  the  lawyers, 
having  had  to  interest  himself  very 
largely  in  these  matters.  Well,  this 
man  brought  his  action  against  this  in- 
dividual and  lost  it,  and  was  ordered  to 
pay  the  defendant's  costs.  Well,  in 
reality,  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was  respon- 
sible for  the  alleged  libel,  and  he  had 
practically  put  himself  into  the  position 
of  the  individual  who  had  inserted  the 
information  in  the  paper.  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  had  to  pay  the  costs.  This 
person  brought  another  action  against 
iiim  (Mr.  Labouchere)  not  having  paid 
his  own  costs,  and  he  (Mr.  Labouohere) 
had  to  employ  eminent  lawyers — one 
was  obliged  to  have  eminent  lawyers, 
although  they  were  very  expensive 
luxuries — and  on  a  particular  day,  after 
a  number  of  interlocutory  motions  had 
been  made,  they  went  into  Court  to  de- 
fend him.  An  affidavit  was  then  put  in 
by  the  plaintiff  declaring  that  he  was 
ill  and  not  able  to  attend,  and  the  case 
was  put  o£F  for  some  weeks.  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  had  to  pay  the  expense 
caused  by  this  delay,  and  again  they 
went  into  Court.  The  plaintiff  on  that 
occasion  did  not  appear  at  all,  and  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  had  to  pay  his  own 
costs.  He  had  to  pay  the  costs  of  prac- 
tically three  actions,  owing  to  the  course 
pursued  by  this  plaintiff,  who  never  for 
a  moment  had  intended  to  have  the  case 
tried,  but  had  been  simply  actuated  by 
a  nasty,  disagreeable  disposition,  de- 
siring to  make  him  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
spend  money.  Well,  let  them  take  an- 
other instance.  There  was  a  Turk.  That 
Turk  was  a  swindler — he  might  say  so 
now,  because  a  jury  had  decided  that  a 
swindle  had  taken  place.  The  French 
police  had  given  him  a  statement  re- 
zening  to  tlus  Turk,  and  he  published 
it  in  order  to  warn  persons  against  him. 
The  man  immediately  brought  an  action, 
and  the  case  went  on  for  a  considerable 
time,  and  finally  it  was  decided  in  his 
(Mr.  Labouchere's)  favour.  His  costs 
in  that  action  amounted  to  £3,000 
or  £4,000— for  he  had  been  obliged  to 
send  to  France  and  other  places  for 
evidence— and  the  Turk  was  ordered  to 

Say  those  oosts.  But  what  did  the  Turk 
0?  He  went  back  to  Turkey  imme- 
diately. He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  could 
only  say  that  that  was  an  instance  of  the 
wa;rin  whi<^  newspapers  were  black- 


mailed. The  proprietors  of  newspapers 
were  the  persons  who  were  supposed  to 
attack  unoffending  persons,  but  this  was 
the  way  in  which  they  themselves  were 
attacked.  As  an  instance  of  the  way  in 
which  newspapers  were  blackmailed, 
he  could  say  that  at  this  moment  ho  was 
owed  at  least  £7,000  for  costs,  which  had 
been  awarded  to  him  by  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice, and  that  he  would  be  happy  to  sell 
his  entire  claim  to  any  hon.  Gentleman 
in  that  House  for  a  £50  note. 

Me.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
he  did  not  see  how  the  evil  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouohere)  mentioned  could  be 
entirely  remedied,  unless  they  said  in 
the  Bill  that  no  action  for  libel  could  be 
brought  against  any  newspaper  pro- 
prietor whatever.  He  (Mr.  Hunter) 
objected  to  this  clause  in  the  strongest 
manner  possible.  He  had  strongly  sup- 
ported the  other  clauses,  but  this  seemed 
to  him  to  be  an  unjust  provision,  be- 
cause it  would  deprive  90  out  of  every 
100  persons  of  any  sort  of  legal  redress. 
The  libel  might  be  as  notorious  as  pos- 
sible, as  palpable  as  possible  ;  but  under 
this  clause  a  poor  man  would  have  no 
means  of  getting  redress,  as  the  poor 
men  who  would  come  under  the  descrip- 
tion given  in  it  would  amount  to  90  per 
cent  of  the  population.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Islington  (Sir  Albert 
EoUit)  suggested  that  the  clause  should 
be  amended,  so  as  to  allow  poor  men  to 
sue  in  cases  where  there  was  an  ap- 
parent or  primd  facie  case.  Well,  he 
(Mr.  Hunter)  had  considered  that  very 
carefully  beforehand,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  carefully  con- 
sidered it,  and  he  could  not  find  any 
form  which  would  enable  him  to  carry 
out  that  object,  and  he  did  not  think 
anybody  would  be  able  to  propose  an 
Amendment  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  carrying  out  that  object.  What  pro- 
tection was  now  eiven  to  newspapers  by 
the  existing  law  r  It  was  in  the  Supe- 
rior Courts,  and  the  Superior  Courts 
alone,  that  these  enormous  costs  were 
run  up,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  had  alluded  to ;  but  in  any 
case  where  they  had  a  man  of  straw 
bringing  an  action  in  a  Superior  Court, 
they  could,  as  the  law  now  stood,  have 
that  case  submitted  to  a  County  Court. 
That  was  the  proper  way  to  deal  with 
such  cases.  It  did  not  deprive  a  poor 
man  of  justice,  or  of  any  means  of  de- 
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fence,  wbilo  it  protected  the  defendant 
against  excessive  and  enormous  costs; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  if  advantage 
had  been  taken  of  the  existing  law  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labouchere)  he 
would  have  been  able  to  show  that  the 
plaintiff  was  without  visible  means  of 
paying  his  costs.  Let  him  point  out 
what  was  the  real  difficulty  that  lay 
behind  this  case.  He  admitted  to  the 
fullest  extent  the  hardship  inflicted  upon 
wealthy  men  and  wealthy  newspapers 
by  spurious  actions  being  brought 
against  them,  but  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  newspaper  proprietors  were 
not  the  only  persons  liable  to  this  evil. 
It  was  one  of  the  disadvantages  of 
wealth.  If  they  were  going  to  say  to 
rich  men  that  they  were  not  going  to  be 
shot  at  by  poor  men,  that  would  be 
tantamount  to  saying  that  poor  men 
should  not  have  redress  from  rich  men. 
The  general  principle  upon  which  they 
should  act  was,  without  depriving  a 
poor  man  of  justice,  to  give  as  much 
protection  as  possible  to  rich  men  in 
cases  such  as  those  referred  to.  It 
would  be  perfectly  right  in  bogus  cases 
for  the  Court  to  stop  an  action,  but  how 
could  that  be  done  ?  It  could  only  be 
done  by  practically  bringing  the  action 
before  a  Master  or  a  Judge.  If  it  was 
to  be  understood  that  an  action  was  to 
take  place  '*  unless  just  cause  to  the 
contrary  were  shown" — which  words 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  understood  to  mean 
unless  a  man  had  visible  means  of  sup- 
port— that  would  necessitate  the  whole 
facts  of  the  case  being  gone  into  ;  but 
suppose  the  words  were  inserted,  ^'  un- 
less the  Judge  is  of  opinion  that  there 
is  a  cause  of  action  on  the  merits,"  that 
would  mean  that  the  case  was  going  to 
be  tried  before  the  Master  on  affidavits 
instead  of  before  a  jury  on  evidence, 
and  what  did  that  mean?  Why,  that 
a  defendant  was  to  be  allowed  to  heap 
insult  upon  injury.  It  would  enable  a 
defendant  probably  to  make  out  a  strong 
case  on  affidavits,  and  the  poor  man 
might  be  entirely  deprivea  of  his 
remedy.  He  should  be  ready  to  protect 
the  rich  man  by  giving  a  preliminary 
trial  before  the  Master;  but,  as  the 
clause  now  stood,  it  would  inflict  the 
grossest  injustice  upon  poor  men  to  give 
newspaper  proprietors  protection  to 
which  they  had  no  claim. 

Mr,  Sunter 


The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  said,  he  would 
point  out  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
spoken  already  this  remarkable  fact-* 
that  scarcely  a  single  individual  who 
had  risen  to  speak  in  favour  of  the 
clause  had  expressed  himself  in  favour 
of  it  as  it  stood,  but  everyone  who  had 
spoken  declared  that  something  ought 
to  be  done  to  put  everything  right.  One 
hon.  Member  had  suggested  that  un- 
certified bankrupts  should  be  taken  out 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  that  would  put 
everything  right.  Another  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  suggested  that  a  plaintiff  having 
no  visible  means  of  being  able  to  pay 
the  costs  should  be  struck  out,  and  that 
that  would  make  everything  right ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had 
suggested  that  to  insert  the  words  '*  the 
Judge  should  have  power  to  "  before  the 
words  "  make  an  order,"  would  set  the 
matter  right.  Many  recommendations 
had  in  this  way  been  made,  but  it  was 
a  remarkable  fact  that  no  one  who  had 
made  one  of  these  suggestions  had  had 
the  courage  to  write  down  what  he  sug- 
gested on  a  piece  of  paper  and  submit  it 
to  the  Chairman.  This  clause  was  un- 
doubtedly intended,  and  very  properly 
intended,  to  meet  a  particular  case,  but 
he  supposed  all  those  in  favour  of  the 
clause  would  ag^ee  that  it  was  desirable 
that  whatever  the  circumstances  were, 
where  a  libel  had  been  committed,  there 
should  be  the  means  of  taking  action 
against  the  proprietor  or  editor  of  the 
newspaper.  The  great  difficulty  of  deal- 
ing with  a  clause  of  this  kind  lay  in  the 
fact  that  they  could  not  draw  a  line.  No 
one  could  draw  a  line  in  his  own  mind,  nor 
could  they  draw  up  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  which  would  give  a  fair  and 
j  ust  line.  It  was  proposed  by  the  clause 
to  leave  it  to  the  Judge  to  require  a 
plaintiff  to  give  security  for  costs  unless 
just  cause  to  the  contrary  was  shown.  But 
what  was  '  *  just  cause ''  in  such  a  matter  ? 
Was  it  just  cause  that  a  man  was  poor  ? 
Surely,  everyone  would  at  once  repu- 
diate the  idea  that  a  man  was  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  getting  redress  for  a  griev- 
ous wrong — which  they  would  for  argu- 
ment's sake  assume  was  a  grievous  wrong 
— merely  because  he  was  a  poor  man. 
Everyone  would  repudiate  that  idea. 
Well,  was  it  strong  cause  that  the  defen- 
dant was  ^\)\^  to  assert  in  the  stron^st 
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words  to  the  Judge  that  there  -was  no 
ground  for  the  action  ?  Surely,  every- 
one would  admit  that  no  affidavit,  how- 
ever strong,  made  by  a  defendant  should 
have  the  Blightest  weight  attached  to  it 
in  such  a  case;  therefore  it  came  to  this 
•^that  a  Judge,  before  he  could  ascertain 
whether  there  was  just  cause  or  not, 
must  make  a  slip-shod,  but  still  a  pretty 
full  inquiry  into  the  merits  of  the  case, 
and  should  practically  decide  the  case 
before  there  was  an  opportunity  for  its 
being  tried  by  a  jury.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  told 
them  of  the  vast  cost  he  was  put  to 
in  the  case  of  the  Turk  to  whom  he 
referred — the  vast  cost  he  was  put  to 
in  making  inquiries  in  France  and 
elsewhere.  But  he  would  have  had  to 
make  those  inquiries  before  he  could 

rve  the  ground  why  the  Turk  should 
precluded  from  bringing  his  action 
against  him.  Supposing  that  the  Turk 
had  been  right  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  wrong — an  assumption 
which,  he  admitted,  was  very  difficult  to 
make,  but  he  thought  for  argument's 
sake  it  might  be  ventured  upon — as- 
suming that  this  Turk  suing  the  editor  of 
a  well-lniown  newspaper  was  right,  and 
thattheeditorof  a  well-known  newspaper 
was  wrong,  in  that  ease  the  poor  Turk 
would  have  had  to  incur  all  the  expense  of 
making  those  inquiries  in  France  for  the 
purpose  of  satisfying  the  Judge,  pre- 
uminary  to  the  hearing  of  the  action, 
that  he  had  just  cause  for  raising  his 
action.  The  result,  therefore,  would  be 
that  that  would  put  a  man  of  no  means 
under  the  absolute  necessity  of  going  to 
the  expense,  probably  by  the  aid  of  some 
friend,  of  getting  up  an  enormous  case 
preliminary  only  to  the  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  he  was  to  be  allowed  to 
sue?  He  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald) 
thought  that  in  many  cases  such  a  pro- 
vision of  law  as  this  would  lead  to  great 
injustice  and  oppression.  He  concurred 
in  what  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  had  said,  that 
while  it  was  hard  upon  rich  people  to  be 
mulcted  in  certain  sums  of  money  in  de- 
fending themselves  from  such  actions  as 
those  referred  to,  it  would  be  still  more 
hard  that  poor  men  should  be  precluded 
from  bringing  their  cases  before  a  Court 
m  order  to  obtain  redress  merely  because 
of  their  poverty.  Grave  injustice  would 
irSittlt  from  any  such  provision  of  law. 
He  himself  felt  very  much  astonished  to 


hear  that  the  law  in  this  country  had 
gone  so  far  as  hon.  Members  represented 
it  had  gone.  He  thought  it  had  gone  a 
very  great  length  indeed  when  a  suitor, 
however  strong  his  case  might  be,  and 
however  certain  he  might  feel  that  a 
jury  would  award  him  a  certain  sum, 
should  be  precluded  from  having  his  case 
decided  in  the  best  Court  to  hear  such  a 
case,  and  was  obliged  to  go  to  a  County 
Court.  ['*No,  no!"]  Yes;  bethought 
that  that  was  the  law  ;  he  had  been  so  in- 
formed. The  Judge  seemed  to  have  a 
discretion  in  the  matter  that  the  choice 
of  the  Court  was  not  left  to  the  plaintiff. 
However  good  the  case  he  might  have, 
if  it  was  shown  that  he  had  no  means  of 
paying  costs,  the  Judge  might  in  his  dis- 
cretion send  the  case — it  might  be  a  very 
important  one — to  a  very  inferior  Court. 
That  was  going  a  long  way  indeed  to- 
wards relieving  defendants  of  the  diffi- 
culties of  this  clause,  and  if  the  Com- 
mittee were  to  carry  it  any  further  they 
would  be  doing  an  act  of  gross  in- 
justice. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.)  said,  he  agreed  that 
they  should  have  one  uniform  law  applied 
to  all  cases,  whether  cases  of  libel  or  of 
employers'  liability,  whether  the  cases 
were  against  railway  companies,  or  who- 
ever they  were  against.     The  Committee 
should  be  alive  to  what  was  already  the 
state  of  the  law.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was  not 
in  his  place,  therefore  he  would  not  reply 
to  some  observations  of  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  the  hon.  Member  had  asked 
what  the  existing  law  was,  and  he  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  was  speaking  in  the 
presence  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General,  and,  there- 
fore, would  be  corrected  if  he  was  inac- 
curate in  what  he  was  about  to  say  in 
reply  to  that  question.    At  the  present 
time,  as  he  understood  it,  the  County 
Court  had  no  jurisdiction   to  try  libel 
cases,  except  special  cases  provided  for 
in  the  County  (Courts  Acts  proposed  to  be 
inserted  in  the  Consolidation   Bill  now 
before  Parliament.     He  would  ask  the 
House  to  see  what  protection  was  given 
to  poor  litigants,  and  whether  it  was  not 
ample  to  meet  the  special  cases  put  be- 
fore the  Committee  with  reference  to  the 
actions  brought  against     newspapers? 
The  existing  law  said  that  any  person 
against  whom  an  action — say  for  libel — 
was  brought,  on  affidavit  made  that  the 
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plamtifF  YioA  do  vieible  means  of  paTing 
the  costs  of  the  defendant — not,  aa  the 
bon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Macdonald)  had  said,  had  no 
viaible  means  of  subsistence — if  tha  rer- 
diet  was  given  against  him,  thereupon 
the  Judge  had  power  to  do  two  of  three 
things,  to  make  an  order  that  unless  the 
plaintiff  gave  security  for  tha  costs,  or 
satisfied  the  Judge  that  he  had  cause  of 
action  fit  to  be  preseuted  to  the  Court, 
all  proceedings  in  the  action  might  be 
stayed ;  and  there  was  the  alternative 
case  of  the  plaintiff  being  unable,  or  un- 
willing, either  one  or  the  other,  to  give 
such  aecurity,  or  failing  to  satisfy  the 
Judge  that  he  had  good  cause  of  action, 
the  Judge  could  make  an  order  remitting 
the  whole  case  for  trial  to  the  County 
Court,  which  would  then  have  jurisdic- 
tion to  try  the  oaae  at,  as  everyone 
knew,  a  very  moderate  rate  of  costs. 
That  was  tha  general  law  with  reference 
to  these  actions  of  tort.  Was  there  any 
reason  why  actions  for  libel  should  be 
treated  differently  to  all  other  actions  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  8t.  Fancras 
(Mr.  Lawson)  put  very  powerfully  the 
oaae  of  actions  brought  by  poor  men 
who  had  been  guilty  of  offences,  and 
whose  proceedings  were  made  known 
for  the  benefit  of  the  public.  But  there 
was  also  the  case  of  the  inaocent  poor 
man  wishing  to  bring  an  action  for  libel 
which  had  to  be  considered.  He  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  wished  to  reserve  to 
himself  every  right  to  extend  or  modify 
this  clause  which  it  was  proposed  to  re- 
enact  this  Session  in  the  Oonsolidatine 
Bill;  but  he  thought  that  if  the  general 
law  of  the  land  was  to  be  altered  in  this 
manner  it  ought  to  be  in  a  Bill  for  the 
special  purpose.  For  his  own  part,  he 
snonld  have  some  difficulty  in  support- 
ing the  third  reading  of  this  Bill  if  this 
clause  were  left  in  it. 

Question  put,  and  ntgatieti. 

Clause  8  (On  prosecution  for  libel 
knowledge  of  person  proceeded  against 
to  be  shown). 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigb- 
ahire,  E.)  said,  he  had  severed  Amend- 
ments to  move  which  would  make  the 
clause  read  as  follows : — 

"  No  puiBon  iholl  ba  fouod  guilty  apoa  the 
trial  of  any  indictmeat  for  informfttioit  for  tbt 
publioatton  of  a  libel,  if  it  bo  proved  on  behalf 
of  the  dofence  that  Buch  person  was  not  part; 
or  prEvy  to  the  publication  of  the  libel  charged 
in  inch  indictment  or  infonnatioD." 
Jfr.  Bmry  M.  FowUr 


These  Amendments — the  effect  of  which 
would  be  to  transfer  the  burden  of  proof 
from  the  prosecutor  to  the  defendant,  on 
whom  it  naturally  rested  —  were  so 
reasonable  that  he  thought  no  objootioa 
would  be  taken  to  them. 

The  ATTORKEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RicHAKU  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
he  desired  to  say  that  he  had  an  objec- 
tion  to  this  clause  ;  yet  he  quite  ^reed 
that  the  Amendments  proposed  wero 
improvements,  andhethought,  therefore, 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  would  be  well  advised  if  he  allowed 
the  Amendments  to  be  accepted,  and 
then  any  further  question  which  would 
arise  could  be  discussed  when  the  Ques- 
tion was  put  that  the  clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Osbobnx  Mob- 
ojiV,  the  following  Amendments  made:— 
In  page  3,  line  12,  leave  out  "unless," 
and  insert  "if ;  "  Hue  13,  leave  out  "by 
affirmative  evidence ;  "  same  line,  leave 
out  "prosecution,"  and  insert  "de- 
fonce;"  and,  in  line  14,  after  "was," 
insert  "not." 

Mr.  DAHLINO  (Deptfotd)  said,  on 
this  clause  he  desired  to  move  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment; — In  page  3,  line  IS, 
after  "  information,"  to  add  "  or  to  the 
publication  of  the  newspaper  wherein 
euch  libel  was  published."  The  object 
of  the  clause  was  to  provide  that  no 
person  should  be  found  guilty  of  libel 
unless  it  were  proved  by  the  prosecution 
that  he  was  privy  to  its  publication.  It 
was  obvious  under  this  clause,  aa  it  stood, 
that  an  editor  or  proprietor  of  a  news- 

F taper  might  escape  punishment  for 
ibel  by  saying  that  he  was  away  when 
the  particular  libel  was  published,  and 
that,  though  it  was  true  he  was  respon- 
sible for  the  publication  of  the  paper,  he 
had  no  connection  with  the  offence  com- 
plained of,  having  been  away  amusing 
himself  somewhere  else  than  at  tha 
office  of  the  newspaper,  and  he  might 
plead  that  the  libel  was  really  the  work 
of  some  reporter  or  sub-editor.  News- 
paper proprietors  were  very  frequently 
persons  in  very  flourishing  oiroum- 
stances — for  instance,  a  person  to  whom 
£7,000  was  owing  in  the  shape  of  oosts 
awarded,  but  not  recovered,  must  be  a 
gentleman  in  flourishing  circumstances. 
Well,  it  might  happen  that  thia  gentle- 
man— this  editor  or  proprietor — waa 
fulfilling  duties  in  Parliament,  and  that, 
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although  respoiiBible  for  the  production 
of  his  paper,  he  interested  himself  not 
in  its  management,  not  in  its  superyi- 
sion,  in  order  to  see  that  persons  were 
not  libelled  in  it,  but  in  discussing  the 
provisions  of  a  new  law  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Law  of  Libel  in  Parliament. 
While  he  was  doing  that  it  was  possible 
that  a  very  bad  libel  might  be  inserted 
in  hia  paper  which  would  have  never 
appeared  had  he  paid  closer  attention  to 
its  supervision.  In  such  a  case  he  might 
simply  say — "  I  left  the  management  of 
the  paper  in  the  hands  of  persons  in  an 
inferior  position,  and  though  I  have  taken 
no  trouble  to  see  whether  or  not  they  are 
inserting  libels  I  have  divested  myself 
of  responsibility  by  handing  the  matter 
over  to  them."  His  (Mr.  Darling's) 
Amendment  was  to  provide  that  no  such 
answer  as  that  should  be  sufficient  to 
release  a  newspaper  editor  or  proprietor 
from  responsibility. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  15,  after  **  information,"  to 
add  the  words,  *<  or  to  the  pubUcation  of  the 
newspaper  wherein  such  libel  was  published." 
— (Jfr.  Darling,) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib    ALGERNON     BORTHWICK 
(Kensington,  8.)  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  entirely 
mistaken  the  object  of  the  clause,  as  he 
spoke  as  if  it  were  intended  to  shield 
some  guilty  party.     It  would  do  nothing 
of  the  kind,  but  would  entirely  protect 
the  innocent.    The  Committee  had  had 
its  attention  drawn  to  the  fact  that  in 
certain    cases    newspaper    proprietors 
managed  their  own  businesses,  and  were 
directly  responsible  for  what  appeared 
in  the  columns  of  their  journals — that 
was  to  say,  they  had  given  such  and 
such  orders,  and  were  responsible  for 
the  carrying  out  of  those  orders.    The 
clause  was  not  for  the  protection  of  such 
as  those  at  all ;  it  was  intended  for  the 
protection  of  another  class  of  proprietors. 
Newspapers  were  generally  owned  by  a 
number  of  proprietors  who  were  essen- 
tially absentees  from  the  places  where 
those     newspapers     were     published. 
Papers,  for  instance,  in  Liverpool  and 
in  other  Provincial  parts  of  the  country, 
were  very  often  owned  by  persons  who 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  their 
pioduotion  beyond  supplying  the  funds 
w  canying  them  on.    If  proprietors 


took  part  in  the  management  of  their 
papers  they  certainly  ought  to  be  re- 
sponsible for  what  appeared  in  them ; 
but  the  object  of  the  clause  was  to  pre- 
vent the  imprisonment  of  gentlemen 
who  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  libels, 
and  very  little  to  do  with  the  newspapers, 
and  also  to  save  the  publisher — an  un- 
happy person,  who  was  very  often 
punished  in  these  cases.  It  was  an  old 
joke  against  the  newspapers  that  some 
of  them  kept  a  man  who  was  ready  to 
go  to  prison  if  they  were  prosecuted. 
The  puolisher  was  a  man  who  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  production  of  a 
newspaper  or  its  issue,  except  to  hand 
over  the  sheets  which  he  had  never  read 
to  the  newsmen  and  newsboys.  In  these 
modern  days  the  publisher  knew  nothing 
whatever  as  to  what  was  in  the  papers, 
and  this  law  making  a  publisher  re- 
sponsible came  down  from  times  when 
those  individuals  occupied  a  very  dif- 
ferent position  in  connection  with  news- 
papers—from days  when  they  took  a  re- 
sponsible part  in  the  production  of  the 
papers.  But  in  these  days  the  publisher 
and  the  proprietor  were  persons  who 
ought  not  to  be  held  criminally  respon- 
sible for  libel.  That  a  proprietor  should 
have  to  pay  costs  was,  however,  natural 
— t)iat  he  should  have  to  bear  the  respon- 
sibility for  the  negligence  or  the  misdeeds 
of  his  servants  was  very  proper ;  but  he 
should  not  be  held  criminally  guilty  of 
libel  when  he  could  show  that  he  was 
not  privy  or  party  to  the  publication  of 
the  libel  charged. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  accept 
the  Amendment,  as  its  efiPeot  would  oe 
to  render  the  clause  entirely  nugatory. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  did  not  know  whether  the  Com- 
mittee were  quite  aware— he  begged  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  to  it — 
that  the  clause  as  now  amended,  even 
with  the  addition  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  would  entirely  change  the  law. 
He  said  that  was  a  great  submission. 
It  had  been  his  duty,  unfortunately,  to 
have  to  argue  the  point  more  than  once 
at  considerable  length,  and  he  would 
point  out  that  in  the  case  of  the  *'  Queen 
V.  Holbrook  *'  the  law  was  held  to  be 
juet  the  reverse  of  what  they  now  pro- 
posed to  make  it,  with  reference  to  the 
person  publishing  a  paper,  by  the  clause 
as  it  now  stood.     The  clause,  with  the 
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vords  proposed  to  be  added  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  would  read — 

''  No  person  shall  be  found  guilty  upon  the 
trial  of  any  indictment  or  information  for  the 
publication  of  a  libel,  if  it  bo  proved  on  behalf 
of  the  defence  that  such  person  was  not  party 
or  privy  to  the  publication  of  the  libel  charged 
in  such  indictment  or  information." 

By  the  decision  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, it  was  not  for  the  defendant  to 
prove  that  he  was  not  privy  or  party  to 
the  publication  of  the  libel,  but  it  rested 
with  the  prosecution  to  prove  that  he 
was  privy  to  it.  [The  Attorney  Gekeral 
dissented.]  With  all  respect  for  the 
superior  knowledge  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
on  this  matter,  he  begged  to  say  that  he 
knew  something  of  the  case,  the  task 
having  been  more  than  once  imposed 
upon  him  of  arguing' the  matter  before 
the  Courts  of  Law.  He  had  the  clearest 
conviction  that  the  law  as  laid  down  by 
the  majority  of  the  Judges  was  as  he 
stated  it.  There  had  been  a  difiPerence 
of  opinion,  no  doubt,  amongst  the 
Judges;  but  the  law  as  laid  down  in 
the  case  ofthe  **  Queen  v, Holbrook"  was 
the  opinion  of  the  majority.  It  was 
clear,  therefore,  that,  by  the  proposal 
they  were  now  making,  they  were 
changing  the  old  Law  of  Libel.  Ho  did 
not  say  whether  this  was  wise  or  not ; 
but  he  would  point  out  to  the  promoter 
of  the  Bill  that  he  was  very  much  more 
likely  to  go  to  prison  for  libel  if  ho 
passed  his  own  provisionHhan  he  would 
be  under  the  existing  law. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  he 
would  point  out  that,  although  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  said  he  was 
not  entitled  to  be  described  as  **  the 
learned  Member,"  he  had  studied  legal 
questions  very  deeply,  and  was  as  de- 
serving of  that  title  as  a  great  many 
learned  Members.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  intimate  knowledge  of  many 
legal  points,  and  he  therefore  could 
scarcely  be  looked  upon  as  a  layman  in 
putting  this  matter  before  the  Commit- 
tee. In  the  present  instance,  however, 
the  hon.  Member  had  for  once  made  a 
mistake  in  a  point  of  law.  The  clause  of 
the  Act  6  &  7  Vict,  c.  96,  upon  which  the 
case  of  the  '*  Queen  v.  Holbrook  "  was 
decided,  provided  that  whenever  on  the 
trial  of  an  indictment  for  the  publica- 
tion of  a  libel  evidence  was  given  which 
established  a  presumptive  case  of  publi- 
cation against  the  defendant  by  the  act 

Mr.  Bradlaugh 


of  any  other  person  under  his  authority, 
it  should  be  competent  for  a  defendant 
to  prove  that  the  publication  was  made 
without  his  knowledge  or  consent,  and 
that  it  did  not  arise  from  any  want  of 
due  care  on  his  part. 

Mr.  bradlaugh  (Northampton) 
said,  that  under  the  section  there  was 
no  presumptive  case  of  publication  re- 
quired to  be  made  out. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  probably  thought  that 
the  omission  of  the  words  ^'  presumptive 
of  publication"  might  alter  the  law. 
As  a  matter  of  fact.  Section  8  in  the  Bill, 
as  amended,  would  be  more  in  favour  of 
defendants  than  the  section  of  the  old 
law  to  which  reference  had  been  made. 
There  must  be  publication  by  servants, 
or  by  himself,  but  in  order  to  remove  re- 
sponsibility for  the  act  of  a  servant  it 
was  competent  for  a  defendant  to  show 
that  he  was  not  privy  or  party  to  the' 
publication.  Whether  that  was  a  pru- 
dent alteration  of  the  law  he  did  not 
argue ;  but  he  submitted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  was  not  quite 
correctly  informed  when  he  said  that  the 
law  would  be  strengthened  as  against 
the  defendant. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.)  said, 
he  would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  charge  of  the  Bill  that,  sup- 
posing the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Deptford  (Mr.  Darling)  was  carried, 
the  clause  would  become  so  meaning- 
less that  it  would  be  better  to  drop 
it  altogether.  He  thought  that  the 
Amendment  was  moved  with  the  object 
of  making  the  clause  nugatory;  and 
under  the  circumstances,  if  the  opinion 
of  the  Committee  was  in  harmony  with 
that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, he  thought  the  clause  had  better 
be  omitted. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
that  the  clause  related  entirely  to 
criminal  charges,  and  he  thought  that 
some  hon.  Members  were  under  a  mis- 
apprehension. It  was  quite  right  that 
a  newspaper  proprietor  should  be  held 
responsible  in  damages  to  the  fullest 
extent  for  the  conduct  of  his  servants ; 
but  to  Bay  that'a  newspaper  proprietor 
should  be  punished  for  an  act  of  which 
he  had  no  knowledge  would  be  to  in- 
troduce the  principle  of  what  might  be 
called  Chinese  or  vicarious  punish- 
ment.   It  would  be  just  the   same   aa 
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hanging  a  man  for  a  murder  com- 
mitted by  someone  else.  In  Scotland, 
while  damages  might  be  recovered 
for  libel,  he  did  not  recollect  in  the 
whole  coarse  of  his  life  a  single  case  of 
criminal  prosecution  for  libel,  and  ho 
would  venture  to  say  that,  so  far  from 
the  Press  in  Scotland  being  more 
licentious  than  the  Press  of  England, 
it  was  much  less  so.  He  thought 
they  would  find  that,  notwithstanding 
the  absence  in  practice  of  any  crimi- 
nal proceedings  for  libel  in  Scotland 
that  there  was  not  a  single  newspaper 
published  in  that  country  which  would 
call  itself  a  society  newspaper — the  class 
of  newspaper  in  which  these  libels 
mostly  occurred.  If  the  hon.  Member 
(Sir  Algernon  Borthwick)  had  proposed 
that  all  criminal  indictments  for  libel 
should  be  done  away  with,  and  a  civil 
remedy  only  retained,  it  would  be  an 
improvement  in  the  law. 

Tra  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  was 
correct  in  his  statement  that  criminal 
prosecutions    for    libel    against    news- 

Eapers  were  of  rare  occurrence  in  Scot- 
md.  It  would  not  be  well,  however, 
to  do  away  with  a  law  which  would  pre- 
vent libels  of  a  g^oss  kind,  such  as  those 
published,  for  instance,  to  extort  money ; 
and  there  had  been  actions  in  such 
cases.  At  the  same  time,  he  acknow- 
ledged that  criminal  prosecutions  against 
newspapers  for  libel  were  practically 
obsolete  in  Scotland. 

Mb.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS  (Cardi- 
ganshire) said,  that  while  no  one  desired 
to  relieve  the  proprietors  of  newspapers 
from  their  civil  liability  and  from 
damages  for  the  acts  of  their  servants,  a 
very  different  class  of  considerations 
came  before  them  when  they  considered 
their  criminal  responsibility.  He  wished 
the  conditions  in  England  were  the  same 
as  those  represented  by  several  hon. 
Members  to  exist  in  Scotland,  and 
that  criminal  prosecutions  for  libel 
were  of  rare  occurrence,  so  that  they 
should  only  be  resorted  to  in  aggravated 
cases  in  which  such  remedy  appeared  to 
be  imperatively  demanded.  He  thought 
that  the  Conmiittee  should  be  very  care- 
ful before  it  did  anything  which  would 
imply,  on  its  part,  a  desire  to  extend  the 
liability  of  newspaper  proprietors.  They 
had  heard  a  great  deal  in  the  course  of 


the  discussion  on  this  clause  of  hardship 
to  private  individuals  who  were  sued ; 
but  there  was  a  class  of  hardship  which 
had  not  hitherto  been  mentioned,  arising 
from  the  fact  that  sometimes  a  news- 
paper was  published  by  a  Company. 
The  signature  to  the  original  memoranda 
or  articles  of  association  might  be  that 
of  some  person  who  was  met  in 
the  street,  and  induced  to  contribute  a 
small  sum.  Although  that  person  might 
live  some  distance  away,  he  was  liable 
to  be  brought  from  a  distance  and  to  be 
criminally  prosecuted — nay,  to  be  fined 
or  imprisoned — unless  he  could  prove  to 
a  jury — and  this  at  his  own  cost  and  in« 
convenience— that  he  was  within  the 
ruling  in  **  the  Queen  f;.  Holbrook." 
The  general  consensus  of  opinion  in  the 
Profession  with  regard  to  the  case  of 
''  the  Queen  v,  Holbrook  "  was  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  opinion  which  had 
been  expressed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  tbe  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  that  the  words  **  presump- 
tive case  of  publication"  really  meant 
nothing,  because  the  presumptive  evi- 
dence might  be  given  by  proof  of 
some  such  act  as  signing  the  articles 
of  association,  or  memoranda,  or 
something  of  that  kind,  which,  if  it 
were  absent,  the  Judge  would  not  be 
justified  in  leaving  the  case  to  the  jury 
at  all.  He  (Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands)  was 
sensible  of  the  great  pain  and  injury 
individuals  might  suffer  from  the  abuse 
of  the  great  powers  which  the  Press  in 
the  country  possessed ;  but  that  was  not 
sufficient  to  induce  him  to  accept,  or  to 
hope  that  the  Committee  would  accept, 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Deptford 
(Mr.  Darling),  which  would  have  the 
efi'ect  of  rendering  nugatory  the  clause, 
whether  in  its  original  shape  or  in  the 
altered  shape  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan). Whether  it  was  wise  to  add  to 
the  Bill  any  clause  which  affected  the 
onus  of  proof  he  did  not  pretend  to  say ; 
but,  inasmuch  as  the  Committee  had 
already  accepted  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Denbighshire,  it  would 
be  simply  stultifying  itself  if  it  went  fur- 
ther, and  accepted  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dept- 
ford, which  would  render  the  previous 
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resolution  of  the  Committee  on  the 
clause  entirely  nugatory. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  he 
was  not  satisfied  with  the  language  of 
the  Amendment,  and  it  was  as  well  that 
he  should  state  fairly  at  once  how  he 
regarded  the  Amendment.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memher 
for  West  St.  Pancras  (Mr.  Lawson)  that 
the  words  of  the  Amendment  were  too 
wide.  But  in  all  probahility  there  was 
one  particular  class  of  persons  with  re- 
gard to  whom  some  words  should  be 
inserted.  He  thought  some  words 
should  be  inserted  to  meet  the  case  of  a 
newspaper  proprietor  who  went  away 
leaviuff  the  whole  management  and 
control  to  someone  else,  reckless  as  to 
what  might  be  the  actual  conduct  of  the 
persons  in  charge  of  the  paper. 

Mr.  darling  said,  that  after  what 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  he  thought  the  Com- 
mittee would  agree  with  him  that  it 
would  not  be  wise  to  press  the  Amend- 
ment. The  object  he  had  in  putting  the 
Amendment  down  had  really  been 
served,  because  it  was  perfectly  obvious 
that  before  the  Bill  became  law  some- 
thing would  have  to  be  done  to  meet  the 
difficulty  which  he  had  in  his  mind. 
He  begged  leave  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Amendment  be,  by  leave, 
withdrawn.'* —  ( J/r.  Darling, ) 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
said,  he  was  sorry  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Deptford 
had  consented  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment, because  it  seemed  to  him,  after 
all  was  said  and  done,  that  somebody 
must  be  made  responsible  for  these 
libels.  He  was  exceedingly  sorry — and 
he  was  sure  that  anyone  who  knew  any- 
thing of  his  past  history  would  know  he 
had  reason  to  be  sorry— to  support  any- 
thing which  would  impose  further  re- 
strictions on  the  newspaper  Press.  But 
what  some  of  them  asked  was  not  that 
there  should  be  further  restrictions — 
the  object  of  the  measure  was  to  remove 
restrictions  which  already  existed — but 
under  the  words  of  Clause  8,  ''  such 
person  was  party  or  privy  to  the  pub- 
lication of  the  libel,"  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult, in  a  great  number  of  cases,  to  find 
out  anyone  who  was  actually  respon- 
sible for  what  took  place.  It  was  all  very 
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well  for  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  House 
who  were  connected  with  newspapers  to 
speak  of  newspapers  as  though  they 
were  all  of  them  conducted  as  certain 
newspapers  were  which  one  would  un- 
doubtedly have  in  his  mind  when  dis- 
cussing this  matter.  But  there  were 
newspapers  and  newspapers,  and  anyone 
acquainted  with  the  Press  of  this  coun- 
try knew  very  well  that  some  newspapers, 
instead  of  being  edited  in  the  ordinary 
sense,  were  practically  handed  over  to 
what  might  oe  called  the  ' '  printer's 
devil,"  and  what  kind  of  responsibility 
they  could  get  out  of  that  kind  of  editing 
was  well  known.  The  hon.  and  leamea 
Attorney  General  intimated  that  it  was 
possible  to  meet  this  difficulty  by  fixing 
the  liability  upon  someone  ;  if  anything 
was  done  so  that  the  liability  should 
be  absolutely  fixed  on  some  persons  re- 
sponsible, then  it  would  bo  all  right 
enough ;  but  some  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  him  to  treat  very  lightly  this 
question  of  libelling  individuals.  He 
could  quite  understand  that  many  ac- 
tions for  libel  had  been  brought  against 
newspapers  which  ought  never  to  have 
been  brought.  But  let  them  take  a 
bond  fids  case,  the  case  of  a  man  who 
had  been  robbed  of  his  good  name  and 
his  good  character,  and  hon.  Members 
would  agree  that  the  Press  possessed 
the  power  of  robbing  a  man  of  his  good 
reputation.  He  thought  it  was  a  very 
grave  thing  indeed  to  relieve  persons 
who  might  do  as  much  injury  to  an  in- 
dividual man  or  woman,  as  the  case 
might  be,  as  though  they  half  murdered 
him  in  the  streets  and  robbed  him  of  his 
watch.  In  many  instances  men  had 
been  absolutely  ruined  for  life  by  the 
way  in  which  they  had  been  libelled  by 
newspapers  which  had  escaped  penalty. 
There  was  one  instance  which  might  be 
known  to  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  House, 
the  case  of  a  man  who  would  have  been 
an  ornament  to  the  House  itself.  That 
man  tried  to  get  into  the  House,  but  he 
was  grossly  libelled  by  some  portions  of 
the  London  Press.  He  referred  to  Mr. 
George  Odger.  When  that  man  was 
dead  some  of  the  newspapers  which  had 
libelled  him  so  grossly  made  much  ado 
with  regard  to  a  public  funeral.  He 
(Mr.  Howell)  wanted  to  preserve  the 
character  of  a  man  while  he  was  living, 
and  not  to  raise  a  monument  over  him 
when  he  was  dead.  He  wished  they 
could  get  rid  of  the  Law  of  Libel  in  so 
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^ar  as  it  appertained  to  a  criminal  in<  faction  of  the  Court "  were  scarcelj  apt 

dictmenty  but  if  that  were  done  there  to  use  in  the  case  of  criminal  proceed- 

must  be  some  other  means  of  reaching  ings.     Possibly  the  hon.  Member  would 

men  at  fault.     There  were  men  of  straw  be  satisfied  if  his  Amendment  ran  *'  and 

connected  with  newspapers  as  well  as  that  the  defendant  has  used  all  reason- 

among  those  who  took  action  against  able  means  to  guard  against  such  of- 

newspapers,  and,   therefore,   civil   lia-  fence."     Of  course,  it  was  for  the  Com- 

bility  might  not  be  enough  to  deter  such  mittee  to  say  whether  they  thought  any 

men  from  libelling  others.  such  words  as  these  should  be  inserted. 

Question  put,  and  agr$$d  to.  The  words  of  the  law  at  present  were 

^kr      T>  A mTTT>/\xTTa     n                \.*  "  and  that  the  Said  publication  did  uot 

Mr.  RATHBONE   (Carnarvonshire,  arise  from  want  of  due  care  and  caution 

Arfon)  said,  he  was  as  anxious  as  any-  on  his  part.''  If  such  a  set  of  words  were 

one  in  the  House  that  the  Press  of  the  added,  he  thought  that,  in  all  proba- 

country    should    be    protected    in    its  bility,  newspaper  proprietors  would  be 

pttbLo  functions,  which,  they  must  all  quite  satisfied,  and  that  would  provide 

admit,  it  discharged  with  great  power  protection  in  cases  in  which  proprietors 

and  greater  advantage  to  the  public  than  took  no  active  part  in  the  conduct  of  the 

the  Ptess  of  any  other  country  in  the  newspaper,   and    in  other    exceptional 

world.     He  thought  it  was  also  clear  cases.     The  words  certainly  would  do 

that  those  connected  with   newspapers  ^q  practical  harm  to  those  respectable 

should  be  protected  against  any  criminal  newspaper  proprietors  who  desired  to 

Srosecution  if  they  could  show  that  they  gee  the  law  strengthened  in  cases  where 

ad  used  due  caution  in  carrying  on  there  was  careless  and  improper  con- 

their  trade.     He  had  previously  had  to  duct. 

consider  this  question  from  the  defen-  Mb.  RATHBONE  expressed  his  will- 

dant's  side,  as  it  were,  and  not  from  the  ingness  to  accept  the  suggestion  of  the 

plaintiffs,  because  in  the  case  of  ship-  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General,  and 

owners  the  same  question  arose.     Ship-  asked  leave  to   withdraw  his  Amend- 

owners  carried  on  a  trade  which  might  xnent 

be  dangerous  to  life,  and  what  they  had  Amendment,  by  leave,  u>Uhdrau>n. 

always  contended  was  that  they  were  '    ^          ' 

quite  ready  to  be  made  responsible,  even  Amendment  proposed, 

to  the  extent  of  being  imprisoned,  un-  j^  ^^^  3^  ^t  end  of  Clause,  insert  "  that  the 

less  they  could  show  they  had  used  due  said  publication  did  not  arise  from  want  of  due 

care  and  caution  for  the  protection  of  care  or  caution  on  his  part."— (if r.  Attorney 

life  and  property.     Therefore,  what  he  OeneraL) 

proposed  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  clause  Question,  ^*  That  these  words  be  there 

inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 


"  And  if  it  be  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Court  that  the  defendant  had  used  all  reason-  «  That  the  Clause,  as  amended,   stand 

able  means  to  guard  against  such  offences."  nart  of  the  Bill  " 

He  did  not  think  Aat  any  respectable  ^      RADOUFFE  COOKE  (Ne^. 

newspaper  propnetor   would  object  to  .   ~^      titV    -jxiT  ^    ^"""-"  S,,'^" 

those  words     It  would  be,  of  course.  mKton.W.)  said  that,  of  course,  if  the 

for  them  to  show  that,  if  they  had  ab-  Committee  thought  it  desirable  to  para- 

sented  themeelyes  from  their  business,  phrase  a  section  of  Lord  Campbell's  Actj 

they  had  left  it  in  charge  of  a  competent  M*  W^  ""      t  °  ^"''•'  f''^  TT  "* 

an/proper  person.  liberty  to  do  so.  In  his  judgment,  how- 

^    '^     *^  ever,  the  law   at   present  provided    a 

Amendment  proposed,  far    better    remedy    than    that    pro- 

In  page  3,  to  add  at  end  of  the  Clause  <'  and  posed    by   this   clause  for   the   protec- 

if  it  be  diown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  tion  of  newspapers  or  of  persons  who 

that  the  def^dant  haa  used  all  reasonable  ^g^e  criminally  prosecuted.   This  clause 

^^^  guard  agamst  such  offence.' -  (ifr.  rather  weakened  than  strengthened  the 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  ^''Sl^^'' ?1mmti§^^^          v      n  ..'A 

be  there  adaed?'  ,   ^^'    JENNINGS    (Stockport)  said 

he  hoped  the  Committee  would  accept 

81E  BIOHABD  WEBSTEB  said,  he  the    clause  as   amended,    because  the 

thooght  that  the  words  '^  to  the  satis-  object  of  it  was  not  in  the  least  degree 
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to  give  protection  to  newspapers  from 
the  consequence  of  libel,  but  simply  to 
protect  persons  who  were  connected 
with  newspapers  from  being  sent  to 
prison  for  matters  of  which  they  had  no 
cognizance.  At  present  a  part  pro- 
prietor of  a  newspaper,  a  man  who 
might  probably  have  had  a  share  in  a 
newspaper  left  to  him,  and  who  had  no 
control  in  the  management,  might  be 
proceeded  against  criminally  by  any 
person  who  felt  himself  aggrieved,  and 
possibly  sent  to  prison  for  a  libel  of 
which  he  had  no  knowledge  whatever. 
It  was  to  prevent  this  that  this  clause 
had  been  introduced.  The  objection  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North-East Bethnal 
Green  (Mr.  Howell),  and  the  very  rea- 
sonable demand  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  guilty  persons  should 
be  found  out,  were  sufficiently  met  by 
the  fact  that,  under  the  law  as  it  at  pre- 
sent stood,  the  guilty  person  was 
punished,  and  the  newspaper  had  to 
pay  heavily  for  the  libel.  He  earnestly 
hoped  that  provision  would  be  made 
that  no  one  should  be  punished  who  had 
no  knowledge  of  the  libel  complained  of. 

'    Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Person  proceeded  against 
criminally  and  the  husband  or  wife  of 
such  person  a  competent  witness). 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
that  this  clause  raised  again  a  question 
which  had  been  dealt  with  on  one  of  the 
previous  clauses — namely,  whether  it 
was  desirable  to  introduce  in  a  special 
department  of  justice  changes  of  pro- 
cedure which,  for  the  entire  Criminal 
Law,  were  continued  in  another  Bill  ? 
It  might  be  said  that  there  were  excep- 
tional circumstances  connected  with  the 
law  of  libel.  It  might  be  that  an  in- 
dictment was  sometimes  preferred  to  a 
civil  action  in  order  to  keep  certain 
evidence  out.  At  the  eame  time  he 
would  like  to  hear  somethiog  from 
some  responsible  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  whether  it  was  desirable  to 
jonact  for  the  purpose  of  a  special 
jdepartment  of  law  that  which  was 
already  proposed  to  be  made  the  gene- 
ral rule  in  the  Criminal  Law. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  ediow  this 
clause  to  be  inserted.  There  were  15  or 
16  existing  Acts  of  Parliament,  in  every 
one  of  which  they  had  recognized  the  prin- 

Mr.  Jennings 


ciple  that  tho  law  should  be  anrended  in 
the  direction  of  this  clause. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Act  not  to  extend  to  Scot- 
land). 

Me.  darling  (Deptford)  said,  his 
object  in  putting  down  the  Amendmeut 
that  this  Bill  should  not  apply  to  Ireland 
was  that  by  the  clause  which  they  had 
just  passed  a  proposal  of  the  Criminal 
Evidence  Amendment  Bill  became  law 
in  this  Bill.  They  knew  very  well  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  representing  Irish  con- 
stituencies particularly  objected  to  the 
provision  which  had  just  been  inserted 
in  this  Bill — they  particularly  objected 
that  in  criminal  cases  the  defendant 
should  be  competent  to  give  evidence. 
That  had  been  objected  to  in  former  dis- 
cussions, and  it  was  because  he  was 
solicitous  respecting  the  prejudices  of 
hon.  Members  that  he  had  put  down 
this  Amendment.  He  put  it  down  in 
order  that,  if  the  Irish  Members  desired 
to  do  so,  they  might  give  expression  to 
their  opinions  that,  after  all,  it  was  advis- 
able that  in  some  cases,  at  all  events, 
the  defendants  should  be  allowed  to  give 
evidence  in  criminal  cases  in  Ireland, 
and  that  Judges  and  magistrates  in  Ire- 
land were  a  class  of  people  who  might 
be  trusted  not  to  abuse  the  rights  of  pri- 
soners to  give  evidence.  He  did  not 
himself  cousider  that  Ireland  should  be 
excluded  from  the  benefits  of  this  Act, 
unless  the  Irish  Members  wished  it.  It 
had  been  said  by  a  Scotch  Member  that 
the  only  good  thing  in  the  Bill  was  that 
it  did  not  apply  to  Scotland.  If  Irish 
Members  wished  it  to  apply  to  their 
country  they  would  say  so.  He  would 
not  press  his  Amendment. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  he  sincerely  trusted  that  the  benetits 
of  the  Bill  would  be  extended  to  news- 
paper proprietors  in  Ireland,  who  ought 
to  have  those  benefits  just  as  much  as 
any  other  proprietors.  Out  of  16  ActJB 
of  Parliament  which  created  new  offences, 
in  regard  to  which  defendants  were 
allowed  to  give  evidence,  14  applied  to 
Ireland,  and  it  would  be  a  monstroui9 
thing  if  the  Committee  were  to  exclude 
Ireland  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  do  not  under- 
stand the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Darling)  to  move  his  Amend- 
ment. 
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Mr.  DABLINO  said,  that  he  would 
not  moye  it. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  submitted  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Qentleman  had  moved  the 
Amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Before  I  at- 
tempted  to  put  it  to  the  Committee,  I 
asked  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Darling)  whether  he  intended  to 
propose  it. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  1 1  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
said,  he  had  now  to  propose  a  new  clause, 
which  had  been  entrusted  to  him  by  a 
society  representing  many  of  the  most 
important  booksellers  of  the  country,  in 
oraer  to  give  them  what  they  felt  to  be 
a  necessary  protection  from  actions  for 
libel  to  which  they  were  at  present  sub* 
jected,  under  circumstances  which  cer- 
tainly did  not  render  them  guilty  of 
having  taken  part  in  the  libel.  It  was 
a  common  thing  for  a  gentleman  to  write 
to  a  bookseller,  or  to  go  to  a  bookseller, 
and  order  a  particular  book  to  be  sent 
from  London  through  that  bookseller. 
The  bookseller  very  possibly  knew 
nothing  about  the  contents  of  the  book, 
and  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
any  libel  which  it  might  contain.  It 
had  often  been  made  a  matter  of  com- 
plaint against  Mr.  Mudie  and  other 
large  firms  that  they  really  selected  the 
books  which  appeared  on  their  stalls, 
eliminating  some  on  the  ground  that 
they  contained  matters  that  they  did 
not  approve  of,  matters  of  a  political, 
libellous,  or  scandalous  nature.  It 
might  be  said  that  the  clause,  as  it 
stood  on  the  Notide  Paper,  would  enable 
booksellers  to  sell  books  which  had  been 
printed  and  published  abroad,  and  the 
printer  and  publisher  of  which  could 
not  be  got  at,  and  that,'  therefore,  the 
person  libelled  would  in  such  a  case  have 
no  remedy.  He,  therefore,  begged  to 
move  the  clause  in  the  following  form : — 

"  In  an  action  for  libel  contained  in  any  book, 
magazine,  pamphlet,  or  printed  document  other 
than  a  newspaper,  such  book,  magazine,  pam- 
phlet, or  printed  document,  having  been  pub  • 
lithed  within  the  United  Kingdom,  and  bearing 
the  names  and  addresses  of  the  publisher  and 
printer  thereof,  against  any  person  other 
than  the  author  or  part  author  or  publisher  or 
printer  thereof,  if  it  shall  appear  at  the  trial  that 
the  pablishing  of  the  libel  complained  of  was 
the  sale  by  the  defendant  of  such  book,  maga- 
jiae,  pamphlet,  or  printed  docun^ent, 


— therefore  they  would  always  have  a 
printer  and  publisher  in  the  United 
Kingdom  against  whom  an  aggrieved 
person  could  bring  an  action — 

''And  that  such  sale  was  made  by  the  de- 
fendant in  ignorance  of  the  existence  of  the 
libel  complained  of,  the  plaintiff  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  recover  any  damages  except  such 
special  damages  as  he  can  prove  he  has  sus- 
tained by  such  publishing  of  such  libel." 

Therefore,  if  a  particular  act  of  publish- 
ing or  sale  by  any  bookseller  of  any 
book  or  pamphlet  had  done  injury  to 
the  libelled  person,  then  the  bookseller, 
however  innocent  he  might  be,  might 
still  be  rendered  liable  for  an  action  for 
damages.  He  thought  that  with  these 
safeguards  the  Committee  would  see 
that  nothing  more  was  asked  than 
might  be  fairly  asked  ;  and,  therefore, 
he  trusted  they  would  assent  to  the 
clause  he  proposed. 

New  Clause — (Extension  of  the  Act 
to  books,  &c.) — {Mr.  Sydney  Oedge,) — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  said, 
he  had  already  pointed  out  to  his  hon. 
Friend  that,  as  the  clause  stood,  if  a 
book  were  printed  abroad  and  sent  over 
here,  there  would  be  no  remedy,  how- 
ever gross  the  libel  was,  and  in  conse- 
quence its  scope  had  been  limited  to 
matter  published  in  the  United  King- 
dom. He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
this  clause  was  wholly  foreign  to  the 
scope  of  the  Bill ;  they  were  dealing  in 
the  Bill  with  the  protection  of  news- 
papers, and  he  did  not  consider  it 
proper  to  go  into  the  general  question 
of  the  Law  of  Libel.  That  part  of  the 
clause  dealing  with  the  ignorance  of  the 
person  selling  a  book  was  most  illusory, 
because,  if  a  bookseller  chose  to  state 
that  he  had  never  looked  into  the  book, 
it  would  not  be  in  anybody's  power  to 
prove  the  opposite,  and  it  would  be  ab- 
solutely impossible  for  the  aggrieved 
person  to  obtain  any  remedy. 

Mb.  DAEFjING  (Deptford)  said,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  add 
this  clause  to  the  Bill.  It  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  most  dangerous  clause,  be- 
cause it  provided  that  a  man  who  already 
was  liable  to  a  criminal  prosecution  for 
publishing  a  libel  should  not  be  liable 
to  a  civil  action^  unless  the  person  he* 
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published  the  libel  about  could  prove  he 
had  sustained  special  damage.  They  had 
passed  Clause  5,  which  made  proyision 
concerning  special  damage.  He  was 
quite  certain  many  Members  of  the 
Committee  voted  for  that  clause  in  the 
belief  that  the  provision  about  special 
damage  would  somehow  or  other  be 
removed,  and  some  other  qualification 
substituted  for  it.  A  newspaper  pro- 
prietor or  editor,  or  those  who  got  up 
the  newspaper  from  day  to  day,  had  con- 
trol over  it.  The  only  reason  that  a  man 
had  for  not  selling  scurrilous  books  was 
that  he  knew  very  well  that  if  in  one  of 
them  there  was  a  libellous  passage,  he 
might  be  sued  and  liable  in  damages 
for  scattering  broadcast  a  libel.  If  the 
Committee  passed  this  clause,  anyone 
who  was  libelled  would  have  no  remedy 
against  a  bookseller,  unless  he  could 
prove  that  he  had  sustained  damage 
owing  to  the  sale  of  the  particular  books 
the  bookseller  had  sold.  Booksellers 
ought  to  be  careful  as  to  the  kind  of 
literature  they  dealt  in.  For  these  rea- 
sons, and  also  for  the  reason  that  the 
clause  was  not  germane  to  a  Newspaper 
Libel  Bill,  he  hoped  the  clause  would 
not  be  read  a  second  time. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

SiE  BOPEE  LETHBEIDQE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  said,  the  object  of  the 
clause  of  which  he  had  given  Notice 
was  to  extend  to  writers  in  newspapers 
and  others  similarly  situated  the  protec- 
tion already  extended,  or  supposed  to 
be  extended,  to  the  proprietors  and  edi- 
tors and  other  persons  concerned  in  the 
publication.  With  the  permission  of 
the  Committee,  however,  he  would 
alter  the  exact  terms  of  the  clause,  in 
deference  to  representations  which  had 
been  made  to  him  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
that  the  wording  of  the  clause,  as  it 
stood  on  the  Paper,  was  somewhat  too 
wide.  As  he  proposed  to  move  it,  the 
clause  would  stand  thus — 

*'  No  Bummons  shall  be  issued  by  any  ma^s- 
trate  against  any  person  charged  with  having 
committed  a  libel,  nor  shall  any  criminal  pro- 
ceedings be  initiated  in  any  Court  without  the 
written ^a^  of  the  Director  of  Public  Prosecu- 
tions in  England  or  the  Attorney  General  in 
Ireland  being  first  had  and  obtained." 

The  wording  that  he  had  now  adopted 
was  exactly  that  which  was  already  to 
be  found  in  the  existing  Act,  with  the 
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exception  of  the  first  words,  which  ex- 
tended the  protection  of  the  law  not 
only  to  proprietors  of  newspapers,  to 
editors,  and  to  other  persons  connected 
with  the  publication  of  newspapers,  but 
also  to  writers  in  newspapers.  With 
regard  to  the  general  principle  of  the 
advantage  of  there  being  a  public  officer 
to  stand  between  vexatious  complainants 
— between  blackmailing  enterprizes  and 
a  writer  for,  or  proprietors,  or  editors, 
of  a  newspaper — he  might  say  he  was 
himself  somewhat  in  the  position  of  an 
expert,  because,  in  the  official  position 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  hold  in 
India,  he  was,  in  a  way,  the  inter- 
mediary between  the  Government  and 
Government  officers  and  the  Vernacular 
Press,  and  when  Government  officers 
desired  to  put  into  action  the  procedure 
of  the  Vernacular  Press  Act,  the  pro- 
posals were,  in  due  course  of  official 
routine,  submitted  to  him  for  his  opi- 
nion, in  order  that  he  could  advise  the 
Government.  He  was  strongly  of  opi- 
nion it  was  very  desirable  there  should 
be  a  public  officer  of  this  description, 
and  that  protection  should  not  only  be 
extended  to  proprietors  and  editors  of 
newspapers,  but  also  to  all  writers  in 
newspapers  and  other  persons  similarly 
situated.  He  should  have  preferred  to 
have  adhered  to  the  terms  of  the  clause 
on  the  Paper ;  because  he  had  been  in- 
formed that,  as  the  law  in  England 
stood,  the  direction  of  the  Public  Prose- 
cutor was  not  very  often  efficiently  exer- 
cised in  this  matter.  No  doubt,  the 
Attorney  General  would  correct  him  if 
in  that  impression  he  was  wrong.  He 
certainly  thought  that  the  direction,  such 
as  it  was,  should  not  be  confined  merely 
to  proprietors  and  editors  of  newspapers, 
but  should  extend  to  writers  in  news- 
papers. He,  therefore,  begged  to  move 
the  clause. 

New  Clause — 

'*Ko  summons  shall  be  issued  by  any  magis- 
trate against  any  person  charged  with  haying 
committed  a  libel,  nor  shall  any  criminal  pro- 
ceedings be  initiated  in  any  Court  without  the 
written  ^(1^  of  the  Director  of  Public  Prosecu- 
tions in  England  or  the  Attorney  General  in 
Ireland  being  first  had  and  obtained,*'— (iS^/r 
Roper  Lethbridge^ ) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 
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Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
Richard  Wbbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  it  was  perfectly  impossible  for  him 
io  support  the  clause,  and  he  hoped  he 
had  not  led  his  hon.  Friend  to  think 
that  he  had  the  slightest  intention  of 
supporting  it.  What  he  had  done  was 
to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  clause  he  had  put  down  was  one 
which  would  create  an  entirely  new 
tribunal,  and  one  which  was  practically 
incompatible  with  the  discharge  of 
Public  Business.  Let  him  say  why  he 
thought  the  clause  ought  not  to  be 
adopted.  The  proprietor,  publisher, 
editor,  or  persons  responsible  for  the 
publication  of  a  newspaper,  could  not  be 
proceeded  against  criminally,  without 
itiejlat  of  the  Public  Prosecutor,  and  he 
never  heard  it  suggested  that  there  had 
been  any  unfairness  in  the  working  of 
the  existing  Act.  What  did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  suggest?  Why,  that  the 
exemption  should  be  extended  to  the 
writer  and  publisher  of  every  single 
libeL  He  was  sure  there  were  some 
Members  of  the  Oommittee  who  remem- 
bered the  discussion  at  the  time  the  Act 
of  1881  was  passed.  It  was  felt  then 
that  some  protection  was  required  for 
newspaper  proprietors  and  editors,  and 
accordingly  exceptional  legislation  took 
place,  though  not  without  considerable 
misgiving.  Some  thought  even  then  they 
were  going  too  far.  Gould  it  be  suggested 
that  a  man  who  sat  down  and  wrote  a 
malicious  libel,  not  only  in  newspaper 
but  in  a  letter,  should  also  be  pro- 
tected ?  On  what  public  grounds  could 
it  be  said  that  this  protection  should  be 
extended  to  the  writers  in  newspapers  ? 
In  order  to  justify  such  an  amendment 
of  the  law,  his  hon.  Friend  must  have 
an  overwhelming  case. 

Mb.  LABOUGHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  when  the  Newspaper  Libel 
Bill  was  brought  in  in  1881,  it  was 
argued  that  this  protection  must  be 
limited  to  proprietors  and  editors  of 
newspapers.  The  Attorney  General 
now  said  it  would  be  perfectly  mon- 
strous that  this  protection  should  be  ex- 
tended to  a  writer  for  a  newspaper,  be- 
cause he  wrote  his  article  in  cold  blood. 
[Sir  RioHABD  WsBSTBB '.  No,  no !]  The 
editor  himself  very  frequently  wrote  a 
Ubel,  and  wrote  it  in  cold  blood.  [^Cries 
of  "  Oh !  "]  Well,  in  hot  blood.  An 
editor  was  sirpposed  to  look  over  all  the 
artides  which  appeared  in  his  paper, 
find  that,  at  leasti  he  did  ia  oQld  olood. 


The  writer  of  a  libel  might  be  carried 
away  by  his  feelings;  but  the  editor  sat 
calmly  and  coolly  at  his  desk,  and  de* 
cided  whether  the  writer  had  gone  fur- 
ther than  he  ought  to.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  it  was  perfectly  reasonable 
that  this  protection  should  be  extended 
to  the  writers  for  newspapers.  He 
never  before  understood  the  distinction 
between  the  proprietors  and  editors 
of  newspapers  and  the  rest  of  the 
public.  He  had  always  asked  that  the 
same  protection  should  be  afforded  to 
the  entire  public  as  was  afforded  by 
the  Newspaper  Libel  Act  to  editors  and 
proprietors  of  newspapers. 

Question  put,  and  n$gativ$d, 

Mb.  labouchere  said,  that  Clause 
7  was  not  passed.  He  was  under  the 
impression  it  would  be  passed,  and, 
therefore,  he  did  not  put  down  his  own 
clause.  The  Committee  would  remem- 
ber that  when  the  discussion  on  that 
clause  was  proceeding,  he  pointed  out, 
as  one  of  the  monstrosities  of  the  pre- 
sent system,  that  it  was  impossible  to 
obtain  security  for  costs  against  anyone 
who  was  not  domiciled  in  this  country. 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  contested  that  point 
with  him.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  went 
to  the  Library  and  got  an  authority 
which  he  had  no  doubt  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  accept ;  it 
was  a  book  by  George  Osborne  Morgan, 
Q.C.,  M.P. 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  under- 
stand what  the  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poses. 

Mb.  labouchere  :  My  clause  re- 
lates to  the  question  of  domicile. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  Committee 
has  refused  to  grant  any  privileges  with 
regard  to  costs,  and,  therefore,  it  is  not 
now  competent  to  submit  any  proposal 
for  the  security  of  costs. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be 
considered  upon  Wednesday  next,  and 
to  he  printed.     [Bill  294.] 

REFORMATORY  SCHOOLS  ACT  (1866) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  161.] 

(Jfr.    DugdaU,    Mr.    Whitmore,  Mr.   Wharton^ 

{^Mr.  Curzon,  Mr,  Dixon,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart.) 

OOMMITTEE.     [^Progrees  6<A  June."] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 
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Clause  2  (Youthful  offenders  may  be 
sent  to  certified  reformatories  without 
the  imposition  of  a  term  of  imprison- 
ment). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  24,  to  leave  out  from  "  by  *' 
to  end  of  Clause,  in  order  to  add  '*  juatices  of 
the  peace  acting  in  and  for  the  potty  sessional 
division  of  the  county,  or  in  and  for  the  borough, 
where  the  offender  was  convicted." 

Question,  '^  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause/' 
put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Temporary  detention). 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  by  the  clause  they 
were  departing  from  what  had  been  the 
system  of  crimmal  administration.  Great 
care  ought  to  be  taken  as  to  the  places 
where  persons  were  to  be  temporarily 
detained ;  in  fact,  there  was  an  elabo- 
rate system  by  which  all  prisons  were 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Home 
Office.  Under  this  clause  there  was 
to  be  a  system  of  private  prisons, 
which  were  to  be  under  no  super- 
vision, so  far  as  he  could  make 
out.  He  was  quite  aware  that  such  a 
system  as  was  proposed  was  in  operation 
in  respect  to  industrial  schools ;  but  he 
did  not  think  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Dugdale)  would  dispute  his 
statement,  that  there  was  a  broad  dis- 
tinction between  industrial  and  reforma- 
tory schools.  Beformatory  schools  were 
only  intended  for  those  against  whom 
there  was  some  charge  of  a  criminal 
nature.  He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  29,  leave  out  the  words 
from  **  direct"  to  '<  therein*'  in  page  2,  line  2, 
and  insert  *' remand  such  offender." — (Mr, 
Tomlinson,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Mb.  dugdale  (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton)  said,  he  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  The  clause  which  had  just 
been  passed  provided  that  on  a  child 
being  convicted,  the  magistrates  might 
send  him  straightway  to  a  reformatory 
Bohool,  and  Clause  3  was  intended  to 
provide  for  cases  where  a  reformatory 
school  oouI4  not  be  found  ^t  the  tiioQ. 


His  hope  and  expectation  was  that  when 
this  Bill  was  passed,  Benches  of  Magis* 
trates  would  have  a  register  of  the 
vacancies  which  existed  in  reformatory 
schools,  so  that  when  a  child  was  con- 
victed of  an  offence  they  would  know 
where  he  could  be  sent.  The  clause  pro- 
vided for  the  temporary  detention  of  a 
child  in  some  place,  not  a  prison,  until 
a  reformatory  school  could  be  found  to 
which  he  might  be  sent.  The  effect  of 
the  Amendment  would  be  that  the  child 
would  be  remanded  to  a  prison,  and  that 
would  defeat  the  whole  object  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity)  said,  the  object  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Nuneaton  Division  of  Warwickshire 
(Mr.  Dugdale)  was  humane  and  laud- 
able, but  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  his  sentiments  had  run  away  with 
him.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
seemed  to  have  made  a  confusion  be- 
tween the  two  classes  of  schools.  An 
industrial  school  was  a  place  to  which 
a  child  whom  it  was  desired  to  save  from 
crime  was  sent ;  whereas  a  reformatory 
school  was  an  establishment  to  which  a 
child  already  criminal  was  sent.  It 
was,  therefore,  wrong  to  treat  industrial 
and  reformatory  schools  on  the  same 
footing.  The  Bill  provided  that  when 
a  child  had  been  convicted  he  was  to  be 
sent  to  some  undefined  place.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  was  quite 
right  in  saying  that  they  ought  to  know 
something  about  the  place  to  which 
children  were  to  be  sent,  not  only  in 
the  interest  of  the  children  themselves, 
but  in  the  interest  of  the  community  at 
large.  As  the  child  came  from  the 
place  of  detention,  there  was  no  hard- 
ship in  sending  him  back  to  a  place  of 
detention. 

Mr.  EANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) said,  he  should  like  to  hear  fur- 
ther from  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  as  to 
what  place  they  had  in  view  in  which 
children  should  be  detained.  Did  the 
words  **  not  being  a  prison  "  refer  to  the 
lock-up  at  Petty  Sessional  Courts  ?  He 
was  quite  sure  that  if  the  offenders  were 
not  remanded,  the  only  place  they 
could  be  safely  sent  to  was  the  lock-up, 
and  he  should,  therefore,  strongly  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston. 

Mr.  WHARTON  (York,  W.R., 
Bipon)  saidi  h^  wisl^ed-to  point  out  tb<lt' 
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the  clause  was  only  permissive ;  it  was 
not  compulsory  on  the  magistrates.  If 
the  offence  was  sufficient  to  warrant  it, 
the  magistrate  would  order  the  culprit 
to  be  sent  to  prison,  and  thence  to  a 
reformatory.  Their  object  was  to  pre- 
vent the  child  becoming  what  was 
known  as  a  *'  gaol  bird,"  and  to  allow 
him  to  be  detained  at  the  house  of 
the  Superintendent  or  Inspector,  or 
as  the  magistrate  might  decide,  until 
the  reformatory  school  was  ready  to 
recive  him.  That,  again,  was  simply 
a  permissive  and  not  a  compulsory 
power,  which  they  wished  to  confer  on 
the  magistrates. 

Mb.  PIGTON  (Leicester)  said,  there 
was  a  tendency  among  hon.  Gentlemen 
supporting  the  Amendment  to  exagge- 
rate the  difference  as  between  children 
sent  to  a  reformatory  school  and  those 
sent  to  an  industrial  school.  At  a  re- 
formatory the  children  had  indeed  been 
convicted  of  crime,  but  they  were  really 
of  the  same  character  as  those  sent  to 
industrial  schools.  A  large  number  of 
them  were  very  young  children,  whom  it 
was  almost  a  crime  to  send  to  gaol,  and 
there  was  in  the  country  a  growing 
feeling  against  this  being  done.  He 
hoped  the  Committee  would  support  the 
clause,  and  not  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Tomlinson).  It  was  right, 
in  his  opinion,  that  discretion  should  be 
given  to  the  magistrates,  and  if  they 
found  before  them  a  boy  of  14  years  of 
age,  whom  it  would  be  dangerous  to 
send  to  the  workhouse,  he  thought  it 
was  well  to  allow  them  to  send  him  to 
prison.  On  the  other  hand,  in  a  case 
where  there  was  considerable  hope  of 
improvement  in  the  future,  surely  it 
would  be  a  right  thing  to  allow  the 
magistrates  to  send  the  child  to  the 
workhouse  or  some  other  place,  where 
he  could  be  securely  kept  until  he  could 
be  sent  to  the  school. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  said,  if,  as  it  was 
contended,  the  power  was  optional,  the 
Bill  itself  should  say  what  the  alterna- 
tive was  to  be. 

Mb.  DUGDALE  said,  it  was  practi- 
cally in  the  discretion  of  the  magistrate, 
and  the  words  were  taken  from  the  Indus- 
trial Schools  Act,  1866.  By  that  Act,  if 
there  were  no  poor  house  at  a  convenient 
distance,  the  child  was  to  be  detained  in 
such  other  place,  not  being  a  prison,  as 
the  magistrate  thought  fit.  These  words 
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of  the  Act  he  had  incorporated  in  the 
present  Bill.  No  doubt,  some  person 
could  be  found  to  whom  the  magistrate 
would  be  willing  to  entrust  the  child 
for  safe  custody  until  a  reformatory  was 
ready  for  him.  He  would  be  sent  some- 
times to  a  place  in  the  neighbourhood, 
or  sometimes  to  a  workhouse,  as  the 
case  might  be.  If  they  thought  that  the 
child  ought  to  be  sent  to  prison,  they 
could  send  him  there;  but  he  hoped  that 
in  many  cases  they  would  be  able  to  send 
him  direct  to  a  reformatory.  A  case  had 
occurred  within  his  own  knowledge  of  a 
boy  who  stabbed  a  man  in  the  street,  and 
so  nearly  killed  him  that  he  would  have 
died  had  he  not  been  within  a  very  short 
distance  of  a  neighbouring  hospital. 
The  boy  was  sent  to  prison  for  14  days 
and  then  to  a  reformatory ;  but,  from 
the  circumstances,  he  (Mr.  Dugdale) 
would  have  been  glad  if  he  could  have 
sent  him  to  a  reformatory  at  once,  but 
was  unable  to  do  so  owing  to  the  state 
of  the  law.  That  case,  in  his  opinion, 
showed  the  necessity  for  a  clause  of  this 
kind. 

Mr.  WHAETON  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Preston  did  not 
take  note  of  the  fact  that  a  remand  was 
ordered  during  the  progress  of  a  case. 
But  they  were  dealing  here  with  a  case 
that  had  been  concluded. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  wanted 
to  know  what  was  the  alternative,  see- 
ing that  the  clause  was  optional  ?  He 
understood  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
to  say  a  short  time  ago  that  it  was  a 
remand,  but  now  he  said  it  was  not  so. 

Mr.  dugdale  said,  the  clause  gave 
power  to  detain  the  offender  until  he 
was  sent  to  a  reformatory. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  not  shown  the 
alternative  to  sending  him  to  prison 
while  he  was  waiting  to  go  to  a  refor- 
matory. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  said,  he  did  not 
see  the  difficulty  suggested  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Preston,  because  the  magistrate,  under 
the  Act,  would  have  power  if  necessary, 
and  if  nobody  could  be  found  to  take 
charge  of  the  child,  to  give  him  a  short 
term  of  imprisonment  in  order  to  keep 
him  in  custody.  As  he  understood  the 
clause  it  gave  the  magistrate  permission  to 
omit  the  sentence  of  imprisonment,  but 
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prison  authority  of  the  diBtrict  in  vhich 
the  conviction  took  plaoe. 

Cl&iiee  agretd  to. 

Clause  6  (Escaping  from  places  of 
detention)  agrtei  to. 

Clause  7  {Penalty  on  peraone  inducing 
offenders  to  escape). 

Me.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  that  two 
months  seemed  hardLj  an  adequate  term 
of  imprison  meat  to  correspond  to  a 
money  penalty  of  £20,  and  as  the  maxi- 
mum term  of  imprisonment  was  rarely 
imposed,  it  would  end  in  the  practice  of 
only  a  month's  imprisonment  being 
usually  indicted  for  offences  so  serious 
as  inducing  young  offenders  to  abscond, 
or  harbouring  them  when  they  had  ab- 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
11,  leave  out  the  word  "two,  and  in- 
sertthe word  "six."— (Jfr../.  e  Tallot.-) 

Questioii proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  DUaDALE(Warwickshire,  Nun- 
eaton) said,  he  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  hardly  be  aware  that  two 
months'  imprisonment  was  the  maxi- 
mum term  that  could  be  imposed  under 
the  Industrial  Schools  and  Reforma- 
tory Schools  Acts. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  TTniversitiee)  said,  he  had 
an  Amendment  to  move  to  substitute  the 
word  "  Court "  for  the  word  "  Justices." 

The  chairman  said,  in  that  case 
the  Amendment  before  the  Committee 
would  have  to  be  withdrawn. 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  K.  A.  Mao- 
doit  ald,  the  following  Amendment 
mads: — In  line  II,  leave  out  the  word 
"  JuatieeB,"  and  insert  the  word  "Court." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
11,  to  leave  out  tne  word"two,"  and 
insert  the  word  "six." — (Mr.  J.  Q. 
Taliot.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
[uestion." 

Ma.   TOMLINSON    (Preston)   said, 

that  they  were  entitled  to  some  more 

solid  reason  against  this  Amendment 

than  had  been  given  by  hie  hon.  and 
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learned  Friend  (Mr.  Dugdale),when  h« 
referred  to  the  penalty  in  the  eziatuigf 
Acts.  There  might  be  many  cases  ia 
which  it  would  be  worth  while  to  get 
the  boy  out  of  the  way ;  and  as  he  took 
it  that  the  Bill  was  intended  to  be  largely 
acted  upon,  he  thought  the  Committee 
ought  to  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford  Univeruty 
(Mr.  J.  a.  Talbot),  which  he  should  do 
if  it  went  to  a  Division. 

An  hon.  Meuber  said,  he  should  like 
to  point  out  that  under  the  Summary 
Jurisdiction  Act  a  fine  not  exceeding 
£20,  or  not  exceeding  two  months'  im- 
prieonment,  was  imposed  on  the  person 
who  concealed  or  assisted  an  offender  to 
escape.  If,  therefore,  the  Amendment 
were  agreed  to,  they  would  have  in  force 
two  Acts  of  Parliament  at  variance  with 
each  other. 

Mr.  DUODALE  said,  it  would  be 
very  inconvenient  to  insert  in  the  Bill  a 
term  of  imprisonment  different  from 
that  which  was  provided  under  the 
Act  of  1 866,  and  he,  therefore,  felt  bonad 
to  oppose  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) said,  that  this  was  a  most 
merciful  Provision,  and  in  the  interest 
of  the  children  themselves,  and  in  order 
that  the  system  might  have  a  fair  chance 
of  working,  the  penalty  on  anyone  who 
frustrated  the  object  of  the  measure 
ought  to  be  a  very  severe  one.  He 
should,  therefore,  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  ditidtd: — Ayea  360 ; 
Noes  61:  Majority  199.— (Dlv.  List, 
No.  148.) 

Preamble  read,  and  agritd  to. 

Bill  rtforltd;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Widnetiag  next,  and  to  be 
printtd.     [Bill  295.] 

OATHS  BIL[j.-[Bii,L   7.] 

{,Ur.  Bradtaagh,   Sir  John   Simim,   Mt.   EMf, 

Mr.  Coartney  Keitnt/,HT.  Burl,  Mr.  CtltriJgt, 

Mr.  UtiHgwarti,   Mr,  Biehard  Caleiul  Bgrt, 

Mr.  Jettt  Callingi.) 

COUHTTTES. 

Bill  coniidertd  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  I  (Affirmation  may  be  made 
instead  of  oath). 
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Hb.  NOBBIS  (Tower  HaDil«ts,  Lima- 1 
hoose)  said,  in  riaing  to  more  the  j 
Amendmeut  in  hi>  name,  he  would  not  | 
diagniM  ttom  the  Committee  bia  inteu- ; 
titm  to  meet  this  Bill  on  all  its  stages 
with  nnoo^romiiing  oppoiition  and  ' 
Itoatililj.  He  belieTad  that  if,  uufortu-  ' 
natdj,  the  Bill  ahoaldbeoarried  through 
Committee,  and  through  the  House, 
there  woold  bo  throughout  the  country 
a  feeling  of  intense  indignation  and 
sorrow.  On  the  present  occasion  he 
■honhl  endeavour  to  excise  from  what 
he  had  to  say  anything  of  a  personal 
natore.  He  waa  obligea  to  remark  that 
it  waa  the  function  of  the  House  of  | 
Commons  to  represent  the  interests  of 
the  nation  at  large,  and  not  the  interests 
of  one  individual,  and  it  was  surprising 
to  him  that  so  many  days  and  hours 
should  have  been  wasted  on  a  matter, 
which,  except  in  a  religious  sense,  was 
one  of  inferior  importance.  He  con- 
tended that,  under  Standing  Order  63, 
the  portals  of  the  House  of  Commona 
were  open  to  man  of  every  persua- 
rion. 

Thb  CHAIBMAN  s«d,  he  would 
point  ont  to  the  hon,  Qentleman  that  he 
must  speak  to  the  Amendment  ha  pro- 
posed to  move. 

Mb.  NOBHIS  said,  he  was  under  the 
impression  that  he  was  speaking  to  his 
Amendment,  which  was  to  the  effect 
that  the  Bill  should  not  apply  to  those 
who  stated  that  they  had  no  religious 
belief,  and  he  was  about  to  adduce  argu- 
ment on  which  that  Amendment  was 
based.  He  had  said  that  they  had 
opened  tbeir  portals  very  widely  already, 
and  would  add  that,  for  his  part  and  on 
behalf  of  those  who  thought  with  him, 
he  was  not  disposed  to  admit  Qentlemen 
who  were  not  prepared  to  take  the  Oath, 
or  to  make  affirmation  in  the  form  ia 
which  it  was  now  prescribed.  He 
warned  the  House  that  irreligion  wa£ 
spreading,  and,  as  was  shown  hy  a 
Paper  by  a  Bev.  Bishop,  large  meotinga 
were  held  in  Victoria  Park  on  Sundays, 
at  which  the  most  sacred  subjects  were 
discussed  with  profanity  and  ribaldry. 
As  he  had  said,  they  welcomed  in  their 
midst  men  of  every  religious  persuasion ; 
hut  they  were  asked  in  this  Bill  to  allow 
men  who  had  no  religious  belief  what- 
ever to  make  a  solemn  affirmation. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
rose  to  Order.  The  word  "  solemn " 
was  the  aabject  of  a  later  Amendment. 


Tbe  CHAIBMAN  said,  he  must 
impress  on  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
iiecesHit;  of  giving  some  point  to  his 
argument. 

Mr.  NOBBIS  said,  that  no  man  had 
l^reater  deference  for  the  Chair  than 
himself,  and  he,  of  oourse,  bowed  to 
that  intimation.  He  held  in  his  hand 
an  eztraot  from  a  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Iiothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  who,  in 
1880,  said  that  no  new  law  was  neces- 
sary to  enable  a  Member  to  go  to  the 
Table  and  be  sworn.  They  had,  under 
the  Bules  of  Procedure,  the  opportunity 
of  taking  the  Oath  and  the  opportunity 
of  making  affirmation  ;  what  more,  then, 
was  necessary  ?  He  and  his  hon.  Friends 
were  not  prepared  to  ignore  the  religious 
feelings  inherent  in  tbe  people  of  this 
oountry,  by  whom,  from  the  Sovereign 
to  the  peasant,  the  name  of  Ood  was 
revered.  For  his  own  part,  he  would, 
in  the  matter  of  this  Bill,  accept  no 
compromise,  considering  it,  as  he  did, 
Traught  with  evil  consequences  and  con- 
trary to  the  first  principle  of  religion. 
Therefore,  in  defence  of  political,  moral, 
and  religious  principles,  he  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  standing  in  his 
name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  5,  after  the  word  ''  person," 
to  ioseit  the  word*  "  excepting  those  who  itste 
they  haye  no  religious  convictions." — (Mr. 
Aim*..) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  said,  it  waa  per- 
fectly impossible  that  the  House  could 
accept  tiiis  Amendment,  which  went  in 
the  teeth  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill  as 
affirmed  by  a  majority  of  100  in  a  full 
House.  He  did  not  condescend  to  dis- 
cuss what  the  hon.  Member  called  the 
reasons  for  his  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  ~{lUr.  AndtT' 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  said,  it  was  of 
course  impossible  to  make  effective  pro- 
gress with  the  Bill  that  day,  and  there- 
fore, as  the  Amendment  waa  of  impor- 
tance, he  did  not  oppose  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Question  put,  and  egrttd  to. 
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Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wednesday  next. 

MARRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIFE'S 
SISTER  BILL.— [Bill  2.] 

{Mr,  Ileneage^  Mr,  Broadhurtt,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr, 

Charles     Cameron,    Mr.    Jesse    CoUings,   Mr, 

Herbert    Gardner,  Mr.   Robert  Reid,  Mr,  T. 

W.  Russell,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Mr,  Beneaye,) 

Mr.  M*LAEEN  (Cheshire.  Crewe) 
said,  he  desired  to  ask  Mr.  Speaker, 
whether  it  would  be  competent  to  him 
to  move  in  Committee  an  Amendment 
authorizing  marriage  with  a  deceased 
husband's  brother  ?  If  not,  he  would 
move  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  object  which 
the  hon.  Qentleman  has  in  view  can 
only  be  attained  by  an  Instruction  to 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  M'LAEEN  said,  the  principle 
involved  in  the  Instruction  was  very 
important,  and  it  was  one  which  the 
House  could  not  possibly  consider  in  the 
four  minutes  which  remained  for  dis- 
cussion; therefore,  in  order  that  the 
question  might  come  forward  at  a  more 
convenient  period,  he  begged  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  would  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Qentleman  that  the 
Motion  had  not  yet  been  moved. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  said,  he  would,  in  that 
case,  merely  move  the  Instruction  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice  ;  and,  as  he 
did  not  wish  to  delay  or  talk  out  the  Bill, 
he  would  not  say  anything  further. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  be  an  iDstruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  extend  the  scope  of  the 
Bill  80  as  to  include  marriages  between  a 
woman  and  her  deceased  husband's  brother." — 
{Mr.  Walter  McLaren,) 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  as  the  hon.  Member  had  not  used 
any  arguments  in  support  of  his  Motion, 
he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  offer 
any  in  opposition  to  it,  and  would,  there- 
fore, claim  to  move,  *'  That  the  Question 
be  now  put." 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  As  no  arguments 
have  been  adduced  on  either  side,  I 


cannot  consent  to  put  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford,  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  might  perhaps  be 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words  upon  this 
Instruction,  which  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  moved  in  language 
adequate  to  the  subject.  For  his  part, 
he  could  take  no  share  in  it.  But  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  while  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneag^)  would,  by  his 
Bill,  pull  out  one  stone  of  the  great 
and  sacred  fabric  of  the  Marriage  Laws 
of  the  country,  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  desirous  of  pulling  out  many  others. 

It  being  half-past  Five  of  the  clock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Wednesdaf 
next. 

PARTNERSHIP  BILL.— [Bill  206.] 
{Colonel  Hill,  Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson,  Sir  Oeorge 
Elliot,  Sir   Charles  Palmer,  Mr.  Whitley,  Sir 
Albert  K,  Rollxt,  Mr,  Seals- Hay ne.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committe. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  (Short  title)  ayreed  to. 
Clause  2  (Commencement  of  Act). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wednesday  next. 


RIGHTS   OF   WAY   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bryce,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Rights  of  Way  in  Scotland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Bryce.  Mr. 
Arthur  Elliot,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  D.  Crawford, 
Mr.  Balrd,  Mr.  Asquith,  and  Mr.  Esslemont. 
Hill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  296.  ] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 

before  Six  o'dockt 
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Report — ^Lond  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,  Amend- 
ment (131). 

Pbovisional  Obdbr  Bills — First  Beading — 
Chi8  (No.  2)  *  (148) ;  Local  (Government 
(Highways)*  (149);  Local  Government 
(No.  7)  •  (150) ;  Local  Government  (Port)* 
(161). 

Second  Reading  —  Pablic  Health  (Scotland) 
(Denny  and  Dani|Mce  Water)*  (136). 

Committee — J2«por/— Local  Government  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  4)*  (120);  Local  Government 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  6)*  (121);  Metropolitan 
Commons  (ChisleharBt  and  St.  Paul's  Cray)  * 
(122). 

Third  Beading— Jjocal  Government*  (113); 
Local  Government  (No.  2)*  (114);  Local 
Government  (Poor  Law)  *  (115)  ;  Local 
Government  (Poor  Law)  (No.  2)*  (116); 
Local  Government  (Poor  Law)  (No.  3)  * 
(117),  hnd  passed. 

AUGMENTATION    OF  BENEFICES  ACT 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  78.) 

(The  Lord  Chanedlor.) 

BBOOND  BEADINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing,  read.  ^ 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  (Lord 
Halsbubt),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  explained  that 
there  were  certain  funds  at  his  disposal, 
derived  from  the  sale  of  certain  livings, 
for  the  augmentation  of  benefices.  The 
snm,  unfortunately,  did  not  now  exceed 
£5,000.  At  present  the  amount  which 
he  could  allocate  out  of  this  money  in 
augmentation  of  a  clergyman's  income 
depended  in  each  case  upon  the  number  of 
the  population  of  the  parish.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  before  the  House  was  to 
abolish  this  condition  and  to  enable  him 
to  augment  livings  which  were  below 
£200  a-year  without  paying  regard  to 
population.  A  clergyman,  he  held, 
ought  not  to  be  asked  to  undertake  the 
work  of  any  parish  for  a  smaller  income 
than  £200.  The  Bill  woiild  enable  him 
to  augment  benefices  up  to  that  amount. 

Moved,''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (rA#  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

OPEN    SPACES    (METROPOLIS)  —  THE 

LAW  COURTS  SITE;  WESTMINSTER 

ABBEY  (PARLIAMENT  SQUARE) ;   THE 

BRITISH  MUSEUM. 

QT7S8TIONS.     OBSEBVATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  MEATH  said,  he  rose 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
first  of  three  Questions  with  reference 


to  open  spaces,  and  it  was.  Whether  it 
was  their  intention  within  a  reasonable 
period  to  build  over  the  entire  open 
space  at  present  adjoining  the  Law 
Courts,  and  bounded  on  the  Western 
and  South- Western  sides  by  King's 
College  Hospital  and  Clement's  Inn ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  they  would  have 
any  objection  to  lay  out  and  maintain 
as  a  public  garden  such  portion  of  the 
space  as  they  do  not  intend  to  cover 
with  buildings?  Although  this  space 
was  not  a  large  one,  it  was  one  well 
worth  preserving  or  allowing  the  public 
to  use  until  it  was  built  upon.  It  was 
the  only  spot  from  which  the  Law  Courts 
could  be  well  seen  to  advantage.  The 
district  was  densely  populated,  and  it 
was  very  badly  off  for  open  spaces. 
The  experience  of  the  Metropolitan 
Public  Gardens  Association  was  that 
the  working  classes  could  be  trusted 
to  maintain*  order  among  themselves 
and  to  preserve  property  of  which 
they  had  the  enjoyment.  He  under- 
stood the  Government  desired  to  build 
Bankruptcy  offices  in  close  proximity  to 
the  Law  Courts ;  but  that  was  no  reason 
why  this  site  should  be  left  in  its  present 
dilapidated  condition ;  nor  would  that 
be  a  necessary  consequence  of  making  a 
road  through  it  if  it  were  necessary  to 
do  it.  It  was  two  years  since  it  was 
said  that  Bankruptcy  buildings  were 
going  to  be  built,  and  yet  nothing  had 
been  done ;  and  if  the  land  was  not 
going  to  be  appropriated  at  once  the 
public  might  have  the  enjoyment  until 
it  was  required. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYS8  said,  there 
was  an  apparent  inconsistency  between 
this  Question  and  the  third  on  the  Paper, 
in  which  the  noble  Earl  suggested  the 
planting  of  trees  on  the  space  near  the 
British  Museum,  which  trees  would  in- 
terfere with  the  public  view  of  the  build- 
ing. It  appeared  that  wherever  the 
noble  Lord  saw  an  open  space  he 
desired  to  plant  trees. 

Earl  GEANYILLE  said,  that  one  or 
two  trees  would  not  destroy  the  view  of 
either  building. 

Earl  FORTESCUE  said,  he  would 
support  the  appeal  of  the  noble  Earl 
for  permission  to  use  the  Law  Courts 
space  as  a  recreation  ground,  a  privilege 
which,  to  judge  from  experience,  would 
be  greatly  appreciated ;  the  neighbour- 
hood being  densely  populated,  Lincoln's 
Inn    Fieldis    being    unfortunately  still 
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closed,  and  only  a  narrow  strip  of  em- 
bankment garden  at  all  within  reach. 

Lord  HENNIKER  said,  the  Bank- 
ruptcy  offices  were  to  be  built  chiefly 
upon  a  part  of  the  site  of  Clement's  Inn 
acquired  by  the  Government  last  year. 
Part  of  this  open  space  might  also  be 
wanted  for  these  offices  and  part  or  all 
of  it  might  also  be  required — and  it 
was  impossible  to  say  how  soon — for  the 
extension  of  the  Boyal  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice, which  he  was  told  by  the  First 
Commissioner  was  desired  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  At 
the  present  time  there  were  many  de- 
mands upon  the  Office  of  Works  for 
new  buildings,  as,  for  instance,  the  War 
Office  and  Admiralty  buildings,  and 
others,  and  it  might  be  some  years 
before  the  Treasury  would  grant  all 
the  money  required  for  the  improve- 
ments of  the  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice. 
If  in  the  meantime  any  expense  were  to 
be  incurred  in  making  the  land  avail- 
able for  recreation,  such  expense  ought 
to  be  borne  by  the  Metropolis  rather 
than  by  the  funds  provided  by  Par- 
liament, inasmuch  as  the  benefit  was 
of  a  local  kind,  and  not  one  which 
should  be  paid  for  by  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  If  the  Metropolitan  Board, 
the  local  Vestry,  or  the  Metropolitan 
Gardens  Association,  over  which  the 
noble  Earl  presided,  desired  to  adapt 
the  land  temporarily  as  a  recreation 
ground,  the  Office  of  Works  were  per- 
fectly willing  to  consider  any  scheme  that 
might  be  submitted  to  them,  subject  to 
the  imperative  condition  that  the  liberty 
of  the  Government  to  deal  with  the 
land  for  their  own  purposes  at  any  time 
should  not  be  in  any  way  prejudiced. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbury)  said,  it  seemed  to  him  an 
extraordinary  proposition  that  land  pur- 
chased at  great  cost  for  Courts  of  Justice 
should  be  devoted  to  other  purposes. 
Of  course,  he  had  nothing  to  say  to  any 
temporary  use  of  it  that  might  not  inter- 
fere with  its  ultimate  destination ;  but 
the  administration  of  justice  to  clamour- 
ing suitors  was  hampered  by  the  want 
of  Courts  to  sit  in,  and  in  these  circum- 
stances it  was  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  commit  itself  to  devote  a 
piece  of  land  bought  expressly  for  Courts 
of  Justice  at  a  high  price  to  any  other 
purpose  whatever.  As  to  the  inconve- 
nience of  the  Courts  of  Justice,  it  was 
only  just  to  remember  that  they  were 
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planned  for  one  system  of  administra- 
tion and  were  used  for  another,  and  if 
any  inconvenience  resulted  it  was  not 
the  fault  of  the  architect  or  of  those  who 
adopted  the  plans ;  but,  speaking  from 
personal  experience,  -he  did  not  find 
there  was  much  inconvenience,  and  he 
certainly  thought  that  the  new  Courts 
were  an  improvement  upon  the  old  ones. 
Eabl  nelson  said,  he  thought  the 
site  in  question  was  originally  purchased 
for  the  rebuilding  of  one  of  the  churches 
the  Strand — St.   Clement  Danes — 
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when  it  was  taken  down  for  the  widen- 
ing of  the  Strand. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  hoped 
that  no  Government  would  ever  contem- 
plate building  upon  the  whole  or  the 
greater  portion  of  the  site  in  question  ; 
it  would  spoil  the  view  of  the  exist- 
ing buildings  if  they  did.  The 
public  would  benefit  much  more  from 
leaving  the  land  as  an  open  space  than 
from  occupying  any  portion  of  it  with 
buildings.  There  was  always  a  tempta- 
tion if  you  had  a  vacant  piece  of  land  to 
build  upon  it.  He  should  like  to  see  so 
much  of  this  land  as  was  really  neces- 
sary to  preserve  the  view  of  the  present 
buildings  from  obstruction  definitely 
devoted  to  a  purpose  that  would  render 
it  in  the  highest  degree  unlikely  that  it 
would  ever  be  built  upon. 

The  Earl  of  MEATH  begged,  on 
behalf  of  his  Association,  to  thank  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Henniker)  for  the 
offer  he  had  made  on  behalf  of  the 
Government.  He  wished,  further,  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  whether 
they  would  permit  the  public  to  enter 
during  the  hours  of  daylight  the  small 
enclosure  facing  the  Abbey  and  the 
Houses  of  Parliament,  in  which  the 
statue  of  Canning  was  situated  ?  He 
did  not  think  that  there  was  any  neces- 
sity for  further  open  spaces  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. There  were  several  in  the  district 
around  ;  but  there  was  no  spot  where  a 
foreigner  or  any  individual  who  visited 
the  Metropolis  could  sit  down  in  peace 
and  quiet  and  contemplate  and  study 
carefully  the  architectural  beauties  which 
surrounded  Parliament  Square.  He 
thought  that  a  few  seats  should  be  pro- 
vided. The  Association  with  which  he 
was  connected  had  placed  seats  in  the 
open  space  in  front  of  the  Abbey,  but  no 
view  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament  could 
be  had  from  them.    All  he  asked  waa 
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that  the  spot  to  which  his  Question 
referred  should  be  thrown,  as  it  were, 
into  the  roadway,  just  as  they  saw  such 
places  in  Continental  towns,  and  that 
the  grass  and  shrubs  should  be  left  and 
seats  placed  there. 

LoBD  HENNIKBR  said,  that  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Earl  pointed  to 
the  Square  being  thrown  open  to 
foreigners  and  strangers.  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  had  considered 
the  question  carefully,  and  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  was  impossible  to  reserve 
an  open  space  such  as  was  proposed  for 
any  particular  class  of  persons,  and  he 
did  not  consider  that  this  spot  of  ground 
was  a  suitable  one  to  which  the  general 
public  should  be  admitted. 

Eabl  OHANYILLE  said,  he  did  not 
understand  that  the  Question  had  been 
put  in  the  form  in  which  the  noble  Lord 
seemed  to  think  it  had— namely,  as  to 
whether  this  open  space  should  be  re- 
serred  entirely  for  foreigners  and 
strangers,  which  was  obviously  impos- 
sible. The  object  was  to  have  the  spot 
thrown  open  for  the  benefit  of  all. 

Thb  PEIME  minister  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
said,  that  reference  was  made  by  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Meath)  to  con- 
templative persons.  He  was  afraid  that 
the  small  boys  of  London  would  infest 
and  take  possession  of  the  Square  if 
they  threw  it  open,  and  their  occupations 
would  not  favour  that  aesthetic  contem- 
plation which  the  noble  Earl  desired  to 
see 

Eabl  FORTESCUE  said,  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  reconsider  his 
decision.  He  thought  that  there  were 
places  in  the  Square  where  seats  could 
be  placed  under  the  trees.  If  the  ex- 
isting railings  were  moved  a  few  feet 
back,  behind  the  seats,  the  houses  would 
be  effectually  protected  from  annoyance. 

LoBD  HENNIKER  said,  that  he 
thought  there  would  be  no*  difficulty 
in  placiog  seats  in  Parliament  Square  if 
desired.  There  were  many  reasons 
which  he  had  not  thought  it  right  to 
trouble  their  lordships  with,  such  as  the 
question  of  which  the  noble  Marquess — 
the  Prime  Minister — had  spoken  of,  in- 
jury to  property,  and  so  on,  which  would 
result  upon  the  throwingopenof  this  spot. 

The  Mabqitess  of  KIPON  asked, 
whether  the  noble  Lord  would  under- 
take that  aeata  should  be  placed  in  Par- 


liament Square  where  it  was  possible  to 
do  so? 

Lord  HENNIKER  said,  he  would 
undertake  to  submit  the  matter  to  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL  said,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the 
Government  had  come  to  a  sound  de- 
cision not  to  throw  this  space  open  to 
the  public.  Such  a  change  would  be 
injurious  and  unjust^  to  vendors  and 
purchasers  of  property. 

The  Eabl  of  MEATH  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  whether  they 
would  at  the  proper  season  plant  some 
trees  in  the  open  space  in  front  of  the 
British  Museum?  He  thought  that  if 
trees  were  more  generally  planted,  as 
they  were  in  America,  where  in  some 
places  evervone  planted  a  tree  on  a 
particular  day,  it  would  be  an  excellent 
thing.  Their  Lordships  were  well  aware 
that  trees  added  not  only  to  the  beautv 
of  the  Metropolis,  but  also  to  the  health 
of  London. 

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  said,  he  cer- 
tainly  had  no  wish  to  stop  the  planting 
of  trees  in  the  Metropolis  ;  but  he 
thought  that  they  could  nave  too  much 
of  a  good  thing.  Care  should  be  taken 
not  to  plant  the  trees  too  close  together, 
and  allowance  ought  to  be  made  for 
their  rapid  growth,  as  it  was  very  un- 
desirable that  views  of  the  Parks  should 
be  shut  out  by  them. 

LoBD  HENNIKER  said,  that  he 
could  not  then  give  an  answer  to  the 
Question  put  by  his  noble  Friend,  be- 
cause the  matter  was  at  present  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Trustees  of  the 
British  Museum,  who  had  not  yet  con- 
veyed their  views  to  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works. 

COMPANIES  ACTS. 

BILL  PBESENTED.      FIBST  BEADING. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbuby),  in  rising  to  call  attention 
to  the  Companies  Acts,  and  to  pre- 
sent a  Bill  to  the  House,  said :  Your 
Lordships  may  remember  that  in  the 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  at 
the  opening  of  the  Session,  it  was  inti- 
mated that  a  measure  would  be  intro- 
duced dealing  with  the  question  of 
Limited  Liability  Companies.  I  am 
afraid,  however,  that  the  prospects  of 
Business  in  '* another  place"  render  it 
impossible  for  us  to  deal  with  the  whole 
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subject  in  the  way  which  would  be  most 
satisfactory.  By  the  most  satisfactory 
way,  I  mean  by  introducing  somethiug 
in  the  nature  of  a  Consolidation  and 
Amendment  Bill  at  the  same  time.  At 
the  same  time,  it  is  a  subject  which 
would  be  properly  dealt  with  in  that 
manner ;  but,  as  I  have  said,  it  is  im- 
possible from  the  state  of  Business  in 
''another  place''  to  assume  that  any 
Bill  of  that  character  would  have  any 
chance  of  passing  in  the  present  Session. 
The  Guvernment  have,  therefore,  been 
compelled  to  take  what  they  believe  to 
be  the  most  prominent  points  which  re- 
quire immediate  amendment,  and  to 
place  them  in  a  comparatively  short  and 
small  measure,  and  to  invite  your  Lord- 
ships to  agree  to  it.  Of  course  no  one 
would  suggest  that  there  should  be  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  restriction  on  the 
various  industrial  associations,  called  by 
whatever  name  they  may  be,  upon 
which  so  much  of  the  commerce  and 
industry  of  this  country  is  dependent. 
Your  Lordships  will  probably  remember 
that  in  1856,  Mr.  Lowe,  then  a  Member 
of  the  other  House  and  now  a  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  this  House,  in- 
troduced a  Joint  Stock  Companies  Bill ; 
and  one  particular  branch  of  it  he  treated 
in  a  somewhat  light-hearted  way.  I 
think  the  then  existing  law  was  passed 
in  pursuance  of  the  recommendations  of 
a  Select  Committee ;  and  Mr.  Lowe— I 
will  not  say  as  his  manner  was,  but  as 
certainly  sometimes  occurred  in  his 
speeches — indulged  in  a  certain  amount 
of  sarcasm  on  those  who  had  previously 
dealt  with  the  subject,  suggesting  that 
the  Select  Committee,  which  had  set  for 
a  very  long  time,  seemed  to  be  rather 
composing  a  sensational  novel  than 
legislating;  because  in  their  Beports 
they  referred  to  the  systematic  plunder 
which  had  been  carried  on  and  the  fate 
of  the  unhappy  victims,  and  he  asked 
what  became  of  the  knaves.  No  doubt 
a  great  many  of  the  subjects  which  the 
Committee  dealt  with  pointed  very  much 
to  the  existence  of  that  class  of  persons. 
I  am  afraid  it  is  not  possible  now  to 
deal  with  the  existeace  of  the  class  of 
persons  who  get  up  Companies  to  de- 
fraud numbers  of  unwary  people  ;  and, 
undoubtedly  the  existence  of  such  a 
class  and  their  success  operate  injuri- 
ously in  more  ways  than  one.  A  great 
amount  of  capital  has  undoubtedly  been 
employed    since    the    passing    of    the 
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Limited  Liability  Act  with  advantage  to 
the  State ;  but  it  is  also  true  that  to  the 
State  a  g^eat  amount  of  capital  has 
been  lost  and  has  passed  into  the  pockets 
of  fraudulent  persons  ;  and  it  has  some- 
times been  the  experience  of  those  who 
sit  in  the  Courts  of  Law  that  the  fraudu- 
lent promoter  of  one  period  of  the  year 
is  the  wrecker  of  the  next  period  of  the 
year ;  and  that  he  may  turn  up  in  a 
third  character  as  the  promoter  of  a 
company  which  is  to  rise,  Phoenix-like, 
from  the  ashes  of  the  Company  which 
he  first  founded  and  then  destroyed  and 
took  from  its  assets  all  that  it  possessed 
of  any  yalue.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, it  has  been  strongly  urged  from 
various  parts  of  the  country  that  some 
measures  should  be  taken,  if  possible,  to 
prevent  the  fraudulent  initiation  of  Com- 
panies— not,  indeed,  to  protect  people 
from  rash  adventure.  I  entirely  agfee 
with  the  argument  of  Mr.  Lowe  on  the 
occasion  to  which  I  have  referred,  that 
you  cannot  protect  people  from  the  con- 
sequences of  rash  speculation.  They 
must  look  out  for  themselves.  But  you 
can  try  to  prevent  the  machinery  which 
the  State  has  invented  from  being  made 
use  of  for  improper  and  fraudulent  pur- 
poses ;  and  it  is  in  that  direction  that 
the  legislation  to  which  I  invite  your 
Lordships'  attention  is  intended  to 
operate.  The  principal  machinery  which 
is  intended  to  work  in  that  direction  is 
by  introducing  a  system  of  provisional 
registration,  which  will  impose  on  those 
who  initiate  Companies  the  necessity  of 
taking  on  themselves  the  responsibility 
which  they  now  too  often  thrust  on 
other  persons,  and  will  secure  that  there 
shall  be  some  kind  of  guarantee  that 
the  Companies  themselves  have  some 
kind  of  foundation — solid  foundation — 
as  evidenced  by  the  best  test  that  can  be 
applied — namely,  that  there  shall  be  a 
certain  amount  of  capital  actually  in 
hand,  and  that  those  persons  shall  be 
made  responsible  who  are  putting  for- 
ward the  Company — who  are  the  pro* 
moters,  in  fact-— a  word  which  is  very 
easy  to  use  and  understand,  but  not 
always  so  easy  to  define  when  you  come 
to  a  Court  of  Law  for  the  purpose  of 
attaching  responsibility.  The  provisional 
registration  having  been  obtained,  it  will 
be  an  essential  condition  of  the  Company's 
obtaining  incorporation  that  certain  con- 
ditions shall  be  complied  with ;  one  of 
them  being,  as  I  have  said,  the  necessity 
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of  pTOTiDg  that  they  have  that  propor- 
tion of  their  capital  paid  up,  that  there 
are  such  and  such  a  number  of  bond  fide 
shareholders,  and  that  the  persons  who 
are  taking  upon  themselves  the  creation 
of  this  new  legal  venture  under  the 
Joint  Stock  Acts  shall  themselves  be 
persons  who  have  a  substantial  interest 
in  the  concern.  In  1867  the  defective 
state  of  the  law,  with  reference  to  the 
class  of  persons  to  whom  I  have  referred 
and  the  familiar  machinery  of  fraud 
which  was  being  constantly  employed, 
induced  the  Legislature  to  pass  an  Act 
amending  the  former  Acts  and  to  pass 
what  we  know  as  the  38th  section  of 
that  Act.  It  is  as  well  that  I  should 
call  your  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
provisions  of  that  section.  It  pro- 
vides:— 

'*  EYery  x^rospectas  of  a  Company,  and  every 
notice  inviting  personB  to  sabscribe  for  Bhares 
in  any  Joint  Stock  Company,  shall  specify  the 
dates  and  the  names  of  the  parties  to  any  con- 
Uact  entered  into  by  the  Company,  or  the  pro- 
moters, directors,  or  trustees  thereof,  before  the 
issue  of  such  prospectus  or  notice,  whether  sub- 
ject to  adoption  by  the  directors,  or  the  Com- 
pany, or  otherwise ;  and  any  prospectus  or 
notice  not  specifying  the  same  shall  be  deemed 
fraudulent  on  the  part  of  the  promoters,  direc- 
tors, and  officers  of  the  Company  knowingly 
issuing  the  same  as  regards  any  person  taking 
shares  in  the  Company  on  the  faith  of  such 
prospectus,  unless  he  shall  have  had  notice  of 
such  contract." 

Now,  I  cannot  congratulate  the  drafts- 
man on  the  mere  language  of  the  section ; 
but,  apart  from  the  drafting,  the  diffi- 
culties that  exist  under  that  section  are 
such  that  it  is  impossible  not  to  know 
that  almost  every  Court  has  expressed  a 
different  opinion  on  the  effect  of  the 
section.  First,  as  respects  contracts 
entered  into  by  the  Company  itself, 
every  contract  for  everything,  for  a 
sheet  of  paper,  a  pen,  or  a  bottle  of  ink, 
of  course,  is  included  in  those  general 
words;  and  when  you  come  beyond  that 
to  the  portion  of  the  section  which  fol- 
lows, and  which  requires  the  disclosure 
of  the  particulars  of  any  contract  entered 
into  by  the  promoters  or  trustees  before 
the  issue  of  the  prospectus  or  notice, 
the  words  are  so  general  as  to  compre- 
hend every  contract  entered  into  by 
them.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  drafts- 
man had  in  his  mind  that  some  limita- 
tion ought  to  be  placed  on  them,  as,  for 
instance,  that  the  contracts  were  to  have 
relation  to  the  business  of  the  Company. 


There  was  the  absolute  difficulty  of  put- 
ting any  such  limitation  upon  it,  and 
finding,  I  suppose,  that  difficulty,  he 
got  rid  of  it  by  omitting  any  limitation 
at  all,  and  has  left  it  to  the  Courts  of 
Law  to  find  out  what  limitation  they 
could  impose.  The  Courts  of  Law  vainly 
endeavoured  to  do  so.  I  only  point  to 
this  as  establishing  this  proposition  that 
some  provision  of  this  kind,  some  check 
of  this  sort  upon  what  the  promoters  do, 
is  necessary.  This,  of  course,  raises  the 
difficulty  as  to  what  a  promoter  is.  The 
difficulties  of  the  Courts  in  their  con- 
struction of  the  term  have  been  such 
that  I  think  it  is  very  obvious  that  some 
alteration  of  the  law  is  required.  It  is, 
of  course,  easy  to  eriticize  and  to  point 
out  that  there  is  a  defect;  it  is  not  always 
so  easy  to  supply  a  remedy.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  the  provisions,  to  which 
I  shall  invite  your  Lordships  assent,  will 
conclusively  get  rid  of  the  difficulty, 
because  it  is  inherent  in  the  nature  of 
the  thing.  The  iron  framework  of  a 
definition  is  not  capable  of  the  elasticity 
of  the  Common  Law,  and  the  moment 
you  have  caught  the  promoter  by  some 
kind  of  language,  the  moment  you  have 
something  like  a  definition  of  a  specific 
description  of  the  persons  of  the  class  re- 
ferred to,  they  immediately  set  themselves 
to  get  outside  the  exact  wording  of  the 
clause  and  perform  the  same  operation 
which  has  been  prohibited  in  a  different 
way.  There  is  one  other  class  of  provi- 
sions to  which  I  invite  your  Lordships' 
attention.  One  of  the  great  complaints 
made  has  been  the  mode  in  which  the 
assets  of  the  Company  are  represented 
in  its  accounts.  Your  Lordships  know 
that  Banking  Companies,  under  a  spe- 
cific provision,  are  compelled  to  submit 
the  accounts  to  an  auditor  and  to  publish 
them.  That  provision  does  not  apply  to 
joint  stock  banks  generally,  and  it  has 
been  brought  to  my  attention  that  in  a 
great  many  instances,  particularly  in 
the  North  of  England,  companies  have 
been  started  with  alleged  capital  in 
which  worn-out  machinery  is  repre- 
sented as  being  of  prime  value  and  at 
cost  price.  That  was  said  to  be  one  of 
the  great  sources  of  the  frauds  com- 
mitted by  persons  who  get  up  com- 
panies, buying  old  worn-out  machinery, 
suggesting  that  it  is  new  and  valuable, 
capable  of  turning  out  a  large  amount 
of  produce.    When,  however,  the  con- 
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oern  comes  to  be  worked  by  a  great 
number  of  poor  and  ignorant  persons, 
who  place  their  savings  in  undertakings 
of  this  kind,  it  is  found  out  in  a  very 
short  time  that  the  whole  affair  is  insol- 
vent, and  has  been  founded  on  the  wreck 
and  ruin  of  what  was  a  former  com- 
pany. One  expedient  to  check  such 
proceedings  which  was  suggested  was 
this.  It  is  that  it  should  be  compulsory 
on  the  companies  to  furnish  something 
like  a  balance-sheet  and  account  of 
their  assets,  and  from  time  to  time  a  re- 
valuation of  their  assets,  so  as  to  give 
information  to  those  who  are  anxiously 
inquiring  into  the  concern.  A  p;reat 
difficulty,  of  course,  exists  in  providing 
a  balance-sheet  which  shall  be  applic- 
able to  every  form  of  industry.  Some 
balance-sheets  would  exhibit  the  par- 
ticulars required  in  a  form  which  would 
be  perfectly  intelligible  if  applied  to 
one  particular  business,  but  if  made 
compulsory  upon  all  companies  would 
be  obviously  imsatisfaotory.  We  have 
thought  it  right,  therefore,  that  provi- 
sion should  be  made  for  making  a 
balance-sheet  compulsory  and  satisfac- 
tory to  some  Government  Department 
—the  Board  of  Trade,  most  naturally. 
Those  were  the  general  lines  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  invite  your  Lordships  to  read  it  a 
first  time. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Companies  Act, 
lBe2 -- Presented  (The  Lord  Chan- 
osllob). 

LoBD  HEESOHELL :  I  am  satisfied 
that  an  endeavour  is  about  to  be  made 
to  meet  the  evils  to  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  referred.  At  the  same 
time  I  think  experience  shows  that  it  is 
easier  to  see  what  the  disease  is  than  to 
find  out  a  remedy  for  it.  However 
elaborate  your  amending  provisions  may 
be,  it  is  possible  that  they  may  form  an 
obstacle  and  an  impediment  to  those 
whose  enterprize  we  do  not  wish  to 
hinder,  while  at  the  same  time  they  will 
be  walked  round  or  walked  through  by 
the  very  persons  whom  it  is  our  interest 
to  shut  out.  A  measure  of  this  descrip- 
tion depends  entirely  on  the  details. 
Whether  the  scheme  is  one  which  will 
meet  with  the  approval  of  your  Lord- 
ships I  cannot  of  course  say,  but  I  do 
not  feel  that  it  is  possible,  after  the 
statement  just  made,  to  go  further  now 
than  to  express  my  wish  to  give  all  the 
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assistance  I  can  in  meeting  the  evils 
brought  before  the  notice  of  your  Lord- 
ships. 

BiU  read  \\    (No.  163.) 

HouBe  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Six 
o'dook,  till  To-morrow  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock* 
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UNITED  TELEPHONE    COMPANY  BILL 

(by  Order). 
SEOOITD    BEADING. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  be 
deferred  until  Monday  next." 

Colonel  MAKINS  (Essex,  S.W.) 
said,  he  had  been  told  that  if  the  Bill 
appeared  upon  the  Paper  that  day  there 
would  be  no  doubt  that  it  would  be 
taken.  He  had  given  Notice  of  his  in« 
tention  to  move  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill.  He  understood  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  whose  name  was  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill  was  not  able  to  be  in  his 
place,  and  on  the  distinct  understanding 
that  the  Bill  would  be  taken  on  Monday, 
or  some  arrangement  made  for  a  day 
on  which  it  would  be  brought  forward, 
he  would  not  oppose  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


89                 Poor  Law                 {Jttnb  14,  1888]  R$movaU.                 90 

tk  TTV  ^TT  m^^  report  to  headquarters  the  fact  of  his 

QU£STIO£(S.  (Constable  Deans)  having  given   such 

•—  evidence  on  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member 

ARMS  (IRELAND)  ACT— MR.  W.  COTTER  for  East  Clare ;  and,  whether,   without 

—REFUSAL  OF  LICENCE.  any  further  warning  and  without  any 

Mb.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked  ''^'^''\  ]TT   ^'"'''"^  ^w  '^'^'"''^ 

XI.     Au-  ra    ^       A ^u     T     i  ^ •  Constable  Deans  was  withm    a  week 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ix)rd^^^^^^  afterwards  summarily  dismissed   from 

tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr  Wilham  ^^^  ^      j  ^.^^  Constabularly  ? 

Cotter,  of  Breenymore,    County  Cork,  ^^^  ^^^^^    SECRETARY    (Mr. 

was  recommended  for  a  gun  licence  by  ^   j  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 

a  local  mi^strate;  and,  why  the  licence  County  Inspector  of   Constabulary  re- 

''^':  "chief    SEOEin^iBY    («,.  K  ^1.'' S^' .'SST^ZlldT. 

A.  J   Balfour)  (Manchester    E):  Sir,  .^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  g^  ^^^  ^  1^^^^^  ^^^^ 

as  I  have  abready  explained  to  the  hon.  ^^^^^^^  ^^^^^^     ^^^  ^.^  ^^        ^j^^^  ^^ 

Member,   the  licence  was  not    recom-  ^^^^^  ^^^^  to  report  to  headquarters 

mended  by  a  local  magistrate  resident  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^    ^^^^  ^^^  ^^H^n^^ 

ID  the  neighbourhood.    It  was  refused  ^^^^^^^  ^^     ^^      |^f^l  ^^^^^^  ^^3  ^3. 

by  the  hoensingofficerm  the  exercise  of  ^j^^^^  ^^  ^^^   discharge  of  this  man 

nisdiBCTetion.  ^1^      ^^^^^  ^j^^^.   j^j^  services  were  no 

^'^^^^2?^^'  Uponwhatground  longer  required, 

was  It  refused  ?  j^^^    ggx  (Clare,  E.):   If  this  man 

Mb  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot  go  ^^^^^  ^  ^^^^^^i^  ^^^^^^  ^  magistrate 

into  the  ^ound  of  refusal.    The  diecre-  ^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^l^^  conversa- 

tion  rested  with  the  hcens^^      officer.  ^j^^  ^j^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^        ^iH  ^j^^  ^  ^^^ 

Mb.  GILHOOLY :.  Is  he  not  respon-  ^^^  Gentleman  take  any  further  action 

Bible  if  he  makes  a  mistake  ?  j^  ^^^  ^^^^^  p 

[No  reply.]  Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know 

«^^.^  ,,^,^^  ^^^,«r«.«^,  .«,r    ,.,«  that  any  further  action  is  required. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY-DIS-  ^^  ^  REDMOND  :  May  I  ask  the 

MISSAL  OF  CONSTABLE  DEANS.  ^^^^  ^^^    Gentleman  how  it  was  that 

Mb.   W.    REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  the  Constabulary  Authorities  in  Ireland 

N.)  (for  Mr.  J.  E.  Rbdmond)  (Wexford,  only  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  this 

N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  man  was  unfit  for  service  directly  after 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  gave  evidence  for  the  hon.  Member 

he  can  state  the  reasons  for  the  recent  for  East  Clare  ? 

summary  dismissal  of  Constable  John  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  quite 

S.  Deans,  who  had  served  seven  years  understand  the  purport  ofthe  hon.  Mem- 

and  nine  months  in   the    Royal  Irish  ber's  Question. 

Constabulary  in  County  Clare,  and  for  Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  My  Question 

a  period  of  three  years  had  held  confi-  is,  whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  this  man 

dential  positions  in  the  offices  of  District  was  not  dismissed  because  he  gave  evi- 

Inspectors  Kidd,  Wynne,  and  Teddal,  dence  in  favour  of  the  hon.  Member  for 

to  tne  satisfaction  of  these  officers ;  whe-  East  Clare  at  his  trial,  and  that  nothing 

ther,  on  the  18th  of  March  last.  Con-  else  has  been  alleged  against  him? 

stable    Deans    was   summoned  to  the  Mr.   A.  J.  BALFOUR :    The   hon. 

County  Injector's  office  in  the  police  Member  has  been  wrongfully  informed. 

barrack  at  Ennis,  and  questioned  as  to  Mr.  COX :  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that 

the  fact  that  he  had  given  evidence  for  on  the  Police  Estimates  I  will  raise  this 

the  defence  in  the  prosecution  of  the  Question. 
hon.  Member  for  East  Clare  (Mr.  Cox) 

under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  p^^^  ^^^  REM0VAL8-J.  WATERS 
(Ireland)  Act;   whether  such  evidence 

was  of  a  purely  technical  character  as  to  ^^^  ^'  MORONE Y. 

the  posting  of  public  notices  in  police  Mr.  P.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) 

huts ;  whether  County  Inspector  Heard  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

informed  him  that  he  had  received  a  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is 

letter  from  Colonel  Turner  on  the  sub-  the  fact  that  John  Waters  and  Thomas 

jeot,  and  that  he  was  now  obliged  to  Moroney,  after  a  residence  of  40  years 
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in  Cardiff,  have  been  deported  as  pau- 
pers from  a  locality  which  for  that  long 
period  was  benefited  by  their  labour 
and  expenditure  to  Waterford,  which 
place  they  originally  were  compelled  to 
leave  owing  to  want  of  employment; 
whether  John  Waters  and  Thomas  Mo- 
loney have  become  a  permanent  charge 
on  a  Union  to  which  is  attachable  the 
mere  accident  of  birth  ;  and,  whether  it 
is  competent  for  Guardians  of  the  poor 
in  Ireland  to  send  to  the  Unions  in 
which  they  have  been  born  paupers 
from  England,^  Scotland,  and  Wales, 
who  may  be  in  receipt  of  Poor  Law 
relief  in  Ireland  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
facts  are  substantially  as  stated  in  the 
first  two  paragraphs.  The  reply  to  the 
third  paragraph  is  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWEE  asked,  as  this 
was  a  great  grievance,  if  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  would  be  prepared  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  removing  that  griev- 
ance? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  suppose 
the  Bill  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
refers  would  be  a  Bill  which  would  en- 
able Irish  Unions  to  export  to  England 
poor  Englishmen  who,  as  it  were,  had 
to  be  supported  out  of  Irish  rates. 
Neither  that  nor  any  other  Bill  of  the 
kind  has  a  chance  of  passing  this 
Session. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWEE :  May  I  ask 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
first  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  fairly  arise  out  of  the  Question  on 
the  Paper. 

INLAND   KEVENUE-INCOME  TAX- 
FOREIGN  AND  COLONIAL  LOANS. 

Captain  SELWYN  (Cambridge, 
Wisbeaoh)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a 
Treasury  Minute  allows  foreigners  re- 
siding abroad  to  have  their  coupons  of 
Foreign  and  Colonial  Loans  cashed  in 
London  free  of  income  tax ;  whether  the 
Board  of  Inland  Eevenue  refuse  the 
same  privilege  to  British  subjects  per- 
manently residing  abroad,  although  the 
moneys  are  not  derived  from  any  source 
in  Great  Britain,  but  exclusively  from 
foreign  sources;  and,  whether,  if  such 
is  the  case,  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  extending  to  British  sub- 
jects residing  abroad  the  same  privi- 
leges as  those  enjoyed  by  foreigners  ? 

3fr.  F.  J.  Powfir 


The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  privilege 
spoken  of  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber is  allowed  to  foreigners  residing 
abroad,  and,  I  conceive,  quite  fairly. 
We  have  no  right  to  tax  foreigners 
as  such,  or  to  impose  a  duty  on  Foreign 
and  Colonial  Bonds  as  such  where  they 
are  not  held  in  this  country.  The  acci- 
dent that  the  coupons  are  payable  hero 
is  not,  I  think,  sufficient  reason  for 
taxing  the  foreigner  who  holds  them 
abroad.  But  with  British  subjects  the 
case  is  different,  and  I  see  no  reason  for 
extending  this  privilege  to  them.  It 
by  no  means  follows  that  because  a 
British  subject  resides  permanently 
abroad  he  ceases  to  have  any  concern 
in  or  to  derive  any  advantage  from  the 
various  objects  for  which  taxation  is 
imposed  in  this  country.  He  profits  by 
our  Diplomatic  and  Consular  services; 
and  it  is  not  exclusively  those  who  live 
in  this  country  who  derive  advantage 
from  our  expenditure  on  the  Army  and 
Navy,  which  again  means  taxation.  I 
do  not,  therefore,  think  that  the  British 
subject  resident  abroad  has  a  good  claim 
to  exemption  from  the  small  amount 
of  Imperial  taxation  which  he  pays  in 
this  form. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTABLISHAIENT8 
COMMISSION-ATTENDANTS.  &c.  AT 
THE  SOUTH  KENSINGTON  MUSEUM. 

Mb.  WHITMOKE  (Chelsea)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
pending  the  inquiry  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission on  the  Civil  Service  l^tablish- 
ments  into  the  case  of  the  attendants 
and  messengers  at  the  South  Kensin^n 
Museum,  the  Eules  relating  to  their 
sick  pay,  which  had  been  in  force  for 
upwards  of  20  years  before  their  with- 
drawal by  the  Treasury  Minute  of  1885, 
might  be  allowed  to  apply  to  those  at- 
tendants and  messengers  who  entered 
the  Office  before  that  date,  and  who 
now,  after  long  and  meritorious  service, 
find  themselves  subject  to  a  much  lower 
rate  of  sick  pay  ? 

Thk  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  The  Treasury  does  not 
admit  that  the  attendants  and  mes- 
sengers are  entitled  to  the  privileges 
which  they  claim ;  and  I  do  not  think 
that,  landing  the  inquiry  of  the  Boyal 
Commission  o^  QivU  Service  ^tablish- 
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meats,  it  woald  be  adviiable  to  make 
the  concession  indicated  by  tbs  hoD. 
Member. 

WAS  OFFICE— 5th  BATTALION  ROYAL 
SCOTCH  FnSILIEES-MAJOE  KOE. 
Mb.  TOMUNSON  (Preston)  (for  Mr. 
DizoK  -  Habtxasd)  (Middlesex,  TJi- 
bridge)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  the  officer  commaodiDg 
the  5th  Battalion  Boyal  Fusiliers,  who 
is  stated  to  have  reported  unfavourably 
npon  Major  Roe,  is  the  commaading 
officer  under  whom  he  actually  did  the 
duty  of  major  during*  the  years  1686-7; 
and,  if  not,  whether  it  is  upon  the  ad- 
verse Beport  of  an  officer  only  recently 
appointed  to  the  command  that  Msjof 
Soe  is  deprived  of  the  step  iu  rank  to 
which  he  is  properly  enbtled  by  long 
service;  and,  whether,  assuming  that 
Major  Boe  is  not  able  to  do  duties  which 
he  has  actually  performed  for  three 
years,  it  is  a  fact  that  the  remaining 
seven  captains  are  so  inefficient  tha^ 
none  of  them  are  fit  for  promotion,  al- 
though the  drill  and  discipline  of  th(^ 
battalion  has  been  reported  to  bo  in  th& 
highest  state  of  efficiency  up  to  the  date  : 
of  the  honourable  Charles  Edgoumbe'a 
resignation  of  the  command  in  1887  ? 

Thk  SEOEETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E,  Staiteopb]  (Lincolnshire,  Homcaitle): 
The  selection  of  officers  for  promotion 
is  made  by  the  Commander-in-Chief, 
on  information  which  appears  to  him  to 
be  proper  for  his  guidance,  after  careful 
consideration.  As  I  have  already  stated, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  officers  command- 
ing the  battalion,  the  officers  command- 
ing the  Bsfi^mental  District,  and  the 
Qeneral  Officer  commanding  the  Dis- 
trict, it  would  not  be  for  the  good  of  the 
Service  to  promote  Major  Boe.  No 
decision  has  yet  been  oome  to  as  to  how 
the  vacancy  shall  be  filled. 

HOUSDfG  OF  THE  WOBKINO  CLASS— 
COSTERMONaEES'  DWELLINU8— ST. 
LUKE-8. 

Ma.  J.  BOWLANDS  {Finabuty,  E.) 
asked  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Knuta- 
ford  DividoD  of  Cheshire,  Whether  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  has 
granted  a  site  in  the  parish  of  St.  Luke's 
for  costermongers'  dwellings ;  and,  if  so, 
what  are  the  terms  upon  which  it  has 
Iwea  granted  f 
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Mr.  TATTON  EQEETON  (Cheshire, 
Enutsford):  The  Board  has  sold  to  a 
committee  of  costermongers  a  plot  of 
ground  on  the  south  side  of  Dufferin 
Street,  In  the  paiiah  of  St.  Luke.'e  for 
costermongers'  dwellings.  The  ground 
was  sold  for  21  years'  purchase,  at  a 
rent  computed  at  Id.  a  foot,  and  on  con- 
dition that  the  ground  should  be  used 
for  the  erection  of  costermongers'  dwell- 
ings. 

WAR  OFFICE— ARMY  ACC0DTREMENT3 
—THE  3rd  BEDFORD  REGIMENT, 
Mr.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Oanter- 
bury)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  the  new  valises  supplied 
to  the  3rd  Bedford  Regiment  in  the 
autumn  of  1885  have  been  officially  re> 
ported  as  unserviceable ;  whether,  by 
Begulation,  these  670  vslises  should 
have  lasted  for  20  trainings,  whereas 
they  have  only  been  in  wear  three 
trainings  ;  whether,  besides  being  re- 
ported unserviceable,  the  paint  has 
dropped  off  and  ruined  the  men's  coats  ; 
and,  who  is  the  officer  responsible  for 
passing  these  valises,  and  the  name  of 
the  contractor  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  SxAnnopE)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncaatle): 
The  Report  of  a  Board  of  Officers 
stating  that  the  valises  of  the  3rd  Bed- 
ford Regiment  were  "not  waterproof 
and  therefore  unserviceable "  was  re- 
ceived at  the  War  Office  this  morning. 
This  is  the  first  Official  Beport  that  has 
been  received  on  this  subject.  Nothing 
is  said  in  it  about  damage  to  the  men's 
coats.  Yalises  should  last  the  Militia 
20  years ;  but  those  referred  to  in  this 
Uuestion  were  of  a  new  kind,  and  their 
issue  was  of  an  experimental  character. 
Qmil  some  of  them  have  been  received 
and  examined  I  cannot  say  anything 
more  about  them. 

Mh.  HENNIKER  HEATON:  But 
who  was  the  contractor  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  How  in  the 
world  cian  my  hoD.  Friend  expect  me  to 
tell  him  this  until  I  have  read  the 
Report,  which  was  only  received  this 
morning?  I  must  have  time  to  examine 
the  Report. 

METROPOLITAN    BOARD  OF  WORKS- 

THE  EXPENDITURE. 

Mb.  KENYON  (Denbigh,  &c.)  asked 

the  Secretary  of  state  for  the  Home 
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Department,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
recent  evidence  g^ven  before  the  Bojal 
Oommission  on  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  he  can  suggest  any  method 
of  limiting  their  powers  as  to  expendi- 
ture of  ratepayers'  money  during  the 
existence  of  their  present  functions  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  No, 
Sir ;  I  am  unable  to  suggest  any  method 
of  limiting  the  existing  statutory  powers 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 
I  apprehend  that  the  legality  of  any 
expenditure  of  public  money  by  the 
Board  can  be  called  in  question  before 
the  Auditor  on  the  complaint  of  a  rate- 
payer. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— EVIDENCE  ON 
CHARGES  OP   CONSPIRACY. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  can  assure  the 
House  that,  in  every  case  where  an  in- 
dividual has  been  convicted  under  ''The 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887,"  of  conspiracy  to  compel  or 
induce  some  person  not  to  deal  with  or 
work  for  some  other  person  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade,  business,  or 
occupation,  evidence  has  been  taken  to 
prove  not  only  the  refusal  of  the  in- 
dividual to  work  or  deal  as  above,  but 
to  prove  that  he  was  implicated  in  a 
conspiracy  for  some  one  of  the  said 
purposes  r 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  In  all 
the  cases  described  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  evidence  has  been  taken  to 
prove  the  conspiracy  referred  to.  In 
one  case,  that  of  Sullivan,  the  evidence 
80  tendered  did  not  appear  to  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  to  be  of  a  character  to 
prove  the  offence  of  criminal  conspiracy. 
This  arose  from  an  error,  not  of  sub- 
stance, but  of  procedure,  in  the  Court 
of  First  Instance ;  where  evidence  im- 
plicating five  men  in  the  charge  of 
criminal  conspiracy,  though  given  in 
Court,  was  not,  as  it  should  have  been, 
entered  separately  against  each  of  the 
defendants. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  am 
afraid  that  some  misapprehension  has 
arisen  between  us  as  to  the  meaning  of 
my  Question.    Is  it  not  the  fact  that 

Mr.  Kenyan 


evidence  of  conspiracy  was  not  given, 
but  simply  of  refusal  to  deal  with  parti- 
cular cases?  But  I  shall  bring  the 
matter  to  an  issue  by  asking  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  not  to-day,  but  I  will 
put  the  Question  down  for  to-morrow 
or  Monday,  whichever  he  may  think 
best — Whether,  in  the  case  of  Thomas 
Bailey,  who  was  convicted  on  the  3 1  st  of 
May,  at  Castlemartyr,  of  conspiracy,  and 
sentenced  by  Besident  Magistrates 

Me.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
am  sorry  to  interrupt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  there  is  a  Eule  of  tho 
House  against  giving  Notice  in  this 
way. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  beg 
pardon.     I  will  give  Notice  for  Monday. 

Me.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.):  May 
I  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  whether,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  only  evidence  of  con- 
spiracy in  any  single  case  has  been  the 
evidence  of  the  refusal  of  the  person 
prosecuted  to  supply  the  goods  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  that 
is  not  so ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  put  a  Question  on  the  Paper,  I  will 
be  in  a  position  to  answer  him. 

Mb.  CLANCY:  Most  decidedly  I 
will. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— CHARGES  OP 
CONSPIRACY. 

Me.  JOHN  MORLEY  (NewcasUe- 
upon-Tyne)  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  Whether,  in  cases  of  con- 
spiracy under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Irrocedure  (Ireland)  Act,  it  is  compul- 
sory on  the  Magistrates  to  state  a  case 
if  required  ?  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  mention  that  the  Question  has  been 
altered  since  I  sent  it  in,  and  words 
have  been  left  out  showing  that  I  put 
the  Question  because  of  certain  lan- 
guage held  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour). 

Me.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
reason  why  the  Question  was  altered 
was  that  it  asked  one  Minister  if  what 
another  Minister  had  stated  on  the  pre- 
vious day  was  true.  Therefore,  there 
was  something  invidious — or  it  might 
be  taken  to  be  invidious — in  the  form  of 
the  Question. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELANDJMr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  statement  is 
perfectly  correct.  The  Justices  are  boun4 
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by  statate  to  state  a  case  on  the  appli- 
cation of  any  person  dissatisfied  with 
their  decision  as  being  erroneous  in 
point  of  law,  unless  they  are  of  opinion 
that  the  application  is  merely  frivolous ; 
and  their  judgment  as  to  this  latter 
matter  is  liable  to  be  controlled  by  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division,  which  may 
order  them  to  state  a  case. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (DubUn  Co.,  N.) :  May 
I  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  magis- 
trates did  not  refuse  to  state  a  case  in 
the  case  of  Brosnan,  the  newsvendor,  of 
Tralee,  not  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
frivolous ;  and  also  in  the  case  of  the 
Kerry  blacksmith ;  and  may  I  ask,  also, 
whether  the  then  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  did  not,  before  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,  oppose  those  appli- 
cations ? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  am  not  aware  of 
the  facts  of  the  particular  cases  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  alludes ;  but  if  he 
wishes  to  get  more  specific  information 
as  to  either  case,  I  shall  be  prepared, 
if  he  gives  Notice,  to  answer  him.  The 
Question  was  addressed  to  me  as  to  the 
law,  and  I  stated  the  statutory  require- 
ments ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  wishes 
information  as  to  particular  facts  I  will 
give  it  to  him  on  Notice  being  given. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  May  I  ask,  whether 
there  is  a  single  case  in  which  msgis- 
trates  have  refused  to  state  a  case  on 
the  ground  ^at  the  application  was 
frivolous  f 

Mb.  madden  :  I  must  request  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  asks  me  a  Question 
on  a  matter  of  fact,  to  put  it  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
Arising  out  of  the  Questions  put  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  and  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne,  I  wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  of  which  I  have  given 
him  private  Notice,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  out  of  the  58  Besident  Magistrates 
who  have  tried  cases  under  the  Crimes 
Act,  including  cases  of  conspiracy,  12 
only  have  been  called  to  the  Bar,  and  of 
these  12  how  many  have  been  practising 
barristers  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUK :  I  wholly  fail 
to  see  how  the  Question  arises  from  the 
Questions  put  on  the  Paper,  and  the 
Question  itself  has  only  been  put  into 
my  hands  five  minutes  ago.    I  believe, 
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as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  find  most  of  the  information  which 
he  requires  in  the  Eetum  already  laid 
before  Parliament  with  regard  to  Eesi- 
dent  Magistrates.  If  that  Return  does 
not  give  all  the  information,  I  will  be 
happy  to  give  it  to  him  if  he  gives 
Notice. 
Mb.  MAC  NEILL:   I  will. 

INDIA-FRONTIER  DEFENCES- 
RUMOURED    LOAN. 

Mb.  SLAGG  (Burnley)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  The 
Times,  that  the  Government  of  India 
contemplate  the  raising  of  a  special  loan 
to  meet  the  cost  of  the  Frontier  de- 
fences f 

The  UNDEE  SECRETAEY  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham)  : 
The  Government  of  India  do  not  propose 
to  raise  a  special  loan  in  order  to  meet 
the  cost  of  the  Frontier  defences.  It 
has  been  decided  not  to  impose  taxation 
for  this  purpose,  and  hence  the  Financial 
Statement  shows  a  deficit  in  the  Budget 
for  1 888-9 ;  hut  the  charge  can,  accord- 
ing to  the  Estimate,  be  met  from  the 
cash  balances. 

Mb.  SLAGG :  Then  the  statement  in 
27ie  Times  is  incorrect  ? 

Sib  JOHN  GORST  :  I  have  not  seen 
the  statement  in  I^e  Times, 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE   (IRELAND)— 
'» SMYTH  V,  MADDEN  AND  CURREY." 

Sib  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What 
was  the  certificate  given  by  the  Kecorder 
of  Dublin  to  Constable  Currey,  of  the  F 
Division,  Dublin  Metropolitan  PolicOi 
on  the  occasion  of  the  trial  of  the  action 
*^  Smyth  r.  Madden  and  Currey  "  at  the 
Quarter  Sessions  held  on  April  15, 1887, 
at  Kingstown ;  also  the  amount  of  the 
costs  paid  by  the  Crown  for  the  defen- 
dant Currey ;  and,  whether  the  nominal 
verdict  of  10«.  and  the  fee  to  the  jury 
is  included  therein  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  The 
Commissioner  of  Police  informs  me 
that  the  costs  referred  to  amounted  to 
£13  6«.  10(^.,  which  included  the  sum  of 
10«.  Qd,  awarded  as  damages,  and  after- 
wards, by  direction  of  the  Recorder,  given 
to  the  jury.     With  regard  to  the  certi. 
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fioato,  I  am  informed  that  application 
has  alroady  been  made  for  a  copy  of  it, 
with  a  vie^Y  to  its  use  in  private  litiga- 
tion, and  that  it  has  been  refused.  On 
these  grounds,  and  under  these  circum- 
stances, I  do  not  think  I  should  state 
the  terms  of  the  certificate  on  official 
authority  here. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  : 
Under  what  Act  of  Parliament  are  those 
costs  paid  by  the  Crown  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALPOUE:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  must  put  that  Question  on 
the  Paper. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— KIL- 
LARNEY  PETTY  SESSIONS- CHARGE 
AGAINST  CONSTABLE  KEARNEY. 

Mr.  SHEEHAN  (Kerry,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  at  Killarney 
Petty  Sessions,  on  the  5th  instant,  on 
the  hearing  of  a  charge  of  assault 
against  Constable  Kearney,  the  com- 
plainant, Timothy  Cronin,  and  four 
witnesses,  deposed  to  the  constable 
having  struck  Cronin,  and  pushed  him 
off  the  flag-way,  for  no  apparent  reason ; 
whether  the  presiding  Justices,  Messrs. 
Herbert  andOrpen,  while  avowing  there 
was  no  obstruction  of  the  foot-way  by 
Cronin,  still  dismissed  the  case  against 
the  constable,  without  requiring  his 
solicitor  to  make  any  defence,  on  the 
sole  ground  that  they  considered  the 
assault  trivial ;  and,  if  these  allegations 
are  true,  would  he  cause  the  re-hearing 
of  this  case  f 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The  In- 
spector General  reports  that  the  com- 
plainant and  three  witnesses  did  not 
depose  to  the  constable  having  struck 
Cronin ;  but  they  did  swear  to  his 
having  pushed  him  off  the  foot-path. 
Cronin,  however,  admitted  that  he  did 
not  feel  the  assault.  The  magistrates 
considered  that  there  had  been  no  real 
assault,  and  dismissed  the  case.  The 
charge  against  Cronin  was  not  heard 
before  the  magistrates  at  Petty  Sessions, 
but  before  the  Town  Court. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  asked  whether,  when  the 
case  was  before  the  Petty  Sessions,  a 

Previous  case  had  not  been  before  the 
own  Court,  and  that,  at  the  instance  of 
the  policeman,  a  summons  was  served 
for  obstruction  of  the  foot-path;  and, 

Mr.  A.  J.  Bal/aur 


whether  the  magistrates  did  not  admit 
that  the  assault  had  been  committed  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  facts 
were  as  he  had  already  stated. 

Ma.  SHEEHAN  (Kerry,  E.) :  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  the 
charge  against  the  sergeant  was  not 
heard  at  Petty  Sessions  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had 
stated  the  information  he  had  received. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  put  a 
Question  on  the  Paper  he  would  in- 
quire. 

Mr.  SHEEHAN  said,  he  would  re- 
peat the  Question  on  Friday. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887-PROCEEDINGS 
AT  LANESBOROUGH. 

Me.    MAO    NEILL    (Donegal,     8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant    of   Ireland,    Whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  a  report 
in  The  IVeeman^s  Journal  of  June  6,  of 
the  proceedings  of  a  Special  Court  held 
at  Lanesborough,  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Criminal  Law   and    Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  for  the  trial  of  prisoners 
on  a  charge  of  intimidation,  in  which 
evidence  was  g^ven  by  a  sergeant  of 
police  that  he  saw  the  local  band  drum- 
ming before  the  gate  of  a  Mr.  Russell, 
which  was  a  sign  that  he  was  Boycotted ; 
whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  re- 
port, that  Mr.  Hill,  one  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates  who  composed  the  Court, 
threatened  the  prisoners  and  everyone 
listening  to  him  that  if  there  were  any 
more  drumming  at  these  places,  or  at 
evictions,  or  at  Courts,  he  would  have 
their  drums  smashed,    and  every  man 
present  sent  to  gaol  for  six  months ;  in 
making  use   of   this   threat    from  the 
Bench,   was    Mr.    Hill    acting  in    his 
judicial  capacity  as  a  magistrate,  or  as 
an  agent  of  the  Executive  Government ; 
and,  is  Mr.  Hill  one  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates  who  have  been  in  attend- 
ance on  the  Chief  Secretary  in  Dublin 
Castle. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
T.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  The 
Resident  Magistrate  reports  that  the 
band  referred  to  had,  on  the  occasion  of 
evictions  and  trials  at  Petty  Sessions, 
collected  disorderly  crowds,  which  inter- 
fered with  the  administration  of  the 
law ;  and  he  took  the  first  opportunity 
which  was  presented  by  the  occasion  ii) 
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qaestioD  of  warDing^  them  agaioet  con- 
tinaiog  their  course,  and  the  probable 
conaequenOM  which  would  ensua  should 
tbey  disregard  this  warning.  He  f^ave 
this  warning  advice  in  hia  judicial 
capacity,  not  as  a  threat. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— APPLIOA- 
TI0N8  FOR  FAIR  RENTS  —  CO. 
ANTRIM. 

Thb  LOED  mayor  of  DTJBLIN 
(Mr.  Sextoh)  (BelfsBt,  W.)  (for  Mr. 
M'Ga&tar)  (Down,  8.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  can  state  how  many 
applications  to  6x  fair  rent  in  the  County 
of  Antrim  were  remsining  unheard  on 
the  Ist  instant;  how  many  of  these 
applications  are  &om  the  Poor  Law 
Union  of  Ballyoastle;  when  a  sitting 
was  last  held  to  hear  applications  from 
this  Union  ;  on  what  date,  and  in  what 
town,  the  first  sitting  of  a  Sub-GommiB- 
aion  will  be  held  for  the  County  of 
Antrim ;  and,  whether  he  can  give  the 
names  of  the  gentlemen  who  will  con- 
stitute the  Sub- Commission  ? 

Thb  chief  SECEETABT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bauohb)  (Ifanchester,  E.):  The 
Land  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
3,057  cases  remained  unheard  on  the  let 
instant,  of  which  378  were  from  the 
Union  of  Ballycastle.  The  date  of  the 
last  sitting  at  which  cases  from  the  Bally- 
castle  Union  were  heard  was  July,  1887. 
The  CoDamieeioners  are  not  in  a  position 
to  stat«  the  date  at  which  the  next  sit- 
ting for  caaea  from  the  Ballycastle 
Union  will  be  held ;  nor  can  they  at 
present  say  the  names  of  the  gentlemen 
who  will  constitute  the  8ub-CommisBion. 
The  pUoe  of  sitting  will  be  Batlycastle. 
I  answered  the  Questton  only  a  few  days 
Bgo. 

POOR  LAW  (IKELAND)-BALLYMBNA 
BOARD  OF  OUAEDIANS-OOLONEL 
6'rODDEHT. 

Thb  lord  MATOE  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Skxtoh)  (Belfast,  W.)  (for  Mr. 
M'Cabtah)  (Down,  8.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  Resolution  of  the  Board  of 
Quardians  atBatlymena,  CountyAntrim, 
on  the  2nd  instant,  expressing  want  of 
confidence  in  Colonel  Studdert,  the 
Looal  Government  Board  auditor,  and 
rs^nutiDg  that  «i|oA«r  auditor  should 


be  sent  down  there  instead ;  whether 
Colonel  Studdert  had  publicly  certified 
that  the  sureties  of  Believing  Officer 
Duffin  were  alive,  and  whether  he  had 
aiuce  written  to  the  Board  of  Guardians 
on  Saturday  last  to  know  if  these  sureties 
were  alive;  whether  he  can  state  if 
these  sureties  are  dead  or  alive ;  and, 
if  dead,  the  dates  of  their  deaths,  and 
also  the  date  of  the  last  certificate  in 
which  this  auditor  certified  that  they 
were  living  ;  whether  the  Guardians 
telegraphed  to  the  Local  Oovernment 
Board  on  Saturday  last,  calling  for  a 
new  auditor  to  be  seat  down  to  them ; 
whether  a  new  auditor  will  be  sent  there, 
and  if  he  can  give  the  name  of  the  new 
auditor ;  and,  whether  Colonel  Studdert 
is  the  same  gentleman  who  audited  last 
year,  and  for  some  years  past,  the 
accounts  of  the  Belfast  Town  Council  ? 
Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  The 
Local  Oovernmont  Board  would  not  be 
prepared  to  take  so  serious  a  step  as  the 
supersession  of  an  auditor  upon  the 
vague  grounds  suggested  by  the  Bally- 
mena  Guardians ;  but  they  have  asked 
the  Guardians  to  state  the  specific 
grounds  upon  which  they  base  their 
complaint  of  careless  audit,  and  they  are 
willing  to  investigate  the  matter,  if  the 
Guardians  are  prepared  to  substantiate 
their  charges.  With  regard  to  the  case 
o[  the  Believing  OEBcer  Duffin,  it  appears 
that  the  auditor  was  misled  by  false  in- 
formation given  to  him  by  the  late  clerk 
of  the  Union  (who  has  become  a  do- 
faulter],  and  who  reported  to  him,  at 
suoQCSsive  audits,  that  the  man's  sureties 
were  living,  notwithstanding  that  they 
had  been  dead  for  some  years.  The 
answer  to  the  last  paragraph  is.  Yes. 

ORIMINAL  LAW— BELBASB  OF  ALBERT 
TRAVIS,  CONVICTED  OF  MTJBDEB. 
Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Wliether  it  is  true, 
as  reported  in  the  papers  of  Tuesday, 
that  Albert  Travis,  sentenced  to  death 
in  1886,  has  been  proved  to  be  innocent 
of  the  crime  of  which  he  was  convicted  ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  he  has  been  un- 
conditionally released  ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther the  Oovernment  intend  to  compen- 
sate him  for  his  unmerited  imprison- 
ment ;  and,  whether  it  is  true,  as  re- 
ported, that  the  police  at  the  time  of  tho 
E  2 
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trial  had  information  in  their  possession 
showing  that  Travis  was  not  guilty  ? 

Mr.  TATTON  EQERTON  (Cheshire, 
Knutsford)  also  asked,  Whether,  as 
stated  in  The  Pall  Mall  Gazette  of  Tues- 
day, it  is  true  an  unconditional  release 
of  the  convict  Albert  Travis  has  been 
made,  and  on  what  grounds ;  whether  it 
is  true,  as  also  stated,  that  at  the  time 
of  trial  the  police  knew  that  Travis  did 
not  commit  the  murder;  and,  whether 
the  release  is  due  to  reconsideration  of 
the  same  papers  in  the  Home  Office  at 
the  time  of  the  commutation  of  the 
capital  punishment  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  It  is  true 
that  the  remainder  of  the  sentence  on 
Albert  Travis  of  penal  servitude  for  life 
on  a  charge  of  murder  has  been  re- 
mitted after  two  years,  on  the  ground 
that  there  is  too  much  doubt  in  the  case 
to  justify  his  further  detention  in  prison. 
There  is  no  intention  to  grant  him  any 
compensation.  It  is  not  a  fact  that  at 
the  time  of  the  trial  the  police  knew 
that  Travis  did  not  commit  the  murder, 
or  that  they  had  information  in  their 
possession  showing  that  he  was  not 
guilty.  Since  the  commutation  of  the 
sentence  of  death  fresh  information  has 
been  received,  which  has  led  me  on  two 
occasions  to  reconsider  the  whole  of 
this  most  intricate  and  singular  case. 
I  arrived  at  my  final  decision  after  con- 
sulting more  than  one  eminent  Judge, 
from  whom  I  have  received  valuable 
assistance.  The  difficulties  of  the  case 
are  shown  by  the  fact  that  the  learned 
Judge  who  tried  the  case  is  still  satisfied 
with  the  verdict. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  :  Has  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  been 
called  to  a  statement  made  by  Major 
Barker,  Chief  Constable  of  Birkenhead, 
to  the  effect  that  it  was  known  to  the 
Police  Authorities,  after  the  case  had 
been  fully  investigated  before  the 
Justices,  that  Travis  did  not  commit  the 
murder,  and  that  it  was  against  the 
judgment  of  the  Police  Authorities  that  a 
prosecution  was  instituted  at  the  Assizes  ? 
Mb,  MATTHEWS :  I  have  not  seen 
that  statement,  nor  am  I  aware  that  it 
is  authentic.  As  far  as  I  know,  the 
only  matter  in  the  knowledge  of  the 
police  that  did  not  come  out  at  the  trial 
was  evidence  which  the  police  have  since 
laid  before  me,  contradicting  unexpected 
statements  of  a  woman  named  Piatt. 

Ur.  W.  Bedmontl 


Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT 
(Derby) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  the  Rule  is  still  observed 
by  which,  in  all  cases  of  capital  charges, 
the  prosecution  shall  be  under  the  direct 
control  of  the  Public  Prosecutor  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  case  in  which  that  Rule  has  not 
been  observed;  but,  off-hand,  without 
searching  for  documents  at  the  Home 
Office,  I  should  be  sorry  to  say  positively 
that  the  Rule  has  always  been  observed. 
The  Public  Prosecutor  is  directly  re- 
sponsible for  such  cases,  although,  in 
many  instances,  he  has  employed  local 
agents  as  his  representatives. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked,  whether  it  was  not  usual 
in  cases  where  a  man  had  suffered  un- 
merited imprisonment,  to  give  him  com- 
pensation ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  No,  Sir ;  on  the 
contrary,  to  give  compensation  is  with- 
out precedent. 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.)  asked,  if 
it  was  not  a  fact  that  compensation  was 
given  to  a  man  named  Uabron,  whose 
case  stood  on  exactly  parallel  lines  with 
the  present  one  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  would  Hke 
Notice  of  that  Question. 

MUNICIPAL   BOROUGHS    (IRELAND)— 
BALLINASLOE. 

Mr.  HARRIS  (Galway,  E)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  inhabitants  of  Ballinasloe  suffer 
great  inconvenience  for  want  of  a  Town 
Hall  that  could  be  used  as  a  place  for 
the  transaction  of  public  business ;  that 
there  are  two  halls  in  the  town — namely, 
the  Agricultural  Hall  and  the  Farming 
Society  Building,  both  of  which  were 
erected  for  public  uses  and  in  a  great 
degree  by  public  money,  but  have  now 
passed  into  the  hands  of  the  ground 
landlords,  who  have  rented  them  to  pri- 
vate individuals ;  and,  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Town  Commissioners 
have  been  unable  to  secure  the  Agricul- 
tural Hall  as  a  Town  Hall,  though  they 
offered  to  give  the  same  rent  for  it  as  is 
paid  at  present ;  and,  if  so,  would  the 
Local  Government  Board,  by  their  ad- 
vice or  otherwise,  aid  the  townspeople 
of  Ballinasloe  in  their  legal  efforts 
to  get  possession  of  this  hall  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  also  asked,  Whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that 
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In  the  most  central  poution  in  Ballina- 
b1o0  there  are  sheds  which  are  used  as 
Blaughter-hotiBes,  vhicb  emit  a  most 
ofFenHJve  odour,  dangerous  to  the  health 
of  the  town;  that  the  inhabitants  of 
Ballinaaloe  and  the  Town  Com  mission  ers 
signed  a  requisition  aakiDg  Lord  Glan- 
carty  to  remove  those  aheds,  on  the 
gronnd  that  thej  were  a  public  nnieance, 
an  impediment  to  the  traffic,  and  a  die- 
fil^orement  to  the  town ;  that  his  Lord- 
ship refosed,  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  a  market  bouse,  in  which  his 
family  had  a  vested  interest  of  such  a 
nature  that  he  bad  no  legal  right  to 
distorb  it,  especially  as  it  had  relation 
to  the  tolls  and  customs ;  and,  if  so, 
would  the  Local  Goremment  Board  in- 
terfere and  cause  the  removal  of  these 
aheds,  and  thos  prevent  the  expense  of 
a  law  suit  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfottb)  (Uanohester,  E.),  in  reply, 
aaiA,  that  these  Questions  required  local 
inquiry,  and  ho  would,  therefore,  ask 
the  boa.  Uember  to  postpone  them  until 
Tuesday. 

Mb.  HAKBIS  :  I  shaU  be  engaged 
next  Tuesday  at  the  Law  Courts. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  might 
put  down  the  Questions  for  Monday ;  but 
he  could  not  promise  to  be  in  a  position 
to  answer  them  by  that  day. 


MUNICIPAL   BOBOUOHS    (IRBLAND)- 

TOIAS  AND  CUSTOMS  OP   BALIJNA- 

SLOE. 

Ma.  HARRIS  (Qalway,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  tolls  and  customs  of  Ballina- 
sloe,  which,  owing  to  the  great  fairs 
held  in  that  town,  come  to  a  large 
amount  of  money,  are  paid  to  Lord 
Clanoarty  ;  that,  out  of  tbe  money  thus 
receiTed,  his  Lordship  contributes  no- 
thing towards  tbe  oleaneing,  lighting,  or 
other  munioipal  expenses  of  the  town ; 
and,  if  so,  will  the  QoTemment  give  an 
instruction  to  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Market  Rights  and  Tolls  to  hold  a 
pnblic  inquiry  in  Ballinasloe  ? 

Th8  CHIEF  eECEETAHT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  bare 
no  knowledge  as  to  the  matters  of  fact 
referred  to.  I  understand  that  Ballina- 
sloe  is  one  of  tbe  towns  selected  by  the 
Royal  Commisaion  at  which  a  public 
inquiry  will  be  held  by  the  Assistant 
Ooliiiiiinioacn  for  Ireland  in  due  course. 


MERCHANDIZE  MARES  ACT,  18BT— 
SEC.  3.  SUB-SEC.  2. 

Mr.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  President  of  tbe  Board  of 
Trade.Whetber  Section  3,  Sub-section  2, 
of  "The  Merchandize  Marks  Act,  1887," 
is  intended  to  apply  to  domestic  as  well 
as  to  foreign  manufacturers  ;  and,  whe- 
ther,  under  Section  2,  a  man  would  be 
liable  to  imprisonment  who  sold  goods 
of  British  manufacture,  bearing  his 
name,  but  not  actually  manufactured  by 
him? 

The  president  (Sir  Michaei, 
Hioks-Bbacti)  (Bristol,  W.},  in  reply, 
said:  Thehon.  Member  asks  me  to  place 
an  interpretation  on  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  have  no  power  to  do  so.  lam 
not,  however,  aware  of  any  such  limita- 
tion of  the  application  of  Sub-section  2 
of  Section  .')  of  the  Merchandize  Marks 
Act  as  he  alludes  to  in  the  first  part  of 
hie  Question.  With  reference  to  the 
second  part,  I  would  call  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's attention  to  the  words  "or  mer- 
chandize "  in  the  last  line  of  tbe  sub- 
section, which  were,  I  nnderatand,  in- 
serted to  meet  the  contingency  referred 


COAL    MINES— COLLIERY     ACCIDENT 

AT  TJDSTON,  LANARKSHIRE. 

Mb.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.) 
(for  Mr.  Philiffs)  [Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe  Home 
Department,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  tbe  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken 
before  the  Udstoa  Colliery  Inquiry  7 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E,):  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  refer  to  pagee  10  to 
14  of  the  Report  he  will  see  that  they 
contain  an  abstract  of  the  evidence  given 
by  tbe  principal  witnesses,  both  as  to 
the  facts  and  the  causes  of  the  explosion. 
Under  these  oiroiim stances,  I  hope  the 
bon.  Member  will  not  press  me  to  incur 
the  serious  expense  of  printing  a  ver- 
batim copy  of  the  evidence,  which  is 
very  bulky.  I  shall  be  happy  to  show 
it  to  the  hon.  Member. 

BRITISH  GUIANA— THE  SILVER  CDR- 
RENCY. 
Mb.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Coloniee,  Whether  representations 
have  been  received  from  British  Guiana 
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with  reference  to  the  worn-out  condition 
of  the  silver  curronoj  in  use  throughout 
the  Colony ;  and,  if  not,  whether,  in  the 
event  of  such  representations  being 
made,  the  Government  will  favourably 
consider  the  question  ? 

The  under  8E0RETAEY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henby  de  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  received  no  official  re- 
presentations on  the  subject;  but  the 
Colonial  Government  have  the  remedy 
in  their  own  hands,  as  arrangements 
were  made  by  the  Treasury  in  1 879  by 
which  new  coin  would  be  shipped  to  any 
Colony  using  British  currency  free  of 
charge.  The  Imperial  Treasury  will 
also  pay  the  full  nominal  value  of  all 
worn  British  silver  sent  in  to  the  Mint. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
MED  WAY  UNION  WORKHOUSE  — 
CASE  OF  THOMAS  WARD. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  Whether  he  can  now 
state  the  result  of  his  inquiries  into  the 
case  of  Thomas  Ward,  a  pauper  inmate 
in  the  Medwav  Union  Workhouse  ? 

The  President  (Mr.  EixcniE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
made  inquiry  respecting  Thomas  Ward, 
an  inmate  of  the  workhouse  of  the  Med- 
way  Union.  He  was  allowed  leave  of 
absence  from  the  workhouse  on  the  1st 
of  November  last.  He  returned  about 
8  o'clock  and  went  to  his  ward.  He  was 
while  there  drunk  and  disorderly,  causing 
a  g^at  disturbance,  swearing  and  using 
bad  language.  The  circumstcuices  were 
reported  to  the  House  Committee  the 
next  day;  and  they,  having  examined 
several  of  the  men  in  the  ward  and 
ascertained  the  facts,  directed  that  he 
should  be  charged  before  the  magistrates. 
He  was  accordingly,  on  the  following 
day,  g^ven  in  charge  of  the  police. 
Before  leaving  the  workhouse  he  was 
requested  to  change  the  workhouse 
clothing  for  his  own ;  but  he  refused  to 
do  80,  and  the  clothing  was  forcibly 
changed.  This  took  place  at  12*30  in 
the  daytime,  and  not  at  12*30  at  night, 
as  suggested.  Ward  was  charged  before 
the  Justices,  was  convicted,  and  sen- 
tenced to  21  days'  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour.  The  wife  of  Ward  died 
in  the  infirmary  in  March,  1886,  having 
been  an  inmate  for  many  years.  Ward 
was  with  her  till  late  in  the  evening,  the 
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matron  having  given  permission  that  he 
should  visit  his  wife  at  any  time  during 
the  day  until  8  o'clock,  and  he  had  been 
continually  in  the  infirmary.  As  there 
were  21  other  patients  in  the  ward,  the 
matron  did  not  feel  justified  in  allowing 
a  male  visitor  after  8  o'clock.  Ward 
was  informed  of  his  wife's  death  early  in 
the  morning.  It  does  not  appear  to  me 
that  any  further  inquiry  as  to  the 
management  of  the  workhouse  is  neces- 
sary. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  —  IN- 
TERFERENCE  WITH  NEWSVENDORS 
AT  CORK. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that  the 
following  cases  of  police  interference 
with,  and  intimidation  of,  street  news- 
paper vendors  have  occurred  in  the  City 
of  Cork — namely,  Denis  Desmond  (young 
lad),  who  refused  to  sell  to  a  policeman 
a  copy  of  United  Ireland^  arrested  by 
Sergeant  Kennedy,  and  detained  for  a 
short  time  in  Bridewell ;  Denis  M'Carthy 
(young  lad),  refused  to  sell  a  copy  of 
The  Cork  Examiner  to  Police  Sergeant 
Power,  arrested  by  Sergeant  Power, 
taken  to  the  Bridewell,  and  detained 
there  for  some  time ;  John  Badley 
(young  lad),  refused  to  sell  a  copy  of 
United  Ireland  and  Cork  Examiner  to 
policeman,  arrested  by  Sergeant  Power, 
taken  to  Bridewell,  and  detained  there 
for  some  time ;  Cornelius  Coakley  (young 
lad),  arrested  for  refusing  to  sell  to 
policeman  a  copy  of  United  Ireland  and 
CorkExaminer,  by  Sergeant  Power,  taken 
to  the  Bridewell,  and  detained  there  for 
some  time ;  Patrick  Bradley  (young  lad), 
arrested  under  circumstances  similar  to 
the  above  by  Sergeant  Power ;  Patrick 
Carleton  (young  Tad),  refused  to  sell  a 
copy  of  Cork  Serald  to  policeman,  ar- 
rested by  Sergeant  O'Leary,  and  lodged 
in  Bridewell  for  some  time ;  Michael 
Murphy  (an  old  man  of  70),  he  refused 
to  sell  a  copy  of  The  Examiner  to  police- 
man on  beat,  and  the  policeman  kicked 
the  old  man's  box  about,  scattered  his 

Eapers,  cuffed  the  old  man,  and  warned 
im  against  selling  the  newspaper ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  these  occurrences  he 
will  order  an  independent  inquiry  into 
these  matters  ? 

Thk  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfotib)  (Manchester,  E.):  Sir,  I  am 
making  special  inquiries  into  the  oases ; 
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and  if  the  hon.  Member  will  pat  the 
Qaeetions  on  Tuesday  next  I  will  try  to 
give  him  an  answer. 

M&.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (NottiDgham,  Bush- 
cliffe)  asked  whether,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
made  his  speech  at  Battersea  on  the 
16th  of  May,  he  was  unaware  of  the 
circumstances  there  detailed,  which  took 
place  in  December  last. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOITB :  It  has  yet  to 
be  proved  that  the  circumstances  did 
take  place. 

EGYPT— RAILWAY   BETWEEN    WADY 
HALFA    AND   8ARRAS. 

Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
What  is  the  present  position  of  the  rail- 
way (of  about  100  miles  in  length,  be- 
tween Wady  Haifa  and  Sarras,  in  Egypt) 
constructed  by  War  Departments  at  a 
ooet  of  about  £140,000;  who  is  in  con- 
trol ;  is  the  railway  worked  or  aban- 
doned; and,  what  has  become  of  the 
rolling  stock  provided  for  it  ? 

The  SEOBETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.8TAHHOPE)(Lincoln8hire)(Homcastle): 
The  hon.  Baronet  is  under  some  misap- 
prehension as  to  this  line  of  railway 
from  Wady  Haifa  to  Sarras.  It  is  only 
33^  miles  in  length,  and  was  constructed 
by  the  Egyptian  Government  between 
1873  and  1877.  At  the  time  of  the  Nile 
Expedition,  and  for  military  purposes, 
some  expenditure  was  incurred  in  im- 
proving the  line  ;  but  nothing  approach- 
ing the  sum  named  in  the  Question.  On 
the  abandonment  of  the  country  south 
of  Wady  Haifa  the  line  was  transferred 
to  the  control  of  the  Egyptian  Oovem- 
ment,  to  whom  the  rolling  stock  was 
lent,  so  far  as  it  had  been  provided  from 
British  funds.  The  sale  of  the  stock  is 
now  under  consideration. 

COAL  MINES  —  EXPLOSIONS  —  EVI- 
DENCE  BEFORE  THE  CORONERS' 
JURIES— THE  ST.  HELEN'S  EXPLO- 
8I0N. 

Me.  W.  OEAWFOED  (Durham,  Mid) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  he  is  aware  that 
some  of  his  Predecessors  have  had 
printed  and  issued  a  verbatim  report  of 
the  minutes  of  evidence  taken  before 
Coroners'  Courts  in  oases  of  explosions 
in  mines ;  if  he  is  aware  that  in  the  case 
of  Seabaoii  in  the  Oounty  of  Durham, 


where  168  lives  were  lost,  and  the  in- 
quest lasted  12  days,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  had  printed  in  a 
Blue  Book  a  full  report  of  all  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Coroner  and  jury, 
although  the  workmen  had  not,  or  ever 
did  attribute  negligence  as  the  cause  of 
the  disaster;  if  he  knows  that  in  the 
case  of  the  explosion  at  St.  Helen's  Col- 
liery, in  Cumberland,  the  workmen  do 
allege  negligence  of  management  as  the 
direct  cause  of  so  many  lives  being  lost, 
and  that  they  contemplate  taking  legal 
action  under  the  provisions  of  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Act  to  recover  com- 
pensation for  the  relatives  of  the  de- 
ceased; and,  whether,  under  these 
exceptional  circumstances,  he  will  order 
a  verbatim  report  of  the  evidence  ten- 
dered before  the  Coroner's  Court  or 
Courts  in  the  St.  Helen's  inquiry  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The 
answer  to  the  first  Question  is  in  the 
affirmative.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
men  allege  negligence  of  management 
as  the  direct  cause  of  loss  of  life,  or  that 
they  contemplate  taking  legal  action.  I 
am  unable  to  lay  a  verbatim  report  of 
the  evidence  upon  the  Table,  as  there 
was  no  shorthand  writer  present  at  the 
Coroner's  inquest ;  but  the  Eeport  which 
I  have  just  received  and  will  shortly  lay 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  specifically 
refers  to  the  important  witnesses,  and  to 
the  facts  to  which  they  deposed. 

COAL  MINES,   &c.    REGULATION    ACT 
1887-SPECIAL  RULES. 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he. 
has  received  from  the  Leicestershire 
district  objections  to  Special  Bules; 
and,  whether  he  intends  to  take  any 
steps  to  see  that  the  wishes  of  the  work- 
men are  duly  and  properly  attended 
to? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir;  I  have  received  such  objections. 
With  the  view  of  meeting  the  wishes 
of  the  workmen  in  this  district  certain 
amendments  of  the  Special  Rule  were 
prepared  by  the  Inspector,  approved 
by  me,  and  proposed  to  the  owners,  by 
whom  they  have  generally  been  ac- 
cept-ed. 
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THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)— COLLEC- 
TION  OF  MONEY  IN  SOUTHWARK 
PARK. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GEAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  fact 
that  a  summons  has  been  served  on  a 
Mr.  Fairbairn  for  collecting  money  after 
a  political  speech  in  Southwark  Park ; 
and,  if  this  is  the  first  summons  that  has 
been  served  under  this  bye-law  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  am  informed  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  that  the  fact  is  as 
stated.  Mr.  Fairbairn  is  the  first  per- 
son who  has  broken  the  bye-law,  and, 
consequently,  he  is  the  first  person  who 
has  been  summoned  under  it. 

Me.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM  : 
Seeing  that  the  Government  apparently 
are  about  to  suppress  political  meetings 
in  London  under  pretexts,  had  we  better 
not  pass  a  Coercion  Act  for  London,  as 
for  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  Mr. 
Fen  wick. 

POST  OFFICE  (CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH 
OFFICE)- PAYMENT  OF  SALARIES. 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  asked  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral, Whether  he  will  give  the  staff  of 
the  Central  Telegraph  Office  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  their  wishes  as  to 
the  present  system  of  payment  of  sala- 
ries, in  the  same  manner  as  was  done 
recently  on  the  question  of  long  and 
short  duties  ;  and,  whether,  if  a  large 
number  of  the  staff  are  found  to  be  in 
favour  of  weekly,  instead  of  fortnightly, 
payment  of  wages,  he  will  take  steps  to 
comply  with  their  request  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University),  in 
reply,  said,  that  any  officer  in  the  Post 
Office  was  at  liberty  to  apply  to  him 
through  the  usual  official  channel ;  and 
should  the  staff  at  the  Central  Tele- 
graph Office  submit  an  application  he 
would  give  it  attentive  consideration.  It 
would,  of  course,  be  premature  to  give 
any  promise  as  to  future  action  until 
the  requirements  of  the  Service  and  the 
wishes  of  the  officers  had  received  fuller 
consideration. 


POST   OFFICE     (SCOTLAND)— SORTIN 
VANS  BETWEEN  BURNTISLAND  AND 
DUNDEE. 

Mr.  PRESTON  BRUCE  (Fifeshire, 
W.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  discontinuance  at  the  beginning  of 
this  month  of  the  sorting  van,  which 
for  the  last  two  or  three  years  has  been 
running  between  Burntisland  and  Dun- 
dee, and  which  has  proved  to  be  a  very 
great  public  conveuience  in  respect  to 
the  interchange  of  letters  locally  ia  the 
County  of  Fife ;  whether  the  discon- 
tinuance of  this  van  is  the  act  of  the 
North  British  Railway  Company,  and 
connected  with  differences  between  that 
Company  and  the  Post  Office,  now  the 
subject  of  arbitration ;  whether  the  Post 
Office  has  made  any  attempt  to  arrange 
temporarily  for  the  continuance  of  this 
van,  so  as  to  obviate  the  derangement 
and  delay  of  mails  which  must  result 
from  its  suspension  ;  and,  whether,  fail- 
ing agreement,  he  has  power  to  compel, 
and  will  compel,  the  Company  to  restore 
this  sorting  van  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL(Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
facts  generally  are  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member.  The  Post  Office  did  attempt, 
but  unsuccessfully,  to  arrange  for  the 
continuance  of  the  sorting  carriages  in 
Fifeshire.  Until  the  umpire  in  the 
pending  arbitration  has  made  his  award, 
I  shall  not  be  prepared  to  re-enter  on 
the  consideration  of  this  Question.  I 
believe  the  last  sitting  of  the  umpire 
and  arbitrators  is  fixed  for  the  latter 
part  of  this  week,  so  we  may  hope  be- 
fore long  to  have  the  award. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— SEC.  1— STATE 
OP  DUBLIN  COUNTY. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (DubHn  Co.,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  following  extract 
from  the  report  in  The  FreematCi  Journal 
of  the  charge  of  Mr.  Justice  Johnson,  on 
the  5th  instant,  to  the  Qrand  Jury  of 
the  County  of  Dublin  : — 

"The  County  Inspector  had  furnished  him 
with  a  list  of  the  criminal  offences  that  had 
occurred  since  the  last  commission,  and  he 
reported  that  the  county  uras  in  a  perfectly 
satisfactory  state ; " 

and,  whether  the  Beport  of  the  County 
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Inspector  referred  to  correctly  represents 
the  state  of  Dublin  County  as  regards 
crime  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  reason  for 
applying  to  the  County  of  Dublin  the 
1st  section  of  "The  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887  ?" 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A* 
T.  Balfoxtr)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  The 
general  state  of  crime  is  not  abnormal. 
But  I  would  remind  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  section  cannot  be  put  in  force 
unless  a  crime  has  been  committed ;  and, 
further,  that  the  necessity  for  using  the 
section  does  not  depend  on  the  amount 
of  crime  committed,  but  on  the  character 
and  circumstances  of  the  crime  which 
has  to  be  investigated.  The  Govern- 
ment desire  to  be  in  a  position  to  put 
the  section  in  force  without  delay  if  the 
necessity  for  it  should  arise. 

Mb.  CLANCY  asked,  if  he  was  to 
understand  that  the  reason  why  this 
section  had  been  applied  to  the  County 
of  Dublin  was  that  possibly  something 
in  the  way  of  crime  might  arise  in  future 
requiring  the  aid  of  the  section  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  must  not  be  too  hasty  in  his 
inferences. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  now  ex- 
plain to  the  House  why  this  provision 
of  the  Crimes  Act  has  oeen  applied  to 
the  City  of  Dublin,  when,  since  it  was 
applied  to  the  City  of  Dublin  four  weeks 
ago,  no  steps  have  been  taken  under  the 
section?  Now,  as  I  think  its  applica- 
tion to  the  City  of  Dublin  is  extremely 
unnecessary,  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
some  explanation. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  was  applied 
to  the  City  of  Dublin  as  included  in  the 
County ;  and  my  answer  as  regards  the 
City  of  Dublin  is  precisely  the  same  as 
the  answer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
relation  to  the  County  of  Dublin. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  beg  to  point  out 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  g^ven 
absolutely  no  answer  to  the  Questions 
put  to  him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  given  a  purely  hypothetical  state- 
ment that  possibly  the  Government 
might  require  the  power  of  the  section 
in  case  necessity  might  arise.  I  think 
we  have  a  right  to  press  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  some  statement  of  the 
reasons  why  the  County  and  the  City  of 
Dublin  are  included  under  this  section ; 
because  we  are  entitled  to  suppose  that 
the  Ooerdon  Act  would  not  be  applied 
without  aome  reason  for  it. 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know 
that  I  can  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
information  he  desires ;  but  I  may  say 
that  the  County  of  Dublin  is  in  an  ex- 
ceptional position  in  Ireland,  as  offences 
might  be  committed  there  which  would 
blossom  into  crimes  in  other  parts  of  the 
country. 

Mb.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked,  whether  the  object  of  this  section 
of  the  Crimes  Act  was  not  to  discover 
crime ;  and  whether  Mr.  Justice  John- 
son, on  the  same  occasion,  did  not  say 
that  the  amount  of  crime  in  the  City  of 
Dublin  was  very  inconsiderable  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  already 
told  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  neces- 
sity for  using  the  powers  of  the  section 
does  not  depend  on  the  amount,  but  on 
the  character  and  circumstances  of  the 
crime  which  has  to  be  investigated. 

Mb.  DILLON:  But  what  is  the 
crime  ?  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  that  there  is  any  crime  in  the  City 
or  County  of  Dublin  of  such  a  character 
as  requires  to  be  investigated  under 
Section  1  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  afraid  I 
should  not  be  able  to  satisfy  the  hon. 
Gentleman  with  any  answer  I  might 
give.  I  have  nothing  to  add  to  what  I 
have  said 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBTIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  a  plain  answer, 
enable  the  House  to  understand,  with 
regard  to  the  County  of  Dublin,  whe- 
ther or  not  any  information  has  been 
sworn  that  a  crime  has  been  committed  ; 
or  whether,  in  fact,  any  crime  has  been 
committed  which  renders  it  desirable, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  to 
apply  the  provisions  of  Section  1  of  the 
Coercion  Act? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Of  course, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that  if  in- 
formation had  been  sworn  that  a  crime 
had  been  committed  there  would  be  an 
investigation  under  Section  1.  I  am 
afraid  beyond  that  I  have  nothing  to  add. 

Mb.  CLANCY:  Are  we  to  under- 
stand, then,  that  no  crime  has  been  com- 
mitted in  the  County  of  Dublin  ? 

[No  reply.] 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— JOHN 

MAGUIRE. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Irelandi  Whether  John  Ma- 
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guire,  of  Swords,  County  of  Dublin, 
against  whom  a  warrant  for  arrest  was 
issued  for  the  second  time  early  in 
March  last,  but  who  still  remained  at 
large  at  the  end  of  April  under  the  pro- 
tection of  the  police,  has  yet  been  com- 
mitted to  prison ;  if  so,  when  was 
Maguire  arrested ;  and,  what  is  the 
justification  for  delaying  the  execution 
of  the  warrant  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
T.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Maguire 
was  arrested  on  the  10th  of  May.  The 
execution  of  the  warrant  was  delayed 
pending  the  result  of  inauiry  by  the 
li()rd  Lieutenant  into  a  Memorial  by 
Maguire.  The  magistrates  ordered 
that  the  arrest  should  not  take  place 
imtil  the  Lord  Lieutenant  gave  his 
decision  on  the  Memorial. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  May  I  ask,  is  there 
any  precedent  for  delaying  the  execu- 
tion of  a  warrant  on  such  grounds  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  answer  that  Question  without 
Notice. 

Subsequently, 

Mb.  CLANCY  said,  as  he  did  not 
hear  the  answer 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  practice,  which  is  a  growing  one, 
after  the  Questions  have  been  twice  gone 
over,  of  Members  reviving  Questions 
which  have  been  answered  some  time 
ago,  and  raising  a  series  of  further 
Questions  upon  them.  I  think  that 
practice  is  causing  serious  inconvenience 
to  the  House. 

Mb.  CLANCY:  With  your  permission, 
Sir,  I  may  state  that  I  was  about  saying 
that  I  had  not  heard  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  That 
is  hardly  a  reason,  under  the  circum- 
stances, for  repeating  the  Question. 

EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)  —  EKTURN  OP 
CARETAKERS. 

Mb.  a.  E.  pease  (York)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  When  the  Return  of  Care- 
takers evicted  in  Ireland,  promised  in 
February,  and  stated  subsequently  to 
be  almost  ready  for  presentation,  will 
be  placed  upon  the  Taole  of  the  House  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)    (Manchester,    E.}:    The 

Mr.  Clancy  ... 


Return  was  presented  on  May  31,  and 
circulated  this  morning. 

Mb.  a.  E.  pease  asked,  whether 
that  Return  was  not  one  that  dealt 
solely  with  evicted  tenants  —  tenants 
reduced  to  the  position  of  caretakers 
under  Clause  7  of  the  Land  Act ;  and, 
whether  it  was  not  a  diflferent  Return  to 
that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
promised  in  February  last  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  under  a  misappre- 
hension. The  Return  in  question  did 
deal  with  caretakers. 

Mb.  a.  E.  pease  :  Not  with  the 
eviction  of  caretakers  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes,  Sir.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  look  at  the  Re- 
turn, he  will  see,  on  the  first  and  second 
pages  of  it,  that  it  does  refer  to  the 
eviction  of  caretakers — of  ex-tenants 
who  are  caretakers. 

MINES— CERTIFICATES  OF  UNDER 
MANAGERS. 

Mb.  BURT  (Morpeth)  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  complaints  that  persons  who 
have  acted  as  under  managers  of  mines 
for  many  years  have  been  refused  cer- 
tificates of  service;  whether  it  is  true 
that  in  cases  of  refusal  to  grant  such 
certificates  no  reason  or  explanation  has 
been  given  to  the  applicant ;  and,  whe- 
ther, considering  the  dissatisfaction  that 
exists  and  the  interest  that  is  taken  in 
the  subject,  he  will  state  the  method  of 
procedure  and  the  principles  that  guide 
the  Home  Office  in  dealing  with  certifi- 
cates of  service  ? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  ^r. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir;  I  have  received  such  complaints. 
In  the  first  instance  no  reason  for  re- 
fusal is  given;  but  if  remonstrance  is 
made  the  reasons  are  set  forth  in  detail. 
I  consider  my  duty  to  be  limited  to 
ascertainiug  whether  the  candidate 
possesses  the  statutory  qualification — 
namely,  whether  he  has  exercised 
functions  substantially  corresponding  to 
those  of  an  under  manager.  I  have  no 
right  to  exercise  any  discretion  as  to 
whether  the  candidate  is  otherwise  per- 
sonally qualified.  The  method  of  proce- 
dure is  to  refer  each  application  to  the 
Inspector  of  the  district,  who  reports  to 
me  whether,  in  fact,  the  candidate 
possesses   the    statutory   qualification. 
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The  two  main  prinoiples,  speaking 
generally,  bj  vhich  I  hare  been  guided 
are— fint,  that  the  applicant  shall  have 
been  next  in  authority  to  a  certificated 
manager ;  and,  secondly,  that  lie  shall 
have  exeroiaed  control  over  a  separate 
mine,  or  suoh  part  as  might,  under  the 
Statute,  have  oonstitutea  a  separate 
mine. 

L&W  AND  POLICE  (UETBOPOLIS)- 
AEREST  OF  JOHN  MAEA. 

Un.  GAINE  (Barrow-in-FumesB) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  a  man  named 
John  Uara,  a  printer,  was  arrested  on 
June  2,  in  Hyde  Park,  by  two  deteotives, 
on  suspicion  of  being  a  pickpocket ;  if 
at  the  time  of  his  arrest  he  was  dressed 
in  hie  working  clothes,  his  hands  being 
covered  with  printer's  ink,  with  other 
marks  of  his  trade  to  show  that  he  was 
what  he  represented  himself  to  be;  if 
he  stated  at  the  Police  Court  that  he 
baa  been  employed  by  T&t.  T.  Sharp, 
17,  Great  Titohfield  Street,  W.,  for  the 
last  10  years,  whose  foreman  has  been 
to  Harlborongh  Street  Police  Court  to 
testify  to  hie  good  character  and  respect- 
ability and  to  offer  bail ;  if  this  bail 
was  refused  by  Mr.  Newton  ;  and,  if  so, 
for  what  reason  ;  if  John  Mara  is  under 
further  remand  till  Saturday  next,  to 
enable  the  police  to  bring  forward  wit- 
nesses who  "  saw  him  walking  about  in 
a  suspicious  maimer  ;  "  if,  as  the  matter 
stands  at  present,  John  Mara  remains 
in  prison  on  suspicion  only,  the  only 
charge  against  hiia  being  the  unsup- 
ported evidence  of  two  detectives ;  and, 
if  he  will  at  once  order  John  Mora's 
release  on  bail  ? 

Th«  SECHETAET  of  state  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  magistrate  that  the 
facts  as  stated  in  the  Question  are  sub- 
stantially correct,  and  that  the  prisoner 
is  under  remand  on  the  evidence  of  two 
reliable  witnesses,  while  uther  witneHses 
are  to  be  produced  on  Saturday.  I 
hare  no  bathority  to  order  his  release 
on  bail. 

Hk.  CAINE  :  Does  it  require  a  fort- 
night for  two  detectives  to  produce  oor- 
roborativfl  evidence  of  pic^ng  pockets 
in  Hyde  Park ;  and  is  there  anything 
beyond  the  soapicion  of  those  detectives 
that  thi*  man  was  engaged  is  picking 
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Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  given  the 
hon.  Qentleman  all  the  information  that 
I  poaaees. 

Mk.  CAINE  :  Well,  I  shall  put  down 
other  Questions  on  this  subject  to- 
morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  {ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)     BILL  —  THE      LICENSING 

CLA08E8— THE  COUNTY  000NCIL8. 

Mr.  summers  (Huddersfield)  asked 

the  President  of  the  Local  Government 

Board,  Whether  he  intends  to  persevere 

with  the  proposal  to  hand  over  to  the 

County  Connoils  the  proceeds  of   the 

licences    for   the   sale    of  intoxicating 

liquors  f 

The  president  {Mr.  RrxcniE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  We 
do  not  intend.  Sir,  to  make  any  altera- 
tion in  our  proposals  in  this  regard. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS— THE  UEADING 
ROOU. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, £.)  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether  be  will 
place  some  additional  furniture  in  the 
Reading  Room,  so  that  the  newspapers 
may  be  arranged  in  a  convenient  and 
available  manner  for  the  use  of  tho 
Members  of  the  House  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Pujnxet)  (Dublin  University):  Yes, 
Sir;  I  will  endeavour  to  see  whether 
better  arrangements  cannot  be  made  in 
the  Reading  Room. 

Mn.  ADDISON  (Ashton-nnder-Lyne) 
asked,  whether  it  might  not  be  possible 
to  get  a  better  newspaper  room  alto- 
gether ;  and,  also,  whether  the  First 
CommiBsioner  could  not  cause  a  more 
adequate  supply  of  newsna^ers,  par* 
tioutorly  French  and  Bdgian  news- 
papers, to  be  procured  ? 

Mb.  PLUNKET  :  The  supply  ot 
newspapers  does  not  come  within  my 
Department.  I  should  like  to  see  a 
better  Reading  Room ;  but  I  am  afraid 
it  is  not  possible  to  obtain  one,  consider- 
ing the  accommodation  of  the  building. 

WAR  OFFICE  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)- 
TtlE  YEOMANRY— LIMITATION  OF 
AQE. 

VisconwT  EBRINGTON  (Devon, 
Tavistock)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  will  extend  to  the 
Yeomaniy  the  Order  reoeatly  issued  to 
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the  Yolunteere,  which  limita  the  age  for 
aerrice  in  that  Force  to  the  years  be- 
tween 17  and  50? 

Thb  SECEETAET  or  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  SxAiraopB)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn  castle); 
It  is  proposed  to  fix  a  limit  of  age  for 
eerricB  in  the  Yeomanry,  subject  to  ex- 
ceptions in  very  special  cases. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDUHE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  1887— REFUSAL  TO  GIVE 
EVIDENCE. 

Mn.  W.  BEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing in  TXff  Datli/  Ntwt : — 

"  At  Felcarrsgh  CrimeB  Court  yesterday  four 
prisoiiers  wure  rBmaoded  for  the  fourth  time 
to  Derrj  Oaol  for  Baven  dayi  for  Tefusiog  to 
pve  evidenca.  An  old  man  named  Shane 
O'Donnell  fainted  on  his  third  journey  from 
gaol.  Hit  wHi  witb  great  diffioolty  resuacitatad, 
and  waa  eventually  discliaTged : 
how  long  has  this  old  man  O'Donnell 
been  in  prison  altogether ;  and,  has  he 
been  oharged  with  or  convicted  of  any 
crime? 

Thb  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BALPora)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Question  only  appeared  on 
th«  Paper  that  morning ;  but  if  it  were 
repeated  on  Monday  he  would  endeavoui 
to  answer  it. 

UNITED  STATES-SHIPPING  GHARQES 
— DECLARiVTION  FEE. 

Ma.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  has  yet  ro' 
ceived  an  answer  from  Her  Majesty'i 
Minister  at  Washington  as  to  the  reason 
why  shippers  from  England  to  thi 
United  States  are  charged  a  declaration 
fee  of  2«.  Gd.  on  each  iuToice  in  addition 
to  the  Consul's  fee,  while  shippers  from 
Germany  to  the  United  States  pay  no 
declaration  fee  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY 
STATE  TOB  INDIA  (Sir  Johk  Gohbt) 
(Chatham)  (who  replied)  said :  A  lettei 
containing  tJie  substance  of  the  Report 
on  the  subject  received  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  at  Washington  was  ad- 
dressed to  the  hon.  Member  yesterday. 
If  he  requires  any  further  ioformation 
I  would  suggest  that  he  should  commu- 
nicate again  with  the  Foreign  Office, 
where  the  matter  is  receiving  attention. 
Vitcowtt  £hringion 


VENEZUELA- DUTIES  AD  VALOREM. 
Mn.  HOWELL  (BethnalGreeD.N.E.) 
(for  Mr.  Watt)  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the  additional 
30  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  upon  all 
goods  imported  is  stilt  enforced  by 
Yenezuela ;  and,  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  trade  between  Trinidad  and 
Yenezuela  has  now  virtually  ceased  to 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  KiB  INDIA  (Sir  Johk  Gohbt) 
(Chatham)  (who  replied)  said ;  We 
have  no  information  that  this  additional 
duty  has  ceased  to  be  levied.  It  is  not 
a  fact  that  trade  between  Trinidad  and 
Yenezuela  has  now  virtually  ceased  to 
exist;  but  there  was  a  falling  off  in 
1667,  as  compared  with  1866,  of 
£10,246  in  value  of  imports  to  Trinidad 
( sxcludi a g  bullion  in  transit)— namely, 
from  £179,274  to  £169,0^»;  and  in 
exports  of  £26,722  —  namely,  from 
£166,565  to  £141,863. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE  —  BRITISH 
AND  FOREIGN  MIN18TBIE8  OF 
COMMERCE. 

Me.  0AU8T0N  (Southwark,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stats  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  instituted  any 
inquiry,  or  obtained  any  information 
from  Foreign  Governments,  showing 
the  difference  of  organization  between 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  this  country  and 
the  Ministers  of  Commerce  of  Foreign 
AdminiatratiouB ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
they  will  do  so  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  John  Goest) 
(Chatham)  (who  replied)  said :  No  euoh 
inquiry  has  been  recently  instituted ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  will  furnish  the 
Foreign  Office  with  particulars  of  the 
information  he  desires  to  obtain,  and 
the  countries  from  which  it  should  be 
procured,  Reports  will  be  called  for. 

NATIONAL  RIFLE   ASSOCIATION— BE- 

MOVAL  OP  THE  VOLUNTEER  CAMP 

FROM  WIMBLEDON. 

Mb.    NORTON    (Kent,  Tunbridge) 

asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 

with  reference  to   the  removal  of  the 

Yolunteer  Oamp  from  Wimbledon,  and 

in  consideration  of  the  great  advantage 
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to  the  country  and  the  Volunteers  gene- 
rally if  the  annual  meeting  oould  con- 
tinue to  be  held  near  London,  and  also 
the  desirability  of  haying  a  permanent 
range  available  for  the  Metropolitan 
Corps,  Whether  the  Gk>yernment  will 
take  steps  to  inquire  as  to  the  suitability 
of  the  l^ohmond  Park  site  ? 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  un- 
derstand that  a  deputation  from  the 
National  Rifle  Association  waited  upon 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  this  morning  on  the 
subject  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers. 
It  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Government 
carefully  to  consider  the  representation 
which  was  made  to  the  First  Commis- 
sioner, and  they  will  to  do  so  with  as 
little  delay  as  possible,  having  regard  to 
the  importance  of  the  question.  But  I 
must  point  out  to  my  hon.  Friend,  that 
if  only  the  annual  rifle  meeting  is  sanc- 
tioned in  Richmond  Park,  it  will  involve 
the  exclusion  of  the  public  from  a  por- 
tion of  the  Park  for  a  fortnight  every 
J  rear,  and  necessitate  the  removal  of  a 
arge  number  of  trees  in  the  line  of  fire ; 
while  if  the  butts  were  to  be  available 
as  a  permanent  range,  the  public  would 
have  to  be  permanently  excluded  from 
an  area  amounting  to  about  one-half  of 
the  entire  Park. 

TRB  ADMIRALTY  AND  THE  WAR 
OFFICE— HYPOTHETICAL  INVASION 
OF  THIS  COUNTRY. 

Sib  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Bow,  ftc.)asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Royal  Com- 
mission to  be  presided  over  by  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Rossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  will  in- 
quire into  the  relations  between  the  Ad- 
miralty and  War  Office,  as  regards  the 
conflicting  statements  made  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  Adjutant 
Qeneral  of  the  Army,  respecting  the 
transport  required  and  availame  in 
French  ports  for  the  sudden  invasion  of 
this  country  by  100,000  men ;  whether 
the  Commissioners  will  inquire  into  the 
relations  between  the  Aamiralty,  the 
War  Office,  and  the  Treasury,  with  a 
view  to  ascertaining  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  Gi^asury  sanctions  an  annual 
expenditure  by  the  War  Office  of  over 
£14,000  a-year  for  military  intelligence, 
berides  over  £4,000  a-year  for  military 
Mtoeh^  wliil9  tbe  annual  expenditure 


by  the  Admiralty  for  naval  intelligence 
is  under  £5,000  a-year,  and  under 
£1,000  a-year  for  a  naval  attache,  as 
shown  by  Parliamentary  Returns  re- 
cently presented  to  the  House  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  My  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  is  aware  of  the 
terms  of  the  Reference  to  the  Royal 
Commission  on  the  Admiralty  and  War 
Office  ;  and  it  is  for  the  Commission,  as 
a  body,  to  determine  what  points  they 
will  or  will  not  deal  with.  No  Member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  can  g^ve 
any  instructions  to  or  interfere  with  the 
proceedings  of  a  Royal  Commission ; 
and,  under  thebe  circumstances,  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  give  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  any  deflnite  information 
on  the  point  which  he  has  raised. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL  —  THE  LICENSING 
CLAUSES  —  SUSPENSION  OF  NEW 
LICENCES. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.)  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  withdrawal  of  the  Licensing 
Clauses  of  the  Local  Government  Bill, 
the  Government  would  be  willing  to  in- 
troduce into  that  Bill  a  clause,  or  to 
bring  in  a  short  Bill  to  suspend  tor  12 
months  the  issue  of  all  new  licences  for 
the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  as  was 
done  in  1871,  pending  further  considera- 
tion of  the  question  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  In 
answer  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to 
state  that  the  Government  are  not  pre- 
pared to  enter  into  any  arrangement  or 
engagement  with  the  House  to  introduce 
a  Bill  suspending  for  12  months  the 
issue  of  all  new  licences  for  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) : 
Arising  out  of  the  answer  of  the  rig^ht 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  beg  to  ask  him  whe- 
ther, after  the  declaration  made  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Gt)yemment 
Board  in  introducing  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  the  House  is  to  understand 
that  the  Government  intend  to  postpone 
indefinitely  dealing  with  the  questions 
of  Local  Option,  Sunday  Closing,  and 
the  conferring  of  powers  for  granting 
licences  upon  Bodies  to  be  elected  by 
the  ratepayers  ? 
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Mb.W.  H.SMITH:  Thehon.  Gentle- 
man must  draw  his  own  inference  from 
the  course  which  the  Government  have 
been  compelled  to  take. 

Subsequently^ 

SiRWILLIAMHAECOURT(perby): 
With  reference  to  the  Notice  given  by 
the  Government  of  their  intention  to 
omit  certain  clauses  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill,  I  beg  leave  to  give  Notice 
that  when  a  Motion  is  made  to  omit 
Clause  9,  relating  to  Sunday  Closing,  I 
shall  oppose  the  omission  of  that  clause. 

GREENWICH    HOSPITAL   ESTIMATES. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Greenwich  Hospital  Estimates 
will  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee 
on  Navy  Estimates  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
Greenwich  Hospital  Estimates  will  not 
be  within  the  terms  of  the  Reference  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  Navy  Estimates. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan 
(Denbignshire,  E.), 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that,  in  the  present 
condition  of  Public  Business,  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  Ghovernment  to  fix  a  date 
for  taking  the  two  Bills  dealing  with 
the  subject  of  tithe  rent-charge. 

In  reply  to  Sir  William  Haroourt 
(Derby)  and  Mr.  Bradlauoh  (North- 
ampton), 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  there  would 
be  a  Morning  Sitting  to-morrow  for  the 
Local  Government  Bill.  It  might  be 
necessary  to  take  Supply  one  day  next 
week — ^he  hoped  not  more  than  one  day 
•^and  the  other  days  would  be  devoted 
to  the  Local  Government  Bill ;  but  he 
would  state  definitely  to-morrow  if  it 
would  be  necessary  to  take  Supply,  and, 
if  so,  on  what  day  it  would  be  taken. 

GEEMANY— HEALTH  OF  HIS  IMPERIAL 
MAJESTY  FREDERICK  Jll. 

Mr.  ho  worth  (Salford,  S.):  In 
view  of  the  alarming  news  about  the 
German  Emperor's  health,  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  (Government  whether  they 
have  received  any  information  of  a  more 


re- assuring  character  than  is  contained 
in  to-day's  newspapers  ? 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA.- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  regret  deeply  that  it 
is  not  in  the  power  of  the  Government, 
nor  in  my  power,  to  give  the  House  any 
re-assuring  information.  We  have  not 
received  any  telegram  from  Berlin  since 
the  early  morning,  and  all  the  infor- 
mation that  has  reached  us  is  of  the  cha- 
racter to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers. 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said :  About  an 
hour  and  a  half  ago  I  was  asked  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Salford  a 
Question  with  reference  to  the  condition 
of  the  German  Emperor.  At  that  time 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  received 
no  telegram  from  our  Ambassador  at 
Berlin ;  but  we  have  since  received  a 
telegram,  dated  3  o'clock  to-day,  from 
Berlin,  informing  us,  I  regret  to  say, 
that  the  Emperor's  condition  is  much 
worse  than  it  has  been,  and  that  there 
is  now  very  little  hope  entertained  of  his 
recovery.  Inflammation  of  the  lungs 
has  set  in  ;  but  the  Ambassador  informs 
us  that  His  Imperial  Highness's  intel- 
lect is  perfectly  clear,  and  that  he  is 
suffering  no  pain.  It  is  with  very  great 
regret  that  I  make  this  communication 
to  the  House ;  but  it  is,  at  least,  some 
consolation  to  know  that  His  Imperial 
Highness  is  free  from  pain,  and  that  his 
intellect  remains  unclouded. 

EXCISE  DUTIES   (LOCAL  PURPOSES) 

BILL. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  When 
he  proposes  to  take  the  Wheel  Tax  Bill ; 
or  whether  they  were  to  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  give  it  up  f 

The  chancellor  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  thought  I  had 
several  times  informed  the  House  that 
that  tax  has  not  been  given  up.  The 
time  when  it  will  be  taken  will  depend 
on  the  progress  of  the  Local  Government 
Bill.  It  stands  in  the  same  category  as 
other  measures. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)  BILL-THE    COUNTY 

COUNCILS. 

Thb  president  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  B0ARD(Mr.BiTOH») 
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(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  an- 
nounced that  he  hoped  a  Paper  would 
be  in  the  Vote  Office  this  evening  giving 
the  suggested  numbers  of  the  County 
Councils.  This  might  be  a  convenience 
to  hon.  Members  in  view  of  the  discus- 
sion on  the  subject. 

In  reply  to  Sir  TTqhtrsd  Kay-Shut- 
TurwoBTH  (Lancasliire,  Clitheroe), 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  that  he  hoped 
the  Amendments  to  the  Bill  would  be 
laid  on  the  Table  to-morrow. 

ORDERS     OF  THE    DA  T. 


NATIONAL  DEBT  (SUPPLEBfENTAL) 
BILL.— [Bnx  2M.] 

{Mr,  CkoHctlhr  of  the  Bxehequir,  Mr.  William 
Senry  Smiih,  Mr,  Jackwn,) 

OOKSIDE&ATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eonM&red, 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT(Derby): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether,  upon  the  third  read- 
ing of  this  Billy  he  will  tell  the  House 
what  he  proposes  to  do  with  that  portion 
of  the  Three  per  Cent  Consols  which 
still  remains  unconverted  ?  At  present, 
there  is  a  considerable  difference  be- 
tween the  price  of  the  old  Consols  which 
have  not  been  converted  and  those 
which  have  been  converted,  so  that  the 
persons  who  did  not  take  the  advice  to 
convert  have  got  a  good  deal  better 
treatment  than  the  people  who  did  con- 
vert. Therefore,  there  is  a  considerable 
portion  of  Stock,  the  amount  of  which  I 
do  not  Imow,  which  is  worth  20«.  more 
than  the  converted  Stock. 

ThbOKANOELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QITEB  (Mr.  OosoHXir)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  cannot  admit  that 
because  for  a  few  weeks  the  converted 
Stock  has  fallen  below  par,  therefore  it 
IS  true  that  those  who  have  not 
converted  have  got  a  better  thing  than 
those  who  have  converted.  The  Three 
per  Oent  Stock  is  now  in  such  a  position 
that  it  can  be  paid  off  on  12  months' 
notice.  Whether  they  will  be  in  as 
satisfactory  a  position  as  those  who  have 
got  a  Stock  on  which  2^  per  cent  or 
2}  per  oent  is  guaranteed  for  a  certain 
number  of  years  is  a  question  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  others  to  de- 
termine. If  they  are  paid  off  at  par  in 
fhe  oeurse  of  a  ^ear^  an4  sbotild  not  be 


able  to  invest  as  well  as  they  can  at 
this  particular  moment,  I  should  say 
that  they  will  not  be  in  so  favourable  a 
position  as  the  holders  of  the  New 
Stock.  I  think  it  is  premature  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to  at- 
tempt to  mar  the  success  of  the  opera- 
tion. 

Mb.  SPEAEEE:  I  must  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  the  fact  that  there  is  no  Question  be- 
fore the  House.  No  debate  can  arise 
at  this  stage,  and  the  third  reading  will 
be  taken  to- morrow. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  will  answer  the 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
specifically  and  ezacUy  on  another  occa- 
sion ;  but  I  may  say  now  that  out  of  a 
total  of  about  £590,000,000  and  more, 
the  amount  still  outstanding  is  about 
£47,000,000. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork.  Co.  Mid.)  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whe- 
ther, in  connection  with  the  Bill,  Clause  1 , 
which  spoke  of  the  market  price  of 
the  Three  per  Cent  Stock,  referred  to 
annuities  or  assets  in  the  case  of  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners,  in  respect 
of  trustee  savings  banks  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 
There  can  be  no  discussion  upon  this 
stage  of  the  Bill. 

Db.  tanner  intimated  that  he 
would  put  the  question  to-morrow. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  7b- 
morroto,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

NATIONAL  DEFENCE  [REMUNERA- 
TION,  &c.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Mattee — ooMidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*<That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  remuneration  to  Uailway  Oompanies 
for  receiving  and  forwarding  traffic  under  the 
authority  of  a  Secretary  of  State  or  the  Admi- 
ralty»  and  of  compensation  to  any  person  suffer- 
ing loss  for  anything  done  under  such  autho- 
rity, in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  present 
Session  to  make  better  provision  respecting 
National  Defence." — {Mr,  Secretary  Stanhope,) 

Mb.  PICTON  TLeicester)  said,  there 
had  been  no  explanation  of  the  neces- 
sity for  this  Resolution.  There  was 
nothing  to  justify  such  a  Resolution, 
except   some  expectation  of  invasion 
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that  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  most  im- 
probable thing.  Such  a  Resolution  was 
calculated  to  excite  a  g^eat  deal  of  alarm. 
If  such  a  monstrously  improbable  con- 
tingency were  to  arise,  he  supposed  that 
any  Oovemment  would  seize  the  rail- 
ways in  case  of  necessity,  and  ask  for  a 
Bill  of  Indemnity  afterwards.  He  pre- 
sumed it  would  be  impossible  that  there 
would  be  any  invasion  of  this  country 
without  some  amount  of  previous  ru- 
mour or  expectation.  If  such  a  difficulty 
were  to  arise,  Bills  could  be  passed 
through  the  two  Houses  within  24  hours, 
or  even  less,  in  case  of  necessity.  He 
could  not  see  that  any  good  ground  had 
been  shown  for  the  Kesolution,  and  he 
hoped  the  Secretary  of  State  would  give 
some  information  to  the  House  upon  the 
subject. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire. 
Homcastle):  This  is  only  a  formal 
Resolution  on  which  a  Bill  would  be 
founded.  When  the  clause  comes  on  in 
Committee,  the  hon.  Member  will  have 
an  opportunity  for  raising  the  question. 
Although  we  certainly  do  not  anticipate 
an  invasion,  we  believe  that  the  best 
way  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  such  a 
thing  is  to  be  prepared.  We  are  only 
asking  for  such  powers  as  we  deem 
reasonable  and  necessary,  and  which  we 
might  have  to  use  in  the  case  of  emer- 
gency. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow^ 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

CUSTOMS   (WINE    DUTY)  BILL 
(Mr,  Courtney i  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exeheqtterf 

Mr.  Jaekson,) 

[bill  293.]      SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  :  In 
moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  circum- 
stances which  have  rendered  it  necessary 
to  introduce  it.  It  will  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Ooschen),  in  introducing  his  Budget, 
asked  the  House  to  sanction  a  tax  upon 
bottled  wines  to  the  extent  of  5«.  per 
dozen.  The  House  on  that  occasion 
was  good  enough  to  grant  my  right  hon. 

Mr*  Picton 


Friend's  demand ;  but  in  the  course  of 
the  discussion,  and  on  the  Report  stage 
of  the  Bill,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Craig)  moved 
a  Resolution  and  ^.initiated  a  discus- 
sion, suggesting  the  exemption  from 
the  tax  of  all  wines  under  SOe,  a  dozen 
That  proposal  met,  I  may  say,  with  a 
very  large  amount  of  acceptance  in  the 
House,  and  it  met  also  with  what  I  may 
venture  to  call  a  benevolent  reception 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  It  was  pointed 
out  most  forcibly  that  the  proposal  to 
tax  all  bottled  wines  at  the  same  rate  of 
5*.  per  dozen  would  fall  very  heavily  on 
a  very  considerable  portion  of  wine  which 
was  imported  into  this  country  in  bottles 
of  a  very  useful  character,  but  which 
comes  in  at  a  very  moderate  price.  It  was 
quite  recognized  that  if  any  plan  could 
be  found  by  which  exemption,  or  partial 
relief,  could  be  given  to  this  class  of 
wines,  it  was  the  duty  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  consider  it,  and,  impossible,  to 
give  effect  to  it.  As  the  result  of  that 
discussion,  my  right  hon.  Friend  pro- 
mised to  the  House  a  plan  by  which 
some  relief  might  be  given  to  wines  of 
that  character.  The  difficulties  were 
recognized  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
when  he  had  to  consider  them  previously 
to  the  introduction  of  his  Budget  to  this 
House.  It  was  pointed  out  at  the  time 
that  there  were  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government  very  few  figures  which 
enabled  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  form  a 
very  accurate  estimate,  either  as  to  the 
quantity  of  bottled  wines  imported  into 
this  country,  and  still  less  of  the  quan* 
tity  of  the  proportions  of  those  bottled 
wines  which  would  have  to  be  exempt 
because  they  were  less  than  dO«.  a  dozen. 
I  believe  that  for  some  considerable 
time  there  have  been  no  separate 
statistics  kept  at  the  Customs  with 
reference  to  the  importation  of  bottled 
wines.  But  the  opportunity  which 
had  been  offered  has  enabled  some 
figures,  which  I  believe  may  be  taken 
to  be  reliable,  to  be  obtained,  show- 
ing not  only  the  total  import  of  bottled 
wines  into  this  country,  but  also  afford- 
ing an  approximate  estimate  as  to 
the  proportion  of  sparkling  wines  and 
still  wines  comprised  in  that  total.  I 
have  said  that  there  were  no  statistics, 
and  perhaps  it  may  be  thought  by  some 
hon.  Members  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and  the  Department  Qyer  which  he  pre« 
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Bides  are  to  blame  because  those  statis- 
tics are  not  forthcoming.    Let  me  point 
out  to  hon.  Members  what  the  obvious 
answer  to  that  is.     After  the  statement 
I  have  made  that  no  separate  statistics 
have  been  kept  of  the  quantity  of  bottled 
wines  imported  into  this  country,  it  is 
obvious  to  every  Member  of  this  House 
that  to  have  entered  into  an  investiga- 
tion, and  to  have  called  for  statistics 
from  all  parts  of  the  Kingdom,  would 
have  been  most  effectually  to  have  in- 
formed the  public  beforehand  what  was 
in  the  mind  of  my  right,  hon.  Friend  pre- 
viously to  the  introduction  of  his  Budget, 
and  I  think  that  I  may  say  that  there  is 
not  the  smallest  evidence  to  show  that 
in  the  inquiries  which  have  been  made, 
necessarily  limited  as   they  were,    the 
aecret  was  not  well  kept  by  the  Depart- 
ment, and  it  was  absolutely  unknown  to 
the  public  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
contemplated  imposing  a  duty  on  bottled 
wine.   The  investigation  which  has  taken 
place,  and  I  may  say  that  it  took  place 
both    at   home    and    abroad — has  not 
only  furnished  us  with  what  I  believe  to 
be  reliable  figures,  but  it  has  also,  I 
may  say,   at   the  outset,  considerably 
facilitated  the  task  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  had  set    before   himself.    The 
figures  which  have  been  obtained  show 
that   the  original   estimate  was  under 
the   mark,    and    that    my  right    hon. 
Friend  had  a  considerable  margin  in 
which  to  work  in  his  endeavour  to  find 
a  method  of  giving  exemption  to  those 
wines  which  are  under  dO«.  a- dozen.     I 
will  give  to  the  House  a  few  figures 
which  have  been  obtained  as  the  result 
of    the  investigation.     These    figures, 
although  an  estimate  only,  have  been 
checked  in  various  ways,  and  are  be- 
lieved to  be   approximately   accurate. 
It  is  estimated  that  the  total  import  of 
bottled  wines  into  this  country  is  in 
round  figures   2,500,000  gallons.      Of 
those  2,500,000  gallons,  about  two-fifths 
or  1,000,000  gallons  are  represented  by 
still  wines,   and  about  three -fifths,  or 
1,500,000    gallons   may   be    taken    to 
represent    the    quantity    of    sparkling 
wines.     Of  the  still  wines,  of  which  the 
total  is   said   to   be    about    1,000,000 
gallons,  it  is  believed  that,  at  a  liberal 
estimate,   about  one-fourth — or    about 
250,000    gallons  —  consists    of    wines 
worth  more  than  SOs.  per  dozen,  while 
the  remaining  three-fourths,  or  750,000 
gallons  will,   it  is  estimated,  come  in 
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below  the  limit  of  30i.  per  dozen.  Then, 
Sir,  with  regard  to  the  sparkling  wines, 
at  which  the  total  import  is  estimated 
at  1,500,000  gallons,  about  two-thirds, 
or  1,000,000  gallons  will,  it  is  estimated, 
come  in  over  the  limit  of  d0«.  a-dozen, 
while  about  one-third,  or  500,000,  will 
come  in  below  the  limit  of  30«.  I  should 
like  to  point  out  to  the  House  one  very 
important  fact  that  has  come  to  our 
knowledge  and  been  impressed  upon  us 
in  the  course  of  these  investigations — 
that  is,  that  the  customs  and  the  habits 
of  the  people  of  this  country  in  the 
direction  of  drinking  wine  appears  very 
largely  to  have  changed,  and  changed 
not  only  in  regard  to  the  particular 
wines  which  they  drink,  but  also  with 
regard  to  the  quantity  of  wine  they 
drink.  While  the  total  quantity  of 
wine — not  bottled  wine  only — imported 
into  this  country  and  retained  for  home 
consumption  is  now  only  about  the  same 
as  it  was^in  the  year  1866  the  proportion 
of  sparkling  wines  which  is  imported  into 
this  coimtry  has  enormously  increased. 
Therefore,  the  importation  of  sparkling 
to  still  wine  imported  in  bottle  bears  to- 
day a  much  larger  proportion  to  tbe 
total  than  it  did  in  1866,  or  in  any 
subsequent  year.  This  change  which 
has  been  going  on  appears  from  the 
figures  to  be,  at  all  events  for  the  pre- 
sent, continuous,  and  so  far  as  we  are 
ablo  to  judge  it  is  likely  to  continue. 
I  will  give  the  House  the  figures.  While 
in  1866  the  total  white  wine  imported 
into  this  country  was  taken  at  958,000 
gallons,  in  1887  it  had  risen  to  1,538,000 
gallons,  or  an  increase  of  very  nearly 
60  per  cent.  This,  as  I  have  pointed  out, 
was  the  case  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  the  total  of  wine  imported  into  this 
country  for  home  consumption  was  in 
1866,  13,226,000  gallons,  and  in  1887, 
13,694,000  gallons.  These  figures  go  to 
show  that  the  quantity  of  sparkling 
wine  imported  into  this  country,  and  of 
course  imported  in  bottle,  has  shown  a 
very  considerable  tendency  to  increase 
to  even  a  larger  extent  than  my  right 
hon.  Friend  had  estimated.  Now,  Sir, 
on  these  figures  my  right  hon.  Friend 
had  to  ask  himBelf  how  he  could  grant 
relief  to  the  cheaper  wines,  and  thus 
meet  what  he  believed  to  be  the  wishes 
of  the  House,  and  I  hope  I  may  also 
add  the  claims  of  Bordeaux.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  had  to  consider,  first,  how 
to  protect  and  preserve  his  estimate^ 
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revenue;  secondly,  how  to  relieve  the 
cheap  wines;  and,  thirdly,  how  to  do 
this  without  giving  the  least  incentive 
to  fraud  and  friction.  Several  plans 
were  suggested  and  were  open  to  him. 
The  first  which  I  will  mention  was 
one  which  naturally  presented  itself — 
namely,  to  exempt  generally  all  wines 
from  the  tax  which  were  under  the  value 
of  30«.  a-dozen.  But  when  this  ques- 
tion came  to  bo  examined  it  was  found, 
in  the  first  place,  that  a  general  exemp- 
tion of  that  kind  would,  as  far  as  still 
wines  were  concerned,  leave  but  a  very 
small  proportion  of  the  whole  upon 
which  the  tax  could  be  calculated.  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  a  general 
exemption  of  that  kind,  or  even  a  special 
exemption,  as  applied  to  some  wines 
would  necessitate,  of  course,  not  only 
that  an  examination  with  endless 
forms  of  procedure  should  be  gone 
through  with  regard  to  wines  on  which 
the  duty  was  to  be  calculated,  but  also 
an  examination  of  all  the  wines  im- 
ported which  were  exempt.  It  would 
follow,  therefore,  and  I  think  the  House 
will  agree  with  me,  that  for  the  purpose 
of  raising  the  comparatively  limited 
amount  of  revenue  which  would  have 
been  obtained  from  still  wines,  it  was  ex- 
tremely undesirable  to  impose  upon  the 
traders  any  more  irksome  condition  of 
dealing  with  it  than  was  absolutely 
necessary  in  the  interests  of  the  Be  venue. 
I  will  point  out,  further,  that  so  far  as 
still  wine  is  concerned  there  is  the  greatest 
possible  difficulty  in  fixing  or  making 
regulations  by  which,  in  a  reasonably 
easy  manner,  the  value  of  the  wine  can 
be  readily  determined  and  a  tax  levied. 
In  the  first  place,  in  regard  to  still  wine, 
it  is  not  even  enough  to  rely  on  the  brand, 
even  though  that  brand  be  Chateau 
Lafite,  or  Chateau  Latour,  or  Chateau 
Margaux,  because,  I  am  told,  that  it  hap- 
pens thai  the  vintage  in  certain  years  is 
not  worth  nearly  so  much  as  in  others. 
These  wines,  which  are  known  as  high 
class  vintage  wines,  have  their  bad 
seasons,  and  the  wine  of  a  particular 
vineyard  might  be  inferior  and  not  worth 
so  much  as  wine  grown  outside  of  it  in 
the  same  year.  Perhaps  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  point  out  also  in  regard  to  these 
still  wines  that  there  is  this  important 
difficulty.  There  are,  practically,  none 
of  these  wines  which  cannot  be  imported 
in  cask  into  this  countir,  and,  therefore, 
if  you  impose  a  duty  of  2<.  6d.  a  gallon,  I 
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or  58.  a  dozen  on  all  wines  over  30«.  a 
dozen  in  value,  you  will  be  offering  a 
strong  temptation,  in  the  first  place,  to 
fraudulent  declaration,  and  a  strong 
temptation,  in  the  second  place,  to  im- 
port such  wines  into  this  country  in  casks 
and  80  evade  the  duty  altogether.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  come  to  the  con- 
clusion, taking  all  these  circumstances 
into  consideration,  and  also  the  import- 
ant fact  that  he  had  a  margin,  to  give 
an  exemption  to  all  still  bottled  wines. 
With  regard  to  sparkling  wine  the  case 
is  very  different.  In  the  first  place,  a 
much  larger  portion  of  the  whole  comes 
to  this  country  as  wine  of  a  value  beyond 
SOs.  a  dozen,  and,  in  the  second  place, 
it  is  believed  that  such  wine  cannot  be 
imported  into  this  country  except  as 
bottled  wine.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
received  many  suggestions,  even  from 
high  authorities,  that  if  this  duty  is  im- 
posed as  it  is  proposed,  attempts  will  be 
made  to  evade  the  tax  by  sending  spark- 
ling wines  into  this  country  with  false 
corks  and  replacing  them  when  they 
come  here  with  corks  representing  their 
real  character.  But  I  do  not  attach  very 
much  importance  to  that,  and  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  arrived  at  what,  I  be- 
lieve, to  be  a  happy  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty— namely,  to  put  a  tax  of  2«.  6d, 
per  gallon  upon  all  sparkling  wine  over 
308,  per  dozen  in  value,  and  a  tax  of  Is, 
per  gallon  on  all  sparkling  wine  under 
oO«.  per  dozen  in  value.  He  is  of  opinion 
that  that  will  fairly  meet  the  difficulty, 
because,  in  the  first  place,  it  secures  the 
Hevenue,  and,  in  the  second  place,  re- 
moves all  temptation  to  fraud,  because 
the  difference  between  28.  per  dozen  and 
58.  per  dozen  does  not  leave  a  sufficient 
reward  or  a  sufficient  incentive  to  induce 
anyone  to  undergo  the  enormous  risk 
which  would  be  involved  in  attempting 
to  evade  the  Bevenue  and  in  incurring 
penalties  by  falsely  declaring  the  value 
of  wine.  I  may  also  remind  the  House 
that  while  we  hear  so  much  about 
temptation  to  commit  fraud,  no  business 
firm  of  reputation  could  lend  themselves 
to  such  fraudulent  practices  without 
placing  themselves  entirely  at  the  mercy 
of  their  servants  by  whom  the  practices 
would  have  to  be  performed.  The  Bill 
now  before  the  House  makes  two  altera- 
tions in  the  existing  conditions  of  things. 
It  corrects  what  I  cannot  but  feel  was  a 
mistake  in  the  previous  Pill — namely, 
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that  the  duty  was  imposed  upon  the 
dozen  bottles  instead  of  the  gallon  of 
wine.  That  has  been  remedied  in  the 
present  Bill.  The  other  alteration 
is  that  it  changes  the  method  of  im- 
posing the  duty,  that  it  exempts  alto- 
f  ether  all  still  wine  from  the  additional 
utyy  and  that  it  moderates  and  modifies 
the  duty  upon  those  cheap  champagnes 
of  which  we  have  already  heard  some- 
thing in  this  House.  I  hope  that  the 
proposals  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  will 
meet  with  the  general  acceptance  of  the 
House.  I  will  only  say,  in  conclusion, 
that  I  shall  hope  to  have  the  support  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  be- 
cause the  right  hon.  Qentleman  was 
good  enough  to  say  on  the  Eeport 
stage  of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Ee- 
▼enue  Bill,  and  in  reference  to  this  par- 
ticular question — 

<<  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  undertook  that 
in  the  course  of  the  present  Session  he  would 
introduce  some  legiiQation  which,  under  the 
authority  of  Parliament,  would  carry  out  the 
principle  of  relieving  the  lower  class  wines, 
that  would  he  most  satisfactory.*' 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers)  was 
also  good  enough  to  eay — 

"  If  the  Government  would  undertake  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  as  rapidly  as  they  could  after 
they  had  obtained  information  as  to  which  par- 
ticiuar  wines,  if  imported  in  bottle,  would  pay 
the  lower  rate  of  duty,  they  ought  to  place 
confidence  in  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gfentl«nan  that  that  would  be  done,  but  the 
matter  would  not  bear  much  longer  delay.  If 
his  right  hon.  Friend  gave  an  assurance  that 
no  time  should  be  lost  in  formulating  a  Bill 
under  which  the  cheaper  wines  should  come  in 
at  a  cheaper  rate,  he  thought  the  House  might 
be  satisfied." 

The  OoTomment  have  endeavoured  to 
carry  out  that  undertaking.  They 
have  formulated  this  plan,  which  they 
submit  to  the  House  with  confidence, 
and  I  beg  now  to  move  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (ifr.  Jaekion,) 

Ma.  CHILDEBS  (Edinburgh,  S.) : 
The  quotation  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has 
read  from  my  speech  is  not  strictly 
accurate.  What  I  did  say  was  that  I 
hoped  the  Bill  would  be  formulated  as 
soon  as  possible  by  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
that  it  would  be    acceptable   to   the 


House,  and  that  we  would  do  what  we 
could  to  build  a  bridge  for  him,  con« 
sidering  the  retreat  which  he  has  to 
make.  The  position  in  which  we  stand 
at  this  moment  is  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer the  other  day  gave  the  House  at 
some  length  the  new  plan  he  proposed 
with  respect  to  the  Wine  Duties,  apd 
when  he  had  placed  that  new  plan  at 
great  length  before  the  House,  I  ven- 
tured to  say  that  I  thought  so  novel  a 
proposal  ought  to  be  accompanied  by 
some  Paper-laid  before  Parliament.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  said  that  it  was  not  a 
novel  proposal »  and  he  justified  that 
statement  by  a  reference  to  what  was 
done  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) in  1880,  and  also  by  a  reference 
to  the  first  arrangement  of  the  Wine 
Duties  for  some  years  after  1860.  Now, 
those  proposals,  and  particularly  that  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  had  reference  generally  to 
bottled  wines,  and  there  was  nothing 
novel,  however  it  might  be  objectionable, 
in  the  first  proposal  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer;  but  the  novelty  of 
the  present  proposal  in  the  first 
place  is»  that  the  additional  duty  is 
only  to  be  imposed  on  sparkling  wines, 
and  the  other  and  more  important 
novelty  is,  that  all  sparkling  wines  are 
not  to  bear  the  same  duty,  but  there 
are  to  be  two  duties — one  with  respect 
to  the  more  valuable  wine,  and  the  other 
with  respect  to  the  wine  which  is  of  less 
value.  Both  of  those  proposals  contain 
elements  of  absolute  novelty  in  our  re- 
cent legislation  on  this  subject.  The  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  only  brought 
in  and  circulated  this  morning,  and  I 
regret  that  it  has  not  been  accompanied 
by  some  document  which  would  have 
been  of  interest  to  all  of  us.  Of  course 
we  have  not  had  time  to  consider  the 
statistical  statement  which  has  just 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  Let  me  state 
in  a  few  words  how  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  strike  hon.  Members.  In 
the  first  place,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  a 
proposal  in  the  Budget  of  a  perfectly 
plain  and  simple  character — namely,  to 
add  5*.  a-dozen,  or  about  2«.  6d,  a  gallon, 
to  the  duty  on  all  wines  coming  intP 
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ibis  country  in  bottle.  Let  me  remind 
tbe  House  of  tbe  reason  for  taking  tbat 
course,  wbicb  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman 
gave  at  tbe  time  tbe  proposal  was  made. 
He  said — 

''  It  18  very  possible  that  an  extra  tax  imposed 
npon  these  high-classed  wines  may  lead  to  some 
remonstrances  from  Foreign  Powers  ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  remonstranoes  of  ours  to 
Foreign  Powers  with  regard  to  impositions  of 
duties  on  British  goods  have  not  been  so  en- 
tirely successful  as  to  make  it  necessary  for  us, 
more  than  is  absolutely  compatible  with  our 
own  interests,  to  look  beyond  the  fiscal  merits 
of  the  question."— (3  Hansard,  [324]  313.) 

That  was  tbe  first  excuse  of  tbe  rigbt 
bon.  Gentleman,  and  it  was  not  un- 
naturally cboered  by  Fair  Traders  and 
otbers  wbo  looked  upon  retaliation  as 
not  an  unwise  act.  Witbout  in  tbe 
smallest  degree  approving  of  retaliation, 
I  am  not  at  all  surprised  tbat  tbat  feel- 
ing was  exbibited.  Then  my  rigbt  bon. 
Friend  went  on  to  say,  further — 

''  I  propose  a  tax  of  bt.  per  dozen  on  bottled 
wines,  which  is  equivalent  to  2«.  ^d.  a  gallon. 
....  I  estimate  this  tax  to  bring  in  an  addi- 
tional revenue  of  £125,000.  I  take  note,  in 
making  this  estimate,  of  the  probable — nay, 
certain— diminution  of  the  amount  of  wine 
which  may  at  present  be  imported  in  bottles, 
and  which  will  in  future  be  imported  in  casks. 
It  is  possible  that  the  bottling  trade  in  England 
may  receive  a  certain  impetus,  but  I  cannot 
conceive    that   that    is    an    objection    to    the 

plan I    trust  hon.  Members  will  not 

grudge  the  imposition  of  this  tax  ;  but  I  admit 
that  the  greater  portion  of  this  additional  tax 
will  have  to  be  borne  by  sparkling  wines." — 
(Ibid.  313-14.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXOHE- 
OUER  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gen- 
tleman bas  left  out  tbe  reasons  I  gave 
for  imposing  the  tax. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  I  am  stating  tbe 
rigbt  bon.  Gentleman's  answers  to  tbe 
objections  wbicb  be  anticipated  would 
be  made,  and  to  objections  wbicb  bad 
already  come.  He  made  a  statement 
on  bringing  forward  bis  proposal,  and 
in  anticipation  be  met  tbe  objections  to 
it.  I  would  point  out  to  my  rigbt  bon. 
Friend  tbat  bis  present  proposal  will 
not  give  one  iota  of  encouragement  to 
tbe  bottling  trade.  All  tbat  bas  gone 
entirely.  No  additional  duty  is  to  be 
imposed  on  still  wines,  however  valu- 
able, and  of  course  sparkling  wines 
always  come  to  tbis  country  in  bottle ; 
so  that  tbe  bottling  trade,  to  whose 
support  he  appealed,  will  gain  by  the 
present  proposal.    Then,  at  any  rate,  the 
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advantages  which  were  so  much  cheered 
in  a  particular  quarter  of  the  House 
have  disappeared  altogether.  Then,  in 
respect  of  foreigners,  let  me  point  out 
how  different  is  tbe  tone  of  my  right 
bon.  Friend  now  from  the  language  he 
used  before.  Although  he  anticipated 
tbat  objections  would  come  from  Foreign 
Powers,  and  particularly  from  France, 
he  made  very  light  of  those  objections. 
But  now  everyone  knows  tbat  this  fresh 
proposal  bas  been  made  in  consequence 
of  tbe  objections  of  tbe  French  Govern- 
ment. The  French  Government  are 
now  satisGed  with  tbe  arrangement  made 
by  my  rigbt  bon.  Friend  ;  and,  therefore, 
all  that  be  said  about  our  boiug  entitled 
to  disregard  tbe  remonstrances  of  Fo- 
reigpi  Powers  because  they  disregard 
ours  was  mere  tall  talk.  Tbe  arrange- 
ment bas  been  made,  as  everybody 
knows,  after  tbe  most  careful  communica- 
tions with  Foreign  Powers,  and  especially 
with  the  French  Government,  and  it  is 
no  secret  tbat  the  French  Government 
are  perfectly  satisfied. 

Me.  GOSOHEN :  Tbat  is  the  first 
intimation  tbat  I  have  received  tbat 
tbe  French  Government  is  perfectly 
satisfied 

Mb.  CHILDER8  :  I  think  I  can  in- 
form him  that  if  be  is  not  aware  of  it, 
it  is  apparent  to  99  out  of  every  100 
persons  wbo  are  interested  in  the  matter, 
and  is  perfectly  notorious  in  France. 
What  I  wish  to  point  out,  however,  is 
that  all  tbe  boast  of  disregarding  tbe 
protestations  of  Foreign  Powers  has 
now  gone,  and  so  has  everything  in 
reference  to  the  encouragement  of  tbe 
bottling  trade.  The  House  will  fully 
understand  tbat  we  have  now  to 
deal  with  my  right  bon.  Friend's  pro- 
posal on  the  basis  of  what  tbe  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tbe  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
bas  stated  to-night,  and  we  have  to  cast 
aside  tbe  Budget  speech  and  come  to 
tbe  simple  fact  whether  it  is  desirable 
or  not  to  pick  out  a  certain  class  of  wine 
— namely,  sparkling  wine,  and  to  say 
tbat  because  tbat  wine  contains  a  certain 
amount  of  carbonic  acid  gas  it  should 
be  taxed  at  a  higher  price  than  other 
wines  which  do  not  contain  tbat  amount 
of  gas.  It  is  also  to  be  taxed  at  a 
higher  rate  if  it  is  above  a  certain 
value,  and  at  a  lower  rate  if  it  is 
below  tbat  value.  I  do  not  think  the 
House  will  be  very  well  satisfied  with 
the  further    explanation    pf  tb§  )ion, 
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GeDtleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 
Let  the  House  remember  this — we  abo- 
lished, not  off-hand,  but  after  careful 
consideration,  the  whole  of  our  system 
of  ad  valorem  duties.    The  results  of  a 
century's  experience  of  the  evil  work- 
ing of  ad  valorem  duties  are  now  to  be 
forgotten,   and    the   system    is    to    be 
applied  to  an  article  probably  the  worst 
fitted  for  the  change.    But  in  one  point 
the   former   system  is  altered  for  the 
worse.    When  ad  valorem  duties  were  in 
force,  the  yalue  was  set  by  the  importer ; 
but  to  protect  the  revenue,  the  Customs 
had  the  power  of  purchasing  the  goods 
at  an  addition  of  10  per  cent  to  that 
value.    This  is  the  rule  adopted  by  all 
foreign  countries   which  still    levy  ad 
valorem  duties.     But  if  we  claim  to  pur- 
chase   without  any  addition  to  value 
declared,   will    not  they  retaliate  ?    I 
do  not  know  whether  that  point  has 
occurred    to    my     right    hon.    Friend, 
but,  to  my  mind,  it  is  one  worthy  of 
consideration.     What  will  be  the  result 
of  the  plan  now  put  before  the  House  ? 
The  plan  of  the  Budget,  though,  in  my 
opinion,   grievously  objectionable,  and 
glad  as  I  am  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  given  it  up,  had,  at  any  rate,  one 
advantage,  that  it  had  the  support  of 
the  trade,  and  also  that  it  added  simply 
so  much  to  the  duty   on   all  wine  in 
bottle.    The  change  now  proposed  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  instead  of  having 
the  support  of  the  trade,  has  its  strong 
opposition ;  the  trade  has  expressed  its 
opinion  that  the  plan  is  practically  un- 
workable.    The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  doubts  whether 
it  is  unworkable,  but  he  will  not  deny 
that  the  trade  has  expressed  that  opi- 
nion.   If  carried  into  effect,  we  shall 
have  three  classes  of  duty  on  wine — 
namely,  a  duty  varying  with  alcoholic 
strength  on  all  wine  not  in  bottle,  a 
higher  rate  on   all  wine  imported   in 
bottle  below  a    certain   value,  and    a 
third  rate  on  all  wine  imported  above 
a  certain  value.     Further,  if  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  original  proposal,  as  con- 
tained in  the  Budget,  had  been  carried 
out,  he  would,  no  doubt,  have  received 
a  large  amount  of  revenue.     But  is  it 
worth  while   to  disturb    our    Customs 
system  for  the  sake  of  so  small  a  sum  as 
this  will  produce,  and  to  bring  back  for 
such  a  trifle  the  ad  valorem  duty  prin- 
ciple?   Besides,   if  you  introduce  this 
principle  as  affecting  wine,  will  you  not 


be  asked  to  treat  spirits  similarly  ? 
Brandy  imported  from  North  Germany  is 
worth  only  a  few  pence  a-gallon,  whereas 
brandy  imported  from  the  Charente 
is  worth  as  many  shillings.  I  know 
the  answer  to  that  will  be  that  that  is 
a  much  more  difficult  matter,  because 
we  have  home-made  spirits  to  deal  with 
also,  and  it  would  be  necessary  to  dis- 
turb the  Excise  as  well  as  the  Customs' 
system.  I  presume  that  the  same  thing 
can  be  said  in  regard  to  beer ;  but  there 
are  two  in  our  list  of  dutiable  articles 
to  which  the  answer  would  not  apply 
— namely,  tea  and  tobacco.  If  for 
the  purpose  of  raising  a  small  amount 
of  revenue  you  are  to  introduce  the 
ad  valorem  principle  with  regard  to 
wines,  you  will  certainly  be  asked  to 
introduce  the  same  principle  in  the 
case  of  tea.  The  higher  class  teas 
are  [worth  several  shillings  per  pound 
more  than  the  inferior  qualities,  which 
may  not  be  worth  more  than  6d.  a 
pound,  and  if  you  disturb  the  rule 
which  has  been  hitherto  adopted  for 
such  a  small  matter  as  this,  you  may 
have  ad  valorem  duties  in  regard  to  tea, 
by  which  the  higher  class  tea  would  be 
taxed  at  double  and  treble  the  rate  paid 
by  the  lower  class  tea,  instead  of  the  pre- 
sent uniform  duty.  Again,  with  respect 
to  tobacco,  experiments  have  been  tried 
recently  in  reference  to  growing  tobacco 
in  this  country.  There  is  no  doubt  now, 
after  those  experiments,  that  tobacco  can- 
not be  grown  in  this  country  with  commer- 
cial advantage  if  it  pays  the  regular 
rate  of  duty.  Then,  what  may  follow  ? 
The  result  of  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
proposal  may  be  that  you  will  be  asked 
to  tax  tobacco  ad  valorem.  The  inferior 
kinds  of  foreign  tobacco  are,  I  am  aware, 
for  the  most  part  now  imported  into 
Germany,  whereas  the  more  expensive 
kinds  come  to  this  country  and  France ; 
but,  for  the  sake  of  encouraging  the 
inferior  home  produce,  you  may  have 
the  strongest  pressure  to  do  what  would 
ruin  the  revenue — namely,  to  impose  two 
or  three  different  duties  on  tobacco,  vary- 
ing with  its  value,  to  the  utter  destruc- 
tion of  the  present  trade.  For  these 
reasons,  I  warn  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  his  proposal  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  so  small  an  amount  of  additional 
revenue  is  not  worth  the  disturbance 
it  will  create.  I  hope  that  he  will 
even  now  see  the  necessity  of  with- 
drawing it. 
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Mb.    cavendish      BENTINCK 

(Whitehayen)  said,  lie  wished  to  state 
the  objections  which  he  entertained 
to  the  Bill,  and  which  were  also  iirged 
not  only  by  the  trade  associations  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  had  mentioned,  but  also 
generally  throughout  the  country  It 
was  a  great  misfortune  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  departed, 
from  his  original  proposals  which  bad 
been  accepted  by  the  trade  universally, 
and,  as  far  as  he  knew,  by  the  country 
generally.  There  might  have  been  a 
question  whether  or  not  the  duty  should 
be  levied  so  high  as  5«.,  but  he  believed 
that  everybody  throughout  the  country 
would  have  been  glad  to  accept  the  prin- 
ciple. But,  of  course,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  to  deal  with  the 
opposition  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Front  Bench  opposite,  who  would, 
no  doubt,  have  objected  to  any  proposal 
made  by  the  Government.  Their  great 
object  was  to  get  his  right  hon.  Friend 
out  of  Office  and  secure  it  for  them- 
selves. That  was  a  very  natural  feel- 
ing; but  after  having  read  very  care- 
fully the  debate  which  took  place  on 
the  subject,  and  haviug  studied  the 
official  records  of  that  debate,  he  (Mr. 
Bentinck)  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  had  been  only  two  tangible 
objections  made  to  the  original  pro- 
posals. The  first  was  the  fear  of  offend- 
ing France  and  other  foreign  countries, 
and  the  other  was  lest  injustice  should 
be  done  to  the  consumers  of  the  cheaper 
and  lighter  wines.  Now,  nobody  had 
greater  respect  for  France  than  he  had, 
and  he  had  no  desire  to  say  anything  in 
disparagement  of  its  Government.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  had  always  en- 
deavoured to  maintain  the  entente  cor  diahf^ 
and  to  promote  a  good  understandiog 
with  France.  At  the  same  time,  he  did 
not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth),  who 
appeared  to  be  always  wanting  to  run 
away  from  France.  He  had  seen  a 
good  deal  of  that  sort  of  thing  in  his 
time,  and,  no  doubt,  the  hon.  Member 
had  also;  but  we  ought  always  to 
stick  up  for  our  rights,  and  he  believed 
that  if  we  took  that  attitude  in  this 
matter,  there  would  not  have  been  any 
disturbance  in  our  commercial  relations 
with  the  French,  which  had  much 
more  to  lose  than  we  had,  and  would 
the    retaliation    policy    disadvan- 


tageons  in  the  long  run.  If  the  French 
took  offence,  they  would  have  to  give 
way  in  the  end,  and  the  views  of  his 
righc  hon.  Friend  would  have  pre- 
vailed. He  believed  that  the  wine 
introduced  from  Germany  was  com- 
paratively small,  but  might  there  have 
been  some  complaint  from  that  coun- 
try. He  very  much  regretted  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  not  stuck  to 
his  gims.  He  now  came  to  the  other 
objection,  which  was  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Craig),  and 
that  was,  whether  any  injustice  or  in- 
jury would  be  done  to  the  consumers  of 
cheap  wines.  He  maintained  that  no 
injury  or  injustice  would  be  done.  He 
thought  it  was  a  most  unfortunate  thing 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  g^ven 
up  his  proposal  to  tax  still  wines,  espe- 
cially when  they  were  told  that  one- 
fourth  of  the  still  wines  now  imported 
were  worth  more  than  dO«.  a-dozen  and 
three -fourths  were  under  30«.  a-dozen. 
If  that  were  so,  there  was  a  stronger 
reason  for  adhering  to  the  original  pro- 
posal. If  the  figures  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  were  absolutely  correct, 
on  his  own  showing,  of  the  still  wine 
introduced  into  this  country  1,000,000 
gallons,  or  three-fourths,  were  under 
30«.  per  dozen  in  value,  and  therefore, 
if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
kept  to  the  original  proposal,  three- 
fourths  of  that  wine  would  have  escaped 
duty.  He  thought  the  Government  had 
committed  a  great  mistake  in  the  matter, 
without  giving  any  advantage  whatever 
to  the  consumers  of  light  wine.  He  was 
informed  by  those  who  were  acquainted 
with  the  subject  that  there  was  no  reason 
whatever  why  still  light  wines  should 
not  be  imported  in  casK,  an4  that  it  was 
very  much  better  that  they  should  be. 
The  importation  of  still  wines  in  bottle 
was  nothing  more  than  a  premium  upon 
adulteration.  Many  cheap  wines  which 
were  imported  in  bottle  were  the  result 
of  mixture  ;  whereas  it  was  more  diffi- 
cult to  deal  in  that  manner  with  the 
wine  imported  in  cask. 

Mb.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian):  No;  they  came  prin- 
cipally in  cask. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
said,  he  was  informed  that  there  was 
at  Cette,  in  France,  a  large  manufac- 
turer of  cheap  still  wine  for  importation 
to  this  country  which  consisted  of  a 
mixture  of  three  descriptions — a  wine 
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grovn  in  France,  mixed  with  a  Spanish 
port,  and  a  coarse  wine  imported  from 
Naples.     These  were  all  mixed  together, 
and  came  to  this  country  under  the  name 
of — well,  perhaps,  it  would  bo  hardly 
fair  to  state  the  name,   but  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  would 
be  familiar  with  it.    It  was  difficult  to 
adopt  that  course   in    regard  to  wine 
imported  in   cask.    If   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  stuck  to  his  original  pro- 
posal, there   would  have  been  an  ad- 
vantage to  the  consumer  as  well  as  to 
the  Treasury.     With  regard  to  the  pro- 
posal as  to  sparkling  wine,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers).    The 
present  proposal  was  for  an  ad  valorem 
duty.    It  made  it   2s.   6d.  per   gallon 
in  one  case,  and  l«.  in  the  other,  ac- 
cording  to    the    value.     He    believed 
that  to  be  an  unsound  principle,  and 
he  was  very  sorry  that  it  should   have 
emanated    from  the    Treasury  Bench. 
He    could    not    imagine    for   the    life 
of  him  how  the  Custom  House  officers 
were  to  discriminate  between  the  value 
of  wines.    He  was  old  enough,  he  was 
sorry  to  say,    to  remember  the  time 
when   works  of  art  coming  into  this 
country  from  the  Continent  were  sub- 
ject to  an  ad  valorem  duty,  and  in  that 
case,   if  there  was  any   difficulty,   the 
owner  declared  the  vidue,  the  Custom 
House  officers  charged  10  per  cent  upon 
it,  and  there  was  an  end  of  the  matter. 
How  that  was  to  be  done  in  the  case  of 
wine  he  could  not  imagine.     The  right 
hon  Gentleman  had  adopted  a  very  un- 
fortunate principle,  and  one  which  he 
could  not  support.    He  should  not  pre- 
tend to  divide  the  House  against  the 
second  reading  of    the  Bill ;    but   he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  bring  forward 
some  Amendments  in  Committee,  and 
he  hoped,  therefore,  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  and  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury would  give  ample  time  for  that 
purpose.      He  could  assure  his  right 
hon.  Friend  that  the  matter  was  being 
gravely  considered  by  the  whole  trade 
throughout  the   country.      It   was  no 
light  question,  or  one  that  ought  to  be 
decided  in  a  violent  hurry;  but  while 
he  entertained  objections  to  the  Bill,  he 
hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  not 

five  way  to  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 


Edinburgh,    that  he   should  withdraw 
his    proposals  altogether,    because    he 
thought  it  was  possible  to  amend  the 
Bill   in  Committee,    and  it  was  better 
that   only    pparkling  wines    should   be 
taxed   than    that  there    should    be   no 
taxation  at  all.  He  thought  there  might 
be  some  advantage  to  the  bottled  trade, 
and  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the 
principle  established  was  not  at  all  in- 
consistent with  the  principles  of  Free 
Trade  to  put  small  taxes  upon  manu- 
factured articles  for  purposes  of  revenue. 
He  wished   that  the  proposals  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  remained  as  they 
originally  stood ;    because  he  believed 
they  would  be  acceptable  to  the  country 
at  large.    He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  tell  the  House  \vhen  he 
proposed  to  take  the  Bill  in  Committee. 
Mb.    W.   E.    GLADSTONE:    What 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  complains  of  is  this—that,  as 
the  plan  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer first  appeared  before  us,  it  un- 
doubtedly contained  a  protective  element, 
and  that  protective  element  has  now  dis- 
appeared.     Hence   arises  the  hostility 
of  the   right   hon.    Gentleman   to    the 
proposal.      The  right   hon.  Gentleman 
thought  that  he  had  obtained  from  a 
distinguished  supporter  of  Free  Trade 
a  concession  which  was  a  sort  of  incipient 
conversion,  and  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  acting  contrary  to  the  principles 
of  which  he  had  always  been  a  distin- 
guished advocate.     His  hopes  had  been 
disappointed,  and  consequently  he  now 
opposes  the  plans  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
I  need  not  say  that  that  is  not  an  induce- 
ment to  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of 
the  House  to  vote  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appears  to   me,    with   a  singular 
absence  of  tact,  to  do  everything  in  his 
power  to  prevent  us  from  voting  with 
him  ;  because  he  has  taken  occasion  to 
introduce  into  his  speech  the  unneces- 
sary expression  of  his  conviction  that  on 
this  side  of  the  House  we  never  open 
our  mouths  to  criticize  any  proposal  of 
the  Government,  either  great  or  small, 
except  for  the  purpose  of  putting  the 
Government  out  of  Office.      The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  lash   us   with  the  indignation 
which  he  has  used  on  many  previous 
occasions,  even  on  this  somcwhut  insig- 
nificant occasion.    I  wish  now  to  ^fiy  a 
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word  upon  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  it  now  stands  before  the  House, 
as  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  take  part  in  the 
discussion  and  to  express  a  very  decided 
opinion  on  the  plan  as  originally  sub- 
mitted. I  cannot  quite  share  the  super- 
lative exuberance  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson).  Does  he 
really  suppose  that  there  has  been  some 
wonderful  new  device  formulated  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  by  which 
he  has  extricated  himself  from  a  serious 
and  awkward  dilemma  ?  The  new  in- 
vention is  simply  in  itself  a  retractive 
measure — a  falling  back  on  the  measure 
of  ad  valorum  duties,  which,  after  much 
experience,  was  abandoned  as  the  prin- 
ciple of  our  trade  legislation.  I  cannot, 
therefore,  go  the  length  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  or  say  that  I  am  pleased 
with  the  proposal  of  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  has  pointed  out  the  incon- 
venience and  danger.  I  should  be  glad 
indeed  if  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  could  persuade  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  recede  from  the 
plan  altogether,  which  I  believe  to  be 
by  far  the  best  way  of  dealing  with  the 
subject.  It  is  only  fair,  however,  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  say  that, 
as  between  two  evils,  he  has  chosen  the 
lesser.  For  my  own  part,  I  regard  the 
mischief  contained  in  the  proposal  as  of 
an  entirely  different  order,  and  of  a  very 
much  milder  character  than  the  danger 
and  mischief  which  seemed  to  attend  the 
original  plan.  What  we  had  then  in 
view  was  the  serious  apprehension  of 
the  disturbance  of  our  trade  relations 
with  one  of  the  most  important  coun- 
tries of  the  Continent,  and,  possibly,  by 
example  and  by  contagion,  with  other 
countries  on  the  Continent  also.  I  am 
very  glad  indeed  to  be  able  to  congratu- 
late my  right  hon.  Friend  sincerely  on 
the  fact  that  he  has  so  modified  his  plan 
that  we  may,  I  think,  dismiss  all  appre- 
hension of  this  kind  from  our  minds. 
The  danger  which  was  to  be  feared  from 
the  first  proposals  arose  in  part  from  the 
augmentation  of  the  duty  which  was 
imposed,  and  partly  from  the  protective 
element  involved.  The  original  plan  ap- 
peared to  bring  those  very  serious  dangers 
into  view.  The  danger  which  we  have 
now  to  consider  amounts  to  this — that 
the  proposal  may  lead,  or,  at  least,  it  is 
conceivable  that  it  may  lead,  to  under- 
valuing and  fraud,  and  to  the  disturb- 
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ance  and  confusion  of  trade  which  is 
connected  with  fraud,  and  indirectly  in 
that  way  to  the  loss  of  revenue  sooner 
or  later.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
has  told  us  that  of  the  sparkling  wines, 
two-thirds  are  above  the  value  of  dO«. 
and  one-third  below  that  value.  I  take 
it  for  granted  that  an  inquiry  has  been 
carefully  made,  and  we  may  take  those 
figures  to  be  absolutely  correct.  But  I 
think  it  will  not  be  at  all  hazardous  to 
predict  that  in  future  years,  the  propor- 
tion of  wine  entered  below  that  value 
will  increase ;  while  the  proportion  of 
that  above  will  have  a  tendency  to 
diminish.  But  what  I  should  like  to 
say,  however,  is  that  having  had  very 
great  and  serious  injuries  in  view  on  a 
former  occasion,  I  now  find  those  evils 
reduced  and  brought  within  a  manage- 
able compass.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  last  long  or  not ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  if  inconvenience  is  found  to  arise, 
it  will  be  within  our  own  discretion  to 
remove  it,  as  the  proceeds  he  expects  to 
realize  are  not  of  a  very  important 
character.  We  shall  not  be  creating 
disturbances  in  our  relations  with  trade 
in  a  foreign  country,  which,  when  once 
created,  it  would  have  been  impossible 
for  us  to  escape  from,  because  it  would 
not  have  depended  upon  our  free  will 
and  independent  agency  to  abandon  the 
proposal — but  once  the  mischief  had 
been  done,  the  mere  abandonment 
under  such  circumstances  may  have  been 
totally  ineffectual.  Well,  what  the 
House  has  now  before  it  is  an  experi- 
ment of  some  hazard.  I  am  sure  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  knows  all 
about  the  history  of  the  wine  trade,  and 
how  the  difficulty  of  the  ad  valorem  duty 
was  always  regarded  as  an  insurmount- 
able difficulty.  I  am  inclined  to  agree 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  the 
difficulty  would  not  be  so  great  in  the 
case  of  sparkling  wines  as  if  the  duty 
were  applied  to  wine  in  general.  Still, 
I  cannot  dismiss  the  apprehension  that 
the  ingenuity  of  trade  would  not  be 
satisfied  by  this  imposition  upon  wines 
of  a  higher  value  than  30«.  a  dozen  if 
there  was  nothing  of  a  magical  or  even 
of  a  determinate  character  in  the  kind 
of  value  so  fixed.  It  may  be,  and  I 
think  it  is  far  from  improbable,  that  it 
will  be  found  that  a  door  will  be  opened 
to  fraud  'under  the  modified  scheme ; 
but  I  am  glad  to  think  that  if  that  be 
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BO,  the  necessity  of  retracing  our  steps, 
although  perhaps  inconvenient,  will 
not  be  a  national  misfortune.  In  my 
opinion,  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the 
matter,  we  were  really  within  danger 
of  a  national  misfortune,  and  that 
danger  has  only  been  removed  in  con- 
sequence of  the  judicial  changes  made 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
the  direction  in  which  he  has  moved. 
Should  Parliament  find  that  objection- 
able practices  are  resorted  to,  it  will  be 
in  its  power  to  apply  a  remedy.  I, 
therefore,  offer  a  relative  congratulation 
to  the  Government  upon  the  plan  they 
have  proposed,  and,  undoubtedly,  a 
a  portion  of  my  own  anxiety  having 
been  removed,  I  am  not  disposed  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  plan  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  as  it  now  stands, 
and  I  venture  to  hope  that  it  may  be 
found  to  work  well. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.)  said,  he  was  sorry  that  he  was 
unable  to  find  himself  in  accord  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
with  respect  to  the  scheme  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  removing  the 
objections  which  were  raised  to  the 
scheme  in  its  original  form.  Now,  it 
would  do  so  partly,  but  it  would  still 
remain  a  considerable  drawback  and 
disadvantage,  and  he  should  be  glad 
indeed  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would,  even  at  the  eleventh  hour, 
be  induced  to  withdraw  the  Bill.  He 
had  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  would  have  pro- 
ceeded with  a  little  more  vigorous 
decision,  and  would  have  moved  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  at  this  stage.  If 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
been  at  his  wit's  end  how  to  raise  the 
money  on  a  g^eat  emergency,  he  could 
not  have  fallen  into  a  worse  plan  than 
the  form  in  which  the  Bill  was  originally 
presented  to  Parliament.  What  was  it 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
seeking  to  aocomplish.  He  was  trying 
to  scrape  together  from  most  objection- 
able sources  a  sum  of  money  that  would 
enable  him  to  make  up  a  surplus 
.whereby  he  would  be  able  to  reduce  the 
Income  Tax  by  \d.  in  the  pound.  He 
(Mr.  Illingworth)  could  not  imagine 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seriously 
meant  to  retain  the  proposition  that  was 
contained  in  the  original  scheme,  and 
he  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  whether  its  inception   had 
anything  to  do  with  the  construction  of 
a  weapon  which  might  he  used  against 
France  in  reference  to  the  Sugar  Duties? 
[Mr.  GoscHEN  said,  the  Government  had 
no  euch  desire.]     He  was  glad  to  find 
that  there  had  oeen  no  such  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.     He  was, 
nevertheless,  at  a  loss  to  conceive  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have 
imposed  a  tax  of  this  character.     It  was 
said  that  this  was  an  ad  valorem  tax,  but 
it  did  not  even  stand  on  that  footing 
pure  and  simple ;  because  if  it  had  been 
a  tax  on  wines  above  a  certain  value,  it 
would  have  applied  to  still  wines  as  well 
as  to  sparkling  wines,  whereas  it  was 
a  tax  which  was  to  be  levied  only  on  a 
certain  class  of  wine.      Hitherto,    the 
tax  had  been  levied  on  foreign  wines 
according  to  their  alcoholic   strength, 
but  a  new  principle  was  was  now  about 
to  be  introduced.     In  reality,  this  tax 
would  be  known  in  the  future  as  the 
bubble  tax.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  discovered   where  the  bubble  lay 
in  the  wine,  and  had  made  it  a  basis  of 
increased  taxation.     It  was  said  on  that 
side  of  the  House  that  the  French  Go- 
vernment were  satisfied  ;  but,  curiously 
enough,  the  Government  did  not  seem 
to  be  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  altera- 
tion of  their  scheme  had  given  satisfac- 
tion to  the   French   Government.     He 
confessed  that  some  of  the  objections  to 
the  original  scheme  had  been  removed ; 
but  it  was  impossible  to  say  that  the 
French     Government    or    the    French 
people  could  be  entirely  satisfied  with  a 
proposal  which  imposed  increased  taxa- 
tion upon  French  wines,  and  not  on  the 
wines  of  Germany  or  any  other  Govern- 
ment.    He  thought  the  French  people 
had  a  right  to  complain,  and  the  fact  that 
the  imposition  of  the  tax  might  produce 
a  coolness  in  our  international  relations 
was    a  question   which    could    not  be 
lightly  passed  over.     He   still   enter- 
tained  a  hope    that    the   Government 
would  find  an  easy  way  of  withdrawing 
their   proposal,    seeing  the  objections 
that  were  taken  to  it,  and  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  it  was  in  the  teeth  of  all 
the  previous  convictions   of   the   right 
hon.  Gentleman.     He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would    listen    to    the 
appeal  which  had  been  made  to  him 
from  that  side  of  the  House,  and  the 
opinion  which  had  been  expressed  by 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  that  it  was 
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not  a  satisfactory  measure.  In  that 
case,  he  might  find  a  method  of  escaping 
the  diflSculties  and  iDconveniences  which 
might  possibly  arise  from  standing  by 
the  measure.  Nothing  could  be  more 
injurious  to  this  country,  standing  as  it 
did  at  the  head  of  the  commercial  world, 
than  to  set  an  example  that  would 
operate  injuriously  upon  the  trade  of 
any  country.  We  had  adopted  Free 
Trade  principles,  and  he  appealed  to  the 
House  either  to  stand  by  them,  or  in  a 
straightforward  manner  to  abandon 
them.  The  present  scheme  did  neither 
one  nor  the  other,  and  it  gave  no  satis- 
faction to  anybody.  It  invited  a  spirit 
of  retaliation  from  other  countries,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  levying  the 
tax  did  not  attempt  to  give  any  counter- 
balancing advantage  to  France.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  no  ex- 
planation, or  entered  into  any  details, 
as  to  the  objections  which  had  been 
raised  by  France,  but  it  was  satisfactory 
to  find  that  a  better  feeling  had  now 
been  established,  and  that  the  most 
obnoxious  part  of  the  proposal  had  been 
removed. 

Mb.  BRADLATJGH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  the  Bill  was  a  concession  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as  far 
as  it  went,  to  objections  raised  from  that 
side  of  the  House  and  initiated  by  him- 
self on  the  earliest  mention  of  these 
wine  duties.  Without  entering  upon 
the  question  of  sparkling  wines,  of  which 
he  would  say  nothing  whatever,  he  felt 
bound  to  thank  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  having  made  this  conces- 
sion as  to  still  wines,  more  especially  as, 
from  communications  which  had  reached 
him,  he  had  reason  to  believe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  sub- 
jected to  presstire  from  the  trade  not  to 
make  it. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  said,  that  quite  apart  from 
the  main  question  of  these  duties  he 
wished  to  express  his  satisfaction  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  been  able  to  make 
the  change  proposed  in  the  Bill,  which 
was  to  introduce  an  experiment  in  the 
direction  of  an  ad  valorem  duty.  He  re- 
joiced at  what  had  been  done,  not  only 
on  account  of  the  wine  trade  of  the 
country,  but  also  on  account  of  the 
wider  reasons  mentioned  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian.    He  had  always  thought  it  was 
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right  to  differentiate  between  the  wine 
of  the  rich  and  the  wine  of  the  poor.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  carried  out  this  experi- 
ment with  regard  to  wine,  in  which  he 
sincerely  hoped  he  would  succeed,  and 
in  that  event  the  principle  of  ad  valorem 
duty,  which  had  on  account  of  practical 
difficulties  only  not  been  applied  before, 
might  be  resorted  to  with  regard  to  other 
articles  also.  He  approved  the  system 
under  which  the  officers  of  the  Eevenue 
might  take  wine  at  its  declared  value, 
which  system  had  been  in  use  in  India 
in  his  time  and  was  found  to  be  a  most 
useful  check. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  have  to  thank  the 
various  speakers  who  have  addressed  the 
House  for  the  conciliatory  tone  which 
they  have  adopted  towards  this  proposal. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Cavendish  Ben- 
tinck),  although  he  objects  entirely  to 
the  changes  made,  was  still  very  con- 
ciliatorv  in  his  language,  and  I  would 
especially  thank  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  for  what  he  called  his  relative 
congratulation  on  my  proposal.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  objects  on  the  whole  to  taxes 
on  bottled  wine,  but  less  to  the  present 
proposal  than  that  which  was  previously 
made.  There  are  three  points  which 
have  been  discussed  with  reference  to 
this  matter  of  duty;  one  bearing  on 
the  wine  imported  from  France,  an- 
other the  introduction  of  the  ad  valorem 
principle,  and  the  third  the  exemption 
of  cheap  wine  from  duty  altogether. 
The  main  objection  urged  in  letters 
received  from  the  wine  trade  is  that 
the  modified  proposal  is  too  favour- 
able to  cheap  wine.  It  appears  for  the 
most  part  that  the  trade  do  not  like 
cheap  wines  at  all.  But  I  understand 
that  there  is  a  feeling  in  the  House  that 
cheap  wine  should  be  [admitted  on  as 
favourable  terms  as  possible.  It  has  been 
stated  to  me  by  wine  merchants  that  they 
liked  the  previous  tax  of  5«.  on  cheap 
wines  because  it  discouraged  the  impor- 
tation of  a  great  deal  of  nasty  stuff  which 
ought  not  to  be  sold.  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  this  has  not  made  a  strong  im- 
pression on  my  mind,  because  I  believe, 
however  much  we  may  wish  to  reach 
what  is  legitimately  called  a  luxury, 
there  is  no  disposition  in  the  House  to 
tax  unduly  what  are  called  cheap  wines. 
My  original  proposal  would  have  had 
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the  effect  of  taxing  the  cheaper  bottled 
wines,  but  I  am   glad  to  say    that  I 
now  feel  able  to  exempt  all  still  bottled 
wines  and  to  reduce  the  duty  on  Saumur. 
It  is  perfectly  true,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh  (Mr.  Childers)  suggested,    that 
by  this  method    some  high-class    still 
French  wines  will    escape,   but  if  the 
duty    had    been    left   upon  them    the 
result  would  have  been  so  small,  as  ex- 
plained by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  that  it  would  not  have 
been  worth   while    to    touch    all    still 
wines  for  the  sake  of  the  small  duty 
that  would  have    been    derived    from 
the  high-class  portion  of  them.      We 
have  calculated  that  no  more  than  one- 
tenth  of  the  still  wine  now  coming  to 
this  country  in  bottle  would  henceforth 
have  paid  duty,  if  everything  under  30«. 
a-dozen  were  let  off.     Therefore,  nine- 
tenths  of  the  still  wines  would  have  been 
bubjected  to  all  the  difficulty  of  proving 
their  claim  to  exemption  in  order  to  tax 
the  other  one-tenths    For  this  reason  we 
propose  now  to  tax  only  sparkling  wines, 
two-thirds  of  which  are  above  30«.  value, 
and  one-third  only  below  that  value. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  says  that  these  proportions 
will  diminish  as  time  goes  on,  and  that 
more  wine  will  come  in  of  less  than  dO«. 
a-dozen  value.     But  it  seems  to  me,  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  stated,  that  it 
will  be  easier  to  detect   the  value  of 
sparkling  wine  than  that  of  still  wines. 
It  is  infinitely  easier  to  detect  the  value 
of  sparkling  wine,  because  the  whole  of 
the  trade  is  in  much  fewer  hands  than 
in  the  case  of  Bordeaux.     The  great 
champagne  houses  have  reputations  to 
lose,  and  you  can  follow  their  wines  with 
much    greater  ease  than  you  can  the 
ordinary  red   wines.     In    the  case   of 
champagne,  the  corks  in  most  cases  bear 
the  brand  of  the  firm  and  the  year  of 
the  vintage,  and  it  would  not  be  worth 
while  for  the  sake  of  2«.  a  dozen  to  dis- 
pense with  those  marks  which  stamp  the 
wines  in  the  London  market  and  secure 
for  them  the  prices  which  they  obtain. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  ad  vahrein  prin- 
ciple,  the    right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  has  asked 
whether  for  the  small  amount  of  re- 
venue deriTed   from    this    duty    it    is 
worth  while  to  introduce  such  a  novel 
principle.     Sat,  Sir,   I   do  not   admit 
that  £125,000,  the  amount  to  be  derived 
from  sparkling  wine,  an  artiftla  of  luxury, 


is  an  item  to  be  disregarded.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  suggests  that  it  is 
dangerous  to  introduce  this  principle, 
and  that  pressure  might  be  used  to 
extend  it  to  other  articles.  I  am  not 
at  one  with  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
I  do  not  object  to  the  ad  valorem  prin- 
ciple, so  far  as  its  equity  is  concerned  ; 
I  object  to  it,  when  I  object  at  all, 
on  account  of  the  difficulty  of  working 
it  out.  But  even  if  you  found  it  could 
be  easily  worked  out  in  this  case,  it 
would  be  no  argument  in  favour  of  its 
application  in  the  case  oftea  and  tobacco 
for  instance.  If  you  could  discriminate 
between  the  tobacco  smoked  by  the  poor 
man  and  the  fine  cigar  of  the  rich  man, 
I  should  be  only  too  glad  to  introduce 
such  a  change  in  our  revenue,  and  the 
same  with  regard  to  tea ;  but  there  are 
no  marks  indicative  of  value  in  these  cases 
which  are  very  easily  discoverable,  as 
there  are  in  the  case  of  sparkling  wines. 
There  is  one  point  remaining  to  which  I 
have  to  ask  the  attention  of  the  House, 
and  that  is  the  question  of  the  attitude 
of  France.  What  I  stated  on  this  sub- 
ject to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Edinburgh  was  perfectly 
true.  We  have  had  no  negotiations 
with  the  French  Government  on  the 
subject;  they  have  acknowledged  from 
the  first  that  \re  have  entire  fiscal  liberty. 
I  have  had  one  or  two  conversations  with 
my  friend  M.  Waddington ;  I  am  more 
or  less  acquainted  with  what  is  going  on 
in  France.  But  our  conversations  were 
entirely  unofficial,  and  what  M.  Wad- 
dington has  said  had  been  that  he  had 
no  instructions  to  express  approval  or 
disapproval  of  any  particular  modifica- 
tion, though  he  might  express  his  own 
individual  opinion  about  it.  The  Eng- 
lish Government  have  claimed,  and 
will  continue  to  claim,  entire  free- 
dom in  this  matter,  and  that  claim 
has  never  been  disputed.  After  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  I  do  not  want 
to  say  anything  controversial ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  must  point  out  that  our 
position  with  regard  to  the  original  tax 
was  rendered  more  difficult  by  the  debate 
which  took  place,  in  which  the  French 
people  were  informed  on  the  authority 
of  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  great  posi- 
tion that  there  was  a  protective  character 
in  the  Bill.  We  asserted  from  the  begin- 
ning that  there  was  no  Protection  what- 
ever in  our  proposal,  but  I  admit  it  was 
far  more  likely  to  be  quoted  as  a  prece* 
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dent  for  Proteotion  ia  France  after  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
hon.  Member  for  West  Bradford  (Mr. 
lUingworth)  appears  to  regard  with 
unction  the  prospect  of  international 
difficulties  on  this  question,  but  the 
House  will  be  glad  to  know  that  there 
is  not  the  least  reason  to  believe  that 
the  tax  on  sparkling  wine  will  interfere 
in  the  slightest  degree  with  the  friendly 
commercial  relations  with  France  which 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
desired  to  see  maintained.  I  have  now 
only  to  thank  the  House  for  the  way  in 
which  they  have  generally  accepted  this 
proposal,  and  I  think  that  it  would  be 
generally  for  the  interest  of  the  trade 
that  the  Bill  should  now  be  pushed  for- 
ward with  all  possible  speed. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  did  not  wish  to  prolong  the 
debate  for  a  single  moment,  and  would 
not  have  intervened  but  for  the  fact  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  thought  it 
necessary  to  complain  of  the  conduct 
of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Benches.  If  they  had  not 
pointed  out  the  danger  and  mischief  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  original  pro- 
posal, he  would  have  gone  on  with  pro- 
posals which  he  now  himself  admitted 
were  founded  on  an  entirely  erroneous 
estimate  ;  he  would  have  discovered 
that  the  tax  would  have  been  double  the 
amount  which  he  had  placed  in  his 
Budget.  In  the  Budget  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  assumed  that  the  tax  would 
produce  £100,000,  but  he  now  found, 
on  reference  to  the  Customs,  what  he 
did  not  know  before — namely,  that  the 
tax  as  originally  proposed  would  pro- 
duce £300,000.  Therefore,  their  objec- 
tion had  enabled  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  ascertain  the  true  facts  with 
regard  to  the  trade,  and  which  led  him 
to  review  his  scheme.  It  was  true  that 
they  regarded  this  plan  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  as  less  objectionable 
than  the  one  which  he  first  brought 
forward,  and  they  were  extremely  glad 
that  the  course  which  they  had  taken 
bad  brought  about  an  amendment  of 
that  scheme,  but  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  stated  he  must  not  assume 
that  hon.  Members  on  that  side  ap- 
proved the  imposition  of  this  tax  even 
as  altered.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  going  to  interfere  with  the  trade 
in  bottled  still  wine.    Of  course,  it  was 
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always  inconvenient  to  have  to  put  an 
increased  duty  on  wine ;  but  he  could  not 
now  see  any  justification  or  reason  for 
interfering  with  sparkling  wine  by  im- 
posing this  additional  duty.  He  be- 
lieved the  amount  expected  to  be  raised 
was  so  small  compared  with  the  incon- 
venience, that  it  was  not  worth  while  to 
impose  the  duty  at  all.  Whether  the 
ad  valorem  system  was  good  or  not 
remained  to  be  seen.  He  had  been 
informed  that  the  ingenuity  of  the  trade 
had  already  begun  to  discount  this 
question  of  high  and  low  priced  wines, 
and  that  a  plan  had  also  been  started  to 
average  them  and  bring  them  under  the 
30«.  value.  If  that  were  so,  it  was  plain 
that  they  would  in  vain  endeavour  to 
impose  this  ad  valorem  duty.  In  any 
case  it  would,  for  a  very  small  advan- 
tage, cause  a  great  disturbance  in  the 
trade,  and  he  regretted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  ever  brought  forward 
this  proposal.  He  did  not  accuse  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  of  any  protectionist 
proclivities,  although  an  unfortunate 
phrase,  which  he  did  not  believe  was 
intended,  had  been  seized  upon  by  per- 
sons addicted  to  those  doctrines. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow, 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)   BILL.— [Bill  182.] 

(Mr,  Ritchie,  Mr,  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr^ 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Secretary 
Matthewt,  Mr,  Long.) 

COMMITTEE.        [fIFTH  NIGHT.] 

[^Progress  I2th  June,"] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

PAET   I. 

County  Councils. 

Clause  2  (Composition  and  election 
of  Council  and  position  of  chairman). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  5,  after  paragraph  (d),  to 
insert—"  (d.)  Evexy  councillor  shall  be  entitled 
to  claim  a  sum  in  payment  of  the  expenses,  if 
any,  actually  and  reasonably  incurred  by  him 
in  travelling  to  and  from  the  place  of  meeting 
of  the  council.'* — {Mr,  Arthur  Aeland.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


153 


Local  Oovemwuni  {June  14,  1888}    (England  and  Walen)  Bill    154 


The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  he 
need  hardly  state  that  there  was  every 
sympathy  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  the  desire  given  expression 
to  by  the  Amendment  moved  by  the 
bon.  Member  for  the  Rotherham  Divi- 
sion of  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire 
(Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke  Acland).      The  Go- 
vernment   desired    that    every  facility 
Sosaible  should  be  given  to  ihose  who 
esirdd   to    become    members    of   the 
County  Council.    But  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  one  which  was 
more  far-reaching  than  even  he  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  anticipated.     The  Government 
thought  that  the  facility  which  he  de- 
sired should  be  afforded  to  certain  people 
to  attend  the  County  Council  ought  to 
be  made  as  it  was  made  under  other 
circumstances,    privately    rather    than 
from  the  rates.      So  far  as  he  knew, 
there  was  no  precedent  whatever  for  a 
proposal  such  as  that  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  made,  and  they  felt  that  if  it 
were  assented  to  at  all,  it  ought  not  to 
be  dealt  with  under    an    Amendment 
in   connection  with  this    Bill,  but   by 
means  of  some  general  measure.     Even 
if    Her    Majesty's    Government    could 
agree  to  the  principle,  it  would  certainly 
be  most  undesirable  to  accept  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Amend- 
ment in  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 
It  was  impossible,  if  such  a  proposal 
were  accepted,  that  it  would  stop  at  the 
County  Council ;  it  would  be  demanded 
that  the  same  principle  should  be  carried 
out  in  all  local  matters,  in  the  case,  for 
instance,  of  Poor  Law  Guardians.  They 
knew  quite  well  that  persons  had  often 
to  travel  as  much  as  10  or  15  miles  in 
order  to  reach  the  place  of  meeting,  and 
that,   with  very    few    exceptions,    the 
workhouse  was  as  accessible  as  the  town 
in  which  the  County  Council  was  likely 
to  meet,  and,  therefore,  sometimes  ex* 
penses  would  be  incurred  by  members  of 
the  Board  of  Guardians  in  reaching  the 
scene    of  their    labours.    Again,    the 
meetings  of  a  Board  of  Guardians  were 
very  much  more  frequent  than  those  of 
the  County  Council  would  be.     Then 
there  were  the  Highways  Boards  and  the 
Burial  Boards.     The  members  of  those 
Bodies    were  often   put  to   no   incon- 
siderable expense  in  fulfilling  the  duties 
of  their  offioe,  and  there  was  no  means 
of  proTidini^  the  expenses  necessary  for 


the  fulfilment  of  their  duties  when  they 
were  carried  out  within  the  area  of  their 
election.  But  not  only,  in  his  opinion, 
if  this  principle  were  accepted,  would  it 
have  naturally  to  be  applied  to  most 
other  local  institutions,  but  it  would  also 
form  a  very  strong  argument  in  favour 
of  its  application  to  Members  of  Par- 
liament. [**  Hear,  hear !  "]  That  cheer 
which  met  his  observation  only  showed 
its  great  importance  ;  it  was  clear  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  supported  this 
proposal  were  prepared  to  carry  it  out 
very  much  further,  and  the  argument 
he  used  was,  therefore,  very  much 
increased  in  force.  Clearly  this  was 
only  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  by  which 
the  burdens  ultimately  to  be  borne  by 
the  ratepayers  and  the  taxpayers  would 
be  increased.  If  there  was  one  thing 
which  many  hon.  Members  feared  with 
reference  to  these  County  Councils,  and 
the  proposal  to  extend  municipal  insti- 
tutions throughout  the  country,  it  was 
the  extravagance  and  expense  which 
might  possibly  result.  That  he  believed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  the  other  day  admitted  when 
he  said  that  in  all  probability  the  new 
plan  of  the  Government  would  be  at- 
tended with  more  expense.  But  if  this 
principle  was  to  be  accepted,  he  thought 
the  legitimate  fears  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  be  greatly  intensified,  and  that  a 

Srejudice  would  be  created  against  these 
^unty  Councils  which  ought  not  to  be 
set  up.  Therefore  it  was  not  only  the 
question  of  payment  of  expenses  of 
members  going  to  the  County  Councils, 
but  also  of  expense  connected  with  all 
local  institutions.  Again,  it  was  unfor- 
tunately perfectly  clear  that  the  difficulty 
of  working  men  coming  to  the  House  of 
Commons  was  greater  than  it  was  likely 
to  be  in  the  case  of  members  going  to 
County  Councils.  It  might  be  said  that 
the  original  proposal  was  a  very  moderate 
one,  and  that  only  those  who  were 
willing  to  accept  payment  of  their 
expenses  should  receive  such  payment. 
But  it  was  impossible,  if  the  principle  of 
this  Amendment  were  acknowledged,  to 
say  that  a  member  should  go  in  formd 
pauperis  to  claim  payment  of  his 
expenses.  Therefore  the  legitimate  out- 
come was  that  every  member  should  be 
entitled  to  be  paid  his  expenses.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  Why  not  ?]  He  did 
not  himself  believe  that  the  ratepayers 


Lual  Government  {COMMONS}    {England  and  Walee)  Bttt.      156 


1?5 

of  the  country  were  prepared  to  do  that, 
and  he  believed,  further,  that  if  rate- 
payers were  to  think  that  these  insti- 
tutioDS  were  to  be  made  the  means  of 
inflicting  increased  burdens  on  the  rates, 
they  would  lose  their  interest  in  this 
measure.  Believing,  as  he  did,  that  this 
appeal  was  to  be  met,  not  out  of  the 
purse  of  the  ratepayers,  but  by  other 
arrangement  which  could  easily  be 
made,  the  Government  were  not  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Botherham. 

Mr.  BKADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  could  understand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  objecting  that  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  was  bad  in  principle. 
But,  on  the  contrary,  he  understood 
him  to  say  that  it  was  right  in  principle. 
[Mr.  EiTOHiB :  No,  no !  |  He  was  going 
to  say  what  he  understood,  and  to  ex- 
plain why  he  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  it  was  right  in 
principle  that  working  men  elected  to 
the  position  of  Councillors  or  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  should  be  indemnified 
for  expenses,  or  even  remunerated  for 
the  services  which  they  rendered.  To 
use  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own 
words,  however,  it  was  proposed  that 
the  expense  should  be  met  by  private 
arrangement.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  say  that  the  principle  was 
wrong;  he  only  objected  to  the  thing 
being  known  and  done  openly. 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERN  MENT  BOARD(Mr.RiTCHiB): 
I  beg  the  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  I 
expressed  the  fullest  sympathy  with 
those  who  desire  to  see  facilities  given 
to  gentlemen  to  attend  the  County 
Councils,  but  I  did  not  recognize  that 
the  principle  of  payment  out  of  the  rates 
was  right. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  said,  he  under- 
stood that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
recognized  the  principle  of  payment  if 
it  were  done  privately.  If  he  did  not 
mean  what  he  said,  it  was  unfortunate, 
that  he  had  said  it.  But  what  other 
private  -arrangement  could  be  made 
which  did  not  involve  private  payment  ? 
He  could  understand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  objecting  to  any  kind  of  pay- 
ment, whether  or  not  thrown  upon  the 
rates,  but  words  ought  to  have  some 
meaning,  and  the  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  that  the  expense 
should  be  met  privately  rather  than  out 
of  the  rates.    He  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  said. 


that  any  payment  made  should  be  made 
publicly.  Private  payments  were  un- 
fortunate payments ;  payments  made 
by  societies  of  men  to  those  who  repre- 
sented them  in  the  House  of  Commons 
or  on  the  County  Council  were  retainers 
to  the  people  who  were  paid,  whereas 
he  maintained  that  those  who  sat  in 
that  House  should  represent  the  interest 
of  the  whole  of  those  by  whom  he  was 
elected  and  not  the  interest  of  the  men 
who  made  private  payment  for  the  pur- 
poses suggested.  He  said  that  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  an  immoral  suggestion.  It  might 
be  said  that  his  (Mr.  Bradlaugh's)  sug- 
gestion was  immoral ;  but,  then,  he  was 
not  ashamed  of  his  views,  although  he 
found  often  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  ashamed  of  his  when  they 
were  put  to  him  in  clear  language. 
There  might  be  a  local  objection  to  the 
payment  of  members,  but  the  effect  of 
non-payment  would  be  to  exclude  from 
the  County  Councils,  as  it  had  excluded 
in  a  great  measure  from  that  House,  a 
number  of  men  who  might  be  of  great 
service  to  it.  He  had  always  thought 
that  Members  of  Parliament,  or  of  any 
Public  Body,  ought  to  be  paid  for  the 
services  rendered  to  the  public  who 
elected  them.  He  did  not  believe  that 
many  Members  worked  for  nothing. 
He  thought  they  all  worked  for  some 
object ;  with  some  it  might  be  personal 
ambition,  more  or  less  praiseworthy,  or 
it  might  be  the  desire  to  have  a  place  in 
the  Government,  which  he  thought  a 
laudable  aim  for  any  man  to  seek  in 
politics.  But  he  put  it,  that  to  exclude 
from  these  Councils,  which  they  were 
trying  to  make  representative,  men  who 
could  not,  on  account  of  the  expense, 
reach  the  place  where  the  Council  was 
to  be  held  was  wrong.  And,  moreover, 
it  was  not  correct  to  compare  these 
County  Councils  with  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, school  boards,  and  other  insti- 
tutions meeting  close  to  the  homes  of  the 
members.  The  very  essence  of  this  mat- 
ter was  that  men  must  come  from  a  long 
distance  to  the  centre  where  the  County 
Council  met,  and  if  they  excluded  all 
kinds  of  indemnity  for  the  expenses  of 
the  persons  elected,  they  limited  the 
candidates  to  one  class  of  men  only — 
namely,  that  which  could  bear  the  ex- 
pense of  attendance.  He  did  not  shrink 
from  accepting  the  consequences  of  this 
Amepdmeut.     Se  admitted  that  this 
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was  the  assertion  of  the  principle  that 
men  who  were  ready  to  g^ve  their  sor- 
▼ices  to  the  State  in  various  forms  should 
be  indemniOed  not  in  a  fashion  which 
laid  them  open  to  a  sneer.  The  pro- 
posal was  a  rough  and  ready  way  of 
meeting  a  difficulty  which  at  present 
prevented  poor  men  from  sitting  on  the 
Councils.  There  was  no  dishonour  in 
private  payment,  but  it  was  an  objec- 
tionable mode  of  proceeding;  and,  as 
he  had  said,  payment  should  be  made 
openly.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
it  was  undesirable  to  raise  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment  now.  Why?  It 
must  be  raised  at  some  time,  and  it  was 
undesirable  now  only  because  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  would  have  to  face  the 
discussion  on  this  Bill  instead  of  leaving 
it  to  be  faced  on  some  other.  That 
was  the  only  objection.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  that  private  pay- 
ment was  moral,  but  he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
thought  it  immoral,  and  it  was  for  that 
reason  he  should  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bother- 
ham,  and  should  not  shrink  from  the 
consequence  of  doing  so. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  said,  he  was  glad 
that  the  Government  was  going  to  resist 
this  most  dangerous  proposal.  No  one 
who  was  conversant  with  public  business 
could  doubt  that,  whatever  might  be  the 
mode  of  administration  by  County  Coun- 
cils, there  would  be  very  great  increase 
of  expense.  It  was  admitted  that  the 
present  system  had  worked  well  on  all 
hands,  and  a  Mininter  of  the  Crown  had 
stated  that  it  had  been  most  admirable 
and  most  economical.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  there  were  some  who  viewed 
this  Bill  with  very  great  misgivings,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  was 
accurate  when  he  said  that  these  mis- 
givings were  due  to  the  fact  that  they 
foresaw  a  great  addition  to  the  burdens 
on  the  rates.  It  appeared  to  him  that, 
if  this  Amendment  were  passed,  it 
would  only  be  a  sample  of  what  they 
might  expect  in  future.  [  Cheers.']  That 
cheer  undoubtedly  forshadowed  tnat  this 
proposal,  if  carried,  would  be  followed 
by  another  to  pay  members  not  only 
their  expenses,  but  for  their  services  on 
the  Councils.  He  saw  that  there  was 
already  on  the  Paper  Notice  of  an 
Amendment,  the  object  of  which  was  the 
payment  Qf  the  Qhainnan.    But  if  the 


Chairman  was  to  be  paid,  why  not  the 
County  Councillors  ?  Undoubtedly  the 
effect  of  this  Amendment  would  be 
greatly  to  burden  the  rates,  and  further 
gpreatly  to  increase  corruption  and  job- 
bery. He  trusted  the  Government  did 
not  intend  that  this  point  should  be  re- 
served, and  he  hoped  they  would  put 
down  their  foot  against  it  in  order  that 
a  settlement  of  the  question  might  be 
at  once  arrived  at. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  that  he  had  no  diffi- 
culty in  understanding  the  position  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  had  taken  up,  and  the  feeling  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  which  he 
now  represented  with  regard  to  the  Bill 
as  a  whole.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  he  viewed  this  Bill  with  great  mis- 
giving ;  that  being  so,  it  was  perfectly 
natural  that  he  should  resist  a  proposal, 
the  efiPect  of  which  would  be  to  make 
the  Bill  what  the  framers  had  expressed 
their  desire  that  it  should  be — namely, 
an  effective  means  of  bringing  into  the 
County  Councils  representatives  of  all 
classes.  He  was  amused  at  the  position 
taken  up  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  The  right. hon.  Gentleman  sym- 
pathized entirely  with  the  object  with 
which  this  Amendment  was  framed; 
but  he  opposed  it  because  it  was  the 
thin  end  of  the  wedge.  He  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  wondered  whether  any  proposal 
had  ever  been  brought  before  the 
House  or  the  country,  however  beneficent 
and  wise,  which  had  not  been  con- 
demned, especially  by  the  Party  oppo- 
site, as  the  thin  edge  of  the  wedge.  He 
did  not  discuss  whether  it  was,  or  it  was 
not,  the  thin  edge  of  the  wedge ;  but 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  no  dissuasive  from  supporting 
the  Amendment.  The  question  was  not 
whether  Members  of  that  House  should 
ultimately  be  paid.  That  question  was 
one  which,  no  doubt,  would  be  raised 
one  of  these  days,  probably  an  early 
day,  and  when  it  came  before  them  they 
would  know  how  to  deal  with  it  The 
present  proposal  was  a  very  much 
smaller  one.  It  was  not  a  proposal 
to  pay  members  of  County  Councils  for 
their  services  ;  it  was  merely  a  proposal 
to  enable  a  certain  class  of  men,  whose 
services  the  Government  admitted  they 
desired  to  have  on  these  Councils,  and 
whose  knowledge  would  be  a  public  ad- 
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vantage,  to  enable  them  to  take  part  in 
the  government  of  their  districts.  There 
were  considerable  bodies  of  men  inte- 
rested in  these  proposals,  miners  and 
labourers,  and  there  were,  he  thought, 
in  some  of  the  poorer  counties,  con- 
siderable bodies  of  farmers  to  whom 
it  would  bo  a  consideration  and  a  real 
object  to  be  spared  the  expense  of 
going  three  or  four  times  a-year  from 
their  own  localities  to  the  place  were 
the  County  Councils  were  held.  Again, 
there  were  in  many  counties  ministers 
and  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, whose  services  the  Government  had 
admitted  they  were  desirous  of  having 
on  these  Councils,  to  whom  these  travel- 
ling expenses  would  be  undoubtedly 
an  object.  If  the  Government  were  to 
be  consistent  in  carrying  out  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  he  could  not  see  how 
they  could  fail  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Botherham 
(Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke  Acland).  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  they  did  not 
pay  the  expenses  of  members  of  Boards 
of  Guardians,  School  Boards,  and  other 
Local  Authorities.  However  right  that 
may  have  been  formerly,  they  were  now 
creating  Bodies  of  much  wider  scope  and 
importance  ;  and  what  might  have  been 
a  very  wise  and  necessary  exception  in 
the  case  of  smaller  Bodies  mi^ht  be  per- 
fectly unwise  and  undesirable  in  the 
case  of  the  Bodies  which  they  were  now 
about  to  create.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Eotherham  had  already 
stated,  with  reference  to  his  Amend- 
ment, that  there  might  be  one  or  two 
additions  that  might  be  made  to  it.  He 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  thought  it  might 
be  desirable  to  limit  the  concession  of 
travelling  expenses  to  the  journey 
strictly  from  tne  place  where  the  men 
resided  to  the  seat  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil— he  meant  that  the  members  should 
not  be  entitled,  if  they  were  in  London, 
for  instance,  to  claim  expenses  for  the 
whole  of  the  journey  to  the  County 
Councils.  But  all  these  were  matters  of 
detail,  which  he  believed  his  hon.  Friend 
was  willing  to  meet,  and  it  only  remained 
for  him  (Mr.  John  Morley)  to  say  that 
if  his  hon.  Friend  went  to  a  Division  he 
would  cordially  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  WHAETON  (York,  W.R., 
Ripon)  said,  there  was  one  matter  in 
connection  with  this  subject  on  which 
the    Committee  were  left  in   doubt — 

Mr*  John  Morley 


namely,  the  fund  out  of  which  this  pay- 
ment was  to  come.  They  were  not  told 
in  the  Amendment  whether  it  was  to 
come  out  of  the  rate  of  the  whole  county, 
or  whether  it  was  to  be  met  from 
the  rates  of  the  particular  district  for 
which  the  County  Councillor  was  re- 
turned. He  thought  this  a  most  im- 
portant consideration,  and  that  the 
matter  ought  to  have  been  set  forth 
clearly  on  the  face  of  the  Amendment, 
because  it  seemed  to  him  monstrous  to 
suppose  that  a  body  of  the  ratepayers 
at  one  end  of  the  county  should  be 
asked  to  support  a  County  Councillor 
who  came  from  au other  part  of  the 
county,  and  who  might  represent  a  very 
difEerent  interest  indeed  from  that  of 
the  main  body.  He  could  not  imagine 
a  proposition  which  would  be  more  dis- 
tasteful to  the  main  body  of  the  rate- 
payers than  this.  He  was  only  too  glad 
that  the  Government  put  down  their  foot 
firmly  against  this  proposal.  They  had 
been  plainly  and  honestly  told  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  that  this  was  but 
the  beginning  of  what  hon.  Members 
opposite  hoped  to  come  about  in  the 
end.  Hon.  Members  had  shown  that 
this  was  clearly  the  thin  end  of  the 
wedge,  and  that  they  were  only  to  look  at 
this  as  the  beginning  of  the  proposal, 
and  that  if  the  principle  were  admitted 
not  only  County  Councillors  but  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  would  have  to  be 
paid  for  their  services.  He  trusted  that 
this  would  be  distinctly  understood,  not 
only  inside  the  House,  but  that  every 
ratepayer  throughout  the  country  would 
know  what  was  going  on.  IChsers.']  He 
was  glad  to  hear  those  cheers,  because 
at  every  public  meeting  which  he  had 
addressed  he  found  that  the  ratepayers 
had  taken  a  very  considerable  interest 
in  this  question  of  payment  of  expenses, 
and  because  this  was  only  one  of  the 
Amendments  out  of  many  which,  if  they 
were  carried,  would  add  enormously  to 
the  expense  of  the  working  of  the  Bill. 
They  had  in  that  House  at  the  present 
time  Gentlemen  who  had  been  sent  up 
by  some  of  the  great  trade  bodies  in  the 
North,  and  if  it  should  be  the  case  that 
the  great  Trade  Unions  in  the  North 
should  wish  to  send  members  of  their 
body  to  the  County  Councils,  he  knew 
that  the  County  Councils  would  most 
gladly  welcome  them.  If  those  men 
were  sent  they  would  be  paid  for  by 
those  who^e  speoii^  interest  they  repre* 
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fiented.  In  that  case,  whv  should  this 
daim  be  made  on  their  behalf?  He, 
for  one,  agreed  with  the  Ooyemment  in 
resisting  the  Motion,  and  he  protested 
against  the  attempt  to  cast  this  burden 
on  the  ratepayers. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,    he    feared    that    hon.    Members 
opposite  did  not  really  understand  the 
object  of  the  Amendment.     The  object 
was  to  diminish  the  burdens  borne  by 
the  ratepayers  by  enabling  them  to  send 
poor  men  to  the  County  Councils ;  the 
idea  being  that  poor  men  would  scruti- 
nize the   expenditure  which  rich  men 
were  prone  to  sanction.     He  must  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board 
on  the  speech  he  had  just  made.    It  was 
oonceived  on  fine  old  Tory  lines.  It  was 
precisely  that  kind  of  speech  they  so 
often  heard  in  that  House  from  Tory 
Ministers  when  Liberal  measures  were 
proposed.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
commenced  by  expressing  his    strong 
sympathy  with  the  objects  of  the  pro- 
posal ;  he  then  said,  '*  but," — and  he 
(Mr.  Labouohere)  then  knew  perfectly 
well  what  was  coming.     He  had  heard 
the  argument   used  again   and  again. 
The  proposed  change,   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intimated,  was  not  a  change 
which  ought  to  be  introduced  at  that 
particular  moment.      ''Bring  in  a  Bill 
dealing  with  the  subject  generally,"  the 
Bepresentativeof  the  Government  always 
said  on   these   occasions,    ''  and    then 
we  will  consider  it."     Would  the  Go- 
vernment give  facilities  to  him  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  enable  every  Member  of 
Parliament  to   be  paid    his    expenses 
during  the  time  the  House  was  sitting  ? 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  do 
that,  he  would  engage  to  bring  in  such  a 
Bill ;  but  he  knew  then  that  the  counter 
argument  would  be  used.   The  Govern- 
ment would  say  then — *' We  must  learn 
by  experience  what  would  be  the  effect 
of  the  change,  it  will  be  better  to  try  it 
in  a  single  case,  and  then  we  shall  see 
the  result."     That  was  always  how  Her 
Majesty's  present  Ministry  met  any  pro- 
posal which  might  be  brought  forward 
on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House,  either 
in  Committee  or  in  general  discussion 
on  a  Bill.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  there  was  no  precedent  for  such  a 
proposal  as  this.     Was  the  right  hon. 
GenUeman  not  aware  that  in  times  gone 
by — ^those  fine  old  times  Conservatives 
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were  so  fond  of  alluding  to — in  times 
gone  by  Members  had  received  payment 
for  their  expenses  up  to  London  and  for 
their  expenses  while  in  London,  and, 
what  was  more,  they  did  not  receive  it 
from  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  but  re- 
ceived it,  as  suggested  in  the  present 
Amendment,  from  the  local  rates. 
Therefore,  there  was  no  new  precedent 
in  this  matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ought  to  know  that  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Lords  had  got  a  right,  a 
legal  right,  whenever  he  came  to  fulfil 
his  duties  in  Parliament,  to  step  aside 
into  the  New  Forest — probably  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  occasionally  saw 
Peers  strutting  about  the  New  Forest — 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Lords  had  a 
legal  right,  on  his  coming  to  Parliament, 
to  step  aside  into  any  of  Her  Majesty's 
forests  and  to  kill  a  buck.  He  and  his 
hon.  Friends  merely  wished  to  apply  to 
the  case  of  the  poor  men  who  were  sent 
to  County  Councils  a  principle  which 
applied  to  the  Peers  of  the  Eealm.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  him 
not  to  have  read  his  own  Bill,  for  he 
said — **  You  will  have  to  extend  it  to 
other  cases,  to  burial  boards,  and  high- 
way boards."  Why,  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  know  that  his  own  Bill 
did  away  with  burial  boards  and  high- 
way boards  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
finished  by  protesting  against  what  he 
called  ''extravagance  and  expense."  He 
seemed  to  think  extravagance  and  ex- 
pense were  entirely  identical ;  that  as 
this  would  involve  expense,  it  would, 
therefore,  involve  extravagance.  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  admitted  it  would  involve, 
primarily,  expense ;  but  the  great  object 
in  view  was  to  enable  people  to  send 
men  to  the  County  Councils  who  would 
prevent  extravagance. 

Sir  CHABLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) 
said,  he  desired  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  the  singular  fact  that 
this  Amendment  was  vague  in  the  ex« 
treme.  They  might  believe  it  was  in- 
tended to  be  vague  ;  it  provided  that — 

"  Every  Councillor  shall  be  ontitlod  to  claim 
a  sum  in  payment  of  the  expenses,  if  an^, 
actually  and  reasonably  incurred  by  him  m 
travelliDg  to  and  from  the  place  of  meeting  of 
the  Council." 

Nothing  was  said  about  the  meetings  of 
the  committees  of  which  there  would  be 
very  many.  It  seemed  to  him  it  might 
well  be  within  the  terms  of  this  Amend- 
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mont  that  members  of  the  Council  coming 
to  and  from  the  Council  upon  any  public 
business  might  claim  their  expenses. 
So  far  with  regard  to  the  vagueness  of 
the  language  of  the  Amendment.  With 
regard  to  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  thought  that  all  of  them  must 
be  glad  that  in  this  country  we  had 
liitherto  avoided  the  dangers  and  cor- 
ruptions from  which  municipal  institu- 
tions in  the  United  States,  had  suffered. 
The  whole  difference  between  the  prac- 
tice in  the  United  States,  and  in  this 
country  was  that  public  men  in  England 
had  hitherto  always  been  distinguished 
by  the  fact  that  they  had  given  their 
services ;  whereas  in  America  the  con- 
trary rule  hsd  prevailed,  members  of 
public  bodies  being  paid  for  the  services 
they  rendered.  It  had  been  freely  ad- 
mitted that  those  who  were  the  strongest 
supporters  of  this  proposal  desired  that 
there  should  not  only  be  a  payment  for 
expenses,  but  also  a  payment  for  loss  of 
time.  The  payment  of  members  would, 
in  his  opinion,  sap  the  foundation  of 
political  and  municipal  life,  and,  there- 
fore, he  should  give  to  the  proposal  his 
strenuous  opposition. 

Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth)  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Charles  Lewis)  had  been  remarkable  for 
the  characteristic  of  desiring  always  to 
work  for  nothing.  However,  he  (Mr. 
Burt)  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
general  question  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee. He  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Botherham  (Mr.  A. 
Acland)  had  done  good  service  by 
bringing  the  subject  forward.  The  pro- 
posal seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very  mode- 
rate one,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
very  clearly  and  strongly  the  reasons 
which  induced  him  to  make  it.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Burt)  did  not  consider  that  the  Bill 
they  were  discussing  was  in  any  sense 
a  Badical  measure.  It  professed  to  be 
so,  but  many  of  its  provisions  were  calcu- 
lated rather  to  diminish  thau  to  extend 
direct  popular  representation  on  muni- 
cipal bodies  in  the  country.  He  felt 
that  unless  some  provision  of  the  kind 
suggested  was  inserted  in  the  Bill,  the 
Bill  would  go  very  far  in  the  direction 
he  had  indicated.  For  instance,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Wansbeck 
Division  of  Northumberland  (Mr.  Fen- 
wick)  pointed  out  that  at  the  present 
time  workmen  had  direct  representation 
on  Local  Boards  and  Town  Councils  and 
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school  boards.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  laid  stress  upon  the  want  of 
precedent.  But  there  was  a  precedent, 
although  it  might  be  a  small  one.  He 
believed  it  was  the  case  that  Boards  of 
Guardians  had  the  power  to  pay  the 
representatives  whom  they  might  send 
to  conferences  upon  Poor  Law  questions. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  case  of  Local  Boards  and  Town 
Councils  and  Boards  of  Guardians.  He 
(Mr.  Burt)  was  bound  to  point  out  that 
in  the  case  of  Town  Councils,  and  in  the 
case  of  school  boards  also,  the  members 
lived  within  a  comparatively  short  dis- 
tance of  the  meeting  place,  but  the  mem- 
bership of  County  Councils  would  neces- 
sitate a  very  considerable  amount  of 
travelling  and  a  good  deal  of  expendi- 
ture. His  one  very  decided  feeling  was 
that  the  representation  would  be  in  a 
very  large  measure  confined  to  the  well- 
to-do  classes  unless  some  such  Amend- 
ment as  that  under  consideration  were 
adopted.  Very  kindly  and  friendly  re- 
ferences had  been  made  to  the  workmen 
who  had  Kepresentatives  at  the  present 
time  in  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Eipon  Division  of  Yorkshire  (Mr.  Whar- 
ton) declared  that  the  Trades  Unions  of 
the  North  had  their  Bepresentatives 
here,  and  he  was  good  enough  to  say 
that  the  Members  of  the  House  were 
very  glad  to  welcome  those  Bepresenta- 
tives, and  to  have  them  amongst  them. 
l_Mini»terial  cheers,]  He  was  very  glad 
to  hear  that  assenting  cheer,  for  it  quite 
accorded  with  the  treatment  he  himself 
had  received  during  the  whole  period  he 
had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the 
House.  But  the  Trades  Unions  were 
not  represented.  The  Members  who 
were  called  labour  Members  were  elected, 
and  they  came  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons exactly  on  the  same  footing  as  any 
other  Member.  They  came  as  politi- 
cians ;  they  appealed  to  the  electors  as 
politicians,  and  whatever  might  be  their 
connection  with,  and,  however,  qualified 
they  might  be  to  represent  the  workmen 
on  special  labour  questions,  not  one  of 
them  would  be  here  if  it  were  not  for  his 
politiced  opinions.  The  other  arguments 
which  had  been  addressed  to  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  so  completely  dealt  with 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  junior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  that 
he  did  uot  need  to  ^nter  upon  them. 
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In  oonolusioii,  he  had  only  to  say  that  if 
there  was  not  a  preoedent,  as  the  Presi- 
deot  of  the  I>ical  Government  Board 
said  there  was  not,  the  time  had  come 
when  a  precedent  should  be  made.  He 
quite  agreed  that  they  were,  to  a  large 
extent,  endeavouring  to  assert  a  new 
principle.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
might  depend  upon  it  that  this  was  a 
proposal  which  would  be  made  in  the 
House  again  and  again  until  it  was,  as 
it  would  be  before  long,  carried  to  a 
Bueoeesful  issue. 

Mb.  MILVAIN  (Durham)  said,  he 
objected  to  the  spirit  and  the  principle 
of  this  Amendment.  The  expense  of 
the  representatives  g^ing  to  the  Council 
meetings  had  been  referred  to  as  only 
a  moderate  expense,  and  that,  there- 
fore, they  might  get  in  the  thin  edge  of 
the  wedge.  But  he  objected  entirely  to 
admitting  the  thin  edge  of  the  wedge 
when  they  ought  not  to  admit  the  thick 
end  of  the  wedge.  What  he  main- 
tained about  the  principle  of  admitting 
paid  representatives  to  any  representa- 
tive assembly  was  that  it  would  create 
so  many  individual  prizes  for  the  ablest 
and  most  unscrupulous  demagogue  who 
could  catch  what  he  believed  to  be  the 
popular  vote  of  the  mob.  Upon  that 
ground  alone  he  objected  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment.  The  imme- 
diate Amendment  before  the  Committee 
was,  according  to  the  professions  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Rotherham  (Mr.  A. 
Acland),  to  enable  working  men  and 
lower-class  tradesmen  to  take  a  greater 
interest  in  politics  and  the  affairs  of 
their  county.  He  asked,  assuming  they 
were  not  paid  their  travelling  expenses, 
was  there  anything  to  prevent  their 
taking  that  interest  in  the  affairs  of 
their  county  and  of  their  country  by 
voting  for  men  whom  they  thought  fit 
to  represent  them  on  the  County  Coun- 
cil? He  thought  not;  and  what  was 
more,  he  believed  that,  no  matter  what 
it  was — ^insignificant  or  not  insignificant 
— the  expense  of  going  to  and  returning 
from  the  County  Council  would  not  deter 
a  man  of  honour  and  virtue  from  seeking 
election  and  obtaining  representation. 
He  denied  altogether  that  this  matter 
had  been  placed  before  the  electorate 
yet.  He  denied  that  there  was  any 
demand  for  the  payment  of  representa- 
tives ;  and  he  maintained — and  he  was 
prepared  to  be  judged  by  his  words — 
that  where  there  had  been  such  a  demand, 


the  demand  was  rapidly  diminishing.  He 
asked,  why  were  we  to  pay  the  members 
of  County  Councils,  or  of  any  other  re- 
presentative assembly,  when  they  could 
get  the  services  of  men  of  equal  honour, 
of  equal  ability,  and  of  equal  education, 
who  were  prepared  to  do  the  work  with- 
out a  single  penny  of  remuneration  ? 
The  services  rendered  by  the  County 
Magistrates  up  to  the  present  time  in 
conducting  the  financial  business  of  the 
counties  had  been  rendered  gratuitously, 
and  no  one  would  deny  that  that  busi- 
ness had  been  conducted  with  efficiency 
and  economy.  What  more  could  they 
expect  from  hon.  Members  who  sought 
to  be  paid  for  their  services  upon  County 
Councils  ?  Let  him  put  before  the  Com- 
mittee the  case  of  two  persons  seeking 
election  to  a  County  Council.  Let  them 
suppose  that  the  men  were  of  equal 
honour,  equal  ability,  and  of  equal  virtue 
— that  one  was  prepared  to  do  the  ser- 
vice gratuitously,  while  the  other  sought 
to  be  paid  for  his  services.  Why,  he 
asked,  were  they  to  saddle  imperatively 
upon  the  ratepayers  the  additional  ex- 
pense of  paying  for  the  performance  of 
services  when  they  could  be  equally 
ably,  equally  efficiently,  and  equally 
economically  performed  by  a  person 
without  the  payment  of  his  expenses? 
What  was  the  foundation  of  the  Bill 
— upon  what  principle  was  the  Bill 
formed  ?  The  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
that  taxation  and  representation  should 
go  hand-in-hand ;  and  the  ratepayers 
believed,  and  the  counties  believed,  that 
if  they  had  their  representatives  upon  a 
Council  supervising  the  expenditure  of 
the  revenue  of  the  county,  it  would  be 
conducted  with  greater  economy  than  at 
present.  But  why,  if  economy  was  the 
object  of  the  Bill,  were  they  going  to 
begin  by  saddling  the  ratepayers  with  a 
rate  for  the  payment  of  the  travelling 
expenses  of  the  representatives?  This 
Amendment  would  defeat  the  very  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  from  an  economical 
point  of  view ;  and,  furthermore,  he 
maintained  that  paid  representatives 
were  not  representatives  who  were  cal- 
culated to  conduct  the  business  of  coun- 
ties with  efficiency. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  (Derby) 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Milvain)  had  made  it  very 
obvious  why  he  opposed  the  principle  of 
this  Amendment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  approved    entirely    of  the 
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existing  administration  of  counties 
by  magistrates,  which,  he  said,  was 
gratuitous.  But  the  object  of  this  Bill 
was  to  remove  the  administration  of  the 
counties  from  that  particular  class  of 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
entirely  approved,  and  to  throw  open 
the  administration  of  the  counties  to  all 
classes  of  the  community.  Yet  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  objected  to  an 
Amendment  which  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary in  order  to  admit  every  class  of  the 
community  into  that  administration,  so, 
in  point  of  fact,  what  he  objected  to 
was  that  the  Amendment  would  not 
keep  up  such  a  condition  of  things  as 
would  confine  the  administration  of  the 
counties  in  the  future  to  the  same  class 
of  people  who  had  monopolized  it  in  the 
past.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  made  quite  plain  the  real  basis  of 
his  objection. 

Mr.  MILVAIN  said,  he  was  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  pardon  him 
for  interrupting  him.  He  did  not  say, 
neither  did  he  infer  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  attributed  to  him.  What 
he  said  was,  that  the  necessary  expense 
of  coming  to  and  from  the  County 
Councils  would  not  deter  any  man  of 
honour  and  virtue  from  seeking  a  seat. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  had  the  highest  opinion  of  honour 
and  virtue,  but  he  did  not  see  that  they 
defrayed  travelling  expenses;  but  he 
would  not  pursue  that  point.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  put  a  supposi- 
tional case ;  he  said  there  would  be  pre- 
sented to  the  ratepayers  two  men  for 
election,  they  were  to  be  of  equal  honour 
and  virtue  and  of  equal  capacity,  one  of 
them  could  pay  his  own  travelling  ex- 
penses and  the  other  could  not.  Surely, 
it  was  for  the  ratepayers  to  determine 
which  they  would  elect.  This  Amendment 
would  not  compel  the  ratepayers  to  elect 
a  man  of  honour  and  virtue  who  could 
not  pay  his  own  travelling  expenses  ;  it 
left  to  the  ratepayers  the  option.  [Mr. 
MiLVAiw :  No,  no  !]    Yes,  it  did. 

Mb.  MILVAIN  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  forgive  him,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  present  when 
this  Amendment  was  moved. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUBT  said, 
he  was. 

^  Mb.  MILYAIN  said,  he  begged  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon,  he  did 
not  think  he  was  present.  Anyhow,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Wansbeck  Division 
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(Mr.  Fen  wick)  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment, and  also  insisted  upon  the  pay- 
ment being  imperative,  as  was  shown 
by  the  Amendment  which  followed  the 
present  one. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  he  was  speaking  to  the  present 
Amendment,  and  the  present  Amend- 
ment did  not  make  it  compulsory  that 
everybody  should  receive  payment.  It 
would  be  perfectly  well  known  to  the 
ratepayers  whether  the  person  they 
elected  was  or  was  not  a  person  who 
would  be  likely  to  require  to  make  a 
claim  for  payment.  The  ratepayers, 
therefore,  had  a  free  choice  whether 
they  would  incur  this  expenditure  or  not. 
If  they  incurred  this  expenditure,  and 
paid  the  cost  of  the  travelling  of  a  re- 
presentative, when  they  might  take  a 
man  who  would  not  require  his  travel- 
ling expenses  to  be  paid,  it  would  be 
because  they  believed  that  the  poor  man 
would  answer  their  purposes  better, 
would  represent  their  opinion  better 
than  the  richer  man.  Therefore,  this 
question  of  saddling  the  ratepayer 
against  his  will  with  unnecessary  ex- 
pense was  one  of  those  bogus  arguments 
which  were  always  raised  against  re- 
form. The  ratepayers  would  be  per- 
fectly able  to  judge,  and  they  would  be 
perfectly  competent  to  judge  whether  or 
not  it  was  worth  their  while,  and  con- 
venient to  their  interests  to  elect  a  man 
whose  travelling  expenses  they  would 
have  to  pay.  That  was  all  the  present 
Amendment  proposed.  He  thought  it 
was  a  perfectly  reasonable  Amendment; 
he  thought  it  was  an  Amendment  en- 
tirely in  conformity  with  the  professed 
object  of  the  Bill— namely,  that  the 
representatives  of  all  interests  should 
come  upon  these  County  Councils,  and 
he  for  one  would  give  it  his  cordial 
support. 

Mb.  fen  wick  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee 
more  than  a  few  minutes,  but  he  desired 
it  to  be  distinctly  understood  that  he 
did  not  second  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Rotherham  (Mr.  A. 
Acland),  but  that  he  had  put  down  an 
Amendment  to  that  Amendment.  He 
was  not  sure  whether  he  would  be  in 
Order  in  moving  his  Amendment  now. 
In  his  opinion  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  did  not  put  the  question 
sufficiently  forcibly — ^to  his  mind,  at 
leaat — before  the  Oomn^ittee,    What  bo 
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wished  was  that  it  should  be  imperative 
upon   each  member  of  the  Council  to 
receive    payment.      He  was    sure    no 
Member  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House    would    charge    the    bon.    and 
learned  Member  for  the  City  of  Durham 
(Mr.  MilvainJ  with  being  a  demagogue 
or  with  in  any  way  attempting  to  catch 
the  vote  of  the  mob.      The  hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  seemed,  however,  to 
insinuate  that  some  of  the  Members  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  were 
in   the   habit  of  doiog  such  a  thing. 
He    (Mr.   Fenwick)  uttered  his  most 
unqualified   protest  against   any    such 
insinuation.      The    hon.    and    learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Eipon 
Diyiaion  of  Yorkshire  (Mr.  Wharton) 
asked  them  why,  if  a  Trade's  Union  was 
disposed  to  force  one  of  its  members 
upon  a  constituency,  another  portion  of 
the  community  should  be  compelled  to 
pay  the  expenses  of  that  member  ?  The 
answer  was  very  simple — namely,  that 
the  other  portion  of    the    community 
would  propably  have  a  member  of  its 
own  whose  opinions  were  different  from 
those  of  the  members  of  the  Trade's 
Union  who  sent  a  working  man  to  the 
Council  meeting.    The  Trade's  Union, 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
pleased  to  term  it,  would  have  to  pay, 
under  this  Amendment,  a  portion  of  the 
expenses  of  the  representative  of  their 
opponents.  The  burden,  therefore,  would 
be  equally  divided.    The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  said 
there  was  no  precedent  for  the  payment 
of  such  services,  but  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  have  forgotten  that  we  paid 
the    members  of    Eoyal  Commissions 
their    travelling  expenses    when  they 
were  called  upon  to  perform  services  in 
the  interests  of  the  nation.    The  services 
of  the  County  Councillors  were  analogous 
to  those  which  Boyal  Commissions  were 
called  upon  to    give.     He    very  much 
regretted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
h^  met  this  Amendment  with  a   non 
pouumuif  because  what  was  asked  for 
was  a  very  moderate  concession  indeed. 
As  he  pointed  out  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  the  other  night  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  without  the  Amendment  would  be 
practically  to   disenfranchise    a    large 
number  of  working  men  who  now  served 
on  Town  Councils,  on  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, and  on  school  boards.     Let  him 
instance  the   case  arising  in  his   own 
Division.    There,  probably,  half  of  the 


members  of  the  Local  Board  were  work- 
ing men.  That  was  in  a  purely  work- 
ing class  constituency,  and  if  the  Com- 
mittee did  not  accept  the  principle  of  his 
Amendment,  they  would  certainly  debar 
these  men  from  taking  any  part  what- 
ever in  the  Local  Government  of  their 
own  district.  Though  the  working 
classes  were  five-sixths  of  the  population 
they  would  be  compelled  to  take  as  their 
representative  a  man  whose  sympathies 
were  not  in  harmony  with  their  own. 
He  regretted  exceedingly  that  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  not  seen  his  way  to  accept  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Amendment.  If  he  was  in 
Order  he  would  move  his  Amendment 
now. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  199; 
Noes  243 :  Majority  44. — (Div.  List, 
No.  149.) 

Mr.  J.  S.  GATHOENE-HAEDY 
(Kent,  Medway)  said,  he  rose  to  move 
the  insertion  at  the  end  of  the  clause  of 
the  words — 

'*  (e.)  The  Members  of  Parliament  for  the 
Division  of  the  County,  and  of  the  horoaghs 
therein,  shall  be  ex  officio  members  of  the  County 
Council." 

He  knew  there  was  a  great  objection,  as 
there  had  always  been,  to  there  being 
ex  officio  members  of  any' board  ;  and  he, 
for  his  own  part,  had  always  had  a  cer- 
tain sympathy  with  that  objection,  and 
on  Boards  of  Guardians,  wherever  he 
found  the  elected  members  taking  a 
strong  part,  he  had  always  hesitated  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  their  wishes. 
But  with  regard  to  the  provision  that 
Members  of  Parliament  should  be  mem- 
bers of  the  County  Council,  he  did  not 
think  the  statement  that  they  were  to  be 
ex  officio  members  was  quite  a  true  state- 
ment. As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  were 
elected  by  the  ratepayers  of  the  county 
for  the  very  highest  office  it  was  in  the 
power  of  the  ratepayers  to  appoint  them 
to,  and  there  could  be  no  doubt,  he 
thought,  that  if  a  person  who  was  a 
member  for  the  county,  or  for  a  division 
of  the  county  were  to  come  forward  as  a 
candidate  for  the  County  Council  he 
would  be  elected.  With  regard  to  this 
Amendment  he  was  able  to  say  what  the 
mover  of  no  other  Amendment  probably 
would  be  able  to  say.  He  would  have 
the  practically  unanimous  opinion  of  the 
Committee  that  Members  of  Parliament 
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offittQ  members  of  the  County  Council." — [Mr, 
J.  S.  Oathorne- Hardy.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  Id  sorted." 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.) 
said,  that  the  great  charm  of  this  Bill 
in  the  opinion  of  everyone  was,  he 
thought,  that  from  beginning  to  end 
there  were  to  be  no  ex  officio  element 
under  it.  Personally,  he  was  very  glad 
to  find  from  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Eitchie),  in  explaining 
the  Bill,  had  said  that  there  was  no 
loophole  by  which  any  ex  officio  element 
might  be  introduced.  To  his  mind,  it 
was  a  question  whether  Members  of 
Parliament  would  make  the  best  mem- 
bers of  County  Councils;  there  would 
be  a  great  deal  of  work  to  do,  and  he 
knew  that  a  Member  of  Parliament  who 
attended  Westminster  regularly  could 
not  also  attend  regularly  to  county  busi- 
ness. If  he  were  to  put  himself  forward, 
and  to  be  elected  as  a  County  Coun- 
cillor, it  would  be  a  question  with  him 
whether  he  could  be  of  more  use  in  the 
House  of  Commons  or  in  the  County 
Councils;  certainly  he  could  not  dis- 
charge both  duties  efficiently.  He  did 
not  wish  to  detain  the  Committee  on 
this  question ;  but  still,  as  this  sugges- 
tion had  come  from  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House,  he  desired  to  saj  that,  as 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  one  which 
ought  not  to  be  entertained,  because  he 
believed  mischief  would  arise  if  any  ex 
officio  element  were  introduced  into  the 
County  Councils  in  any  shape  or  form. 

Mr.  eitchie  said,  he  hoped  that 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  S.  Gathorne- 
Hardy)  would  not  press  this  Amendment. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  what  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Somerset 
(Mr.  Llewellyn)  had  said — namely,  that 
it  would  be  most  inconvenient,  if  they 
were  to  accept  this  Amendment,  to  give 
an  expression  of  their  opinion  that  there 
should  still  be  retained  the  ex  officio 
element  upon  these  Councils.  He  felt 
very  little  doubt  that  Members  of  Par- 
liament who  were  the  Eepresentatives 
of  counties  could  very  easily  become 
members  of  these  Councils  in  the  proper 
way,  if  they  desired  to  do  so ;  but  it 
would  be  an  invidious  distinction  to  say 
that  certain  gentlemen  should  have  the 
right  to  be  members  of  County  Councils. 


were,  at  all  events,  fit  and  proper  per- 
sons to  sit  upon  the  County  Councils. 
He  took  it  that  there  was  no  Member  of 
the  Committee  who  had  not  that  confi- 
dence in  his  own  abilities  to  think  that 
he  was  competent  to  sit  upon  a  County 
Council.  He  (Mr.  J.  S.  Gathorne- 
Hardy)  thought  a  Member  of  Parliament 
was  not  only  a  fit  and  proper  person  to 
sit  upon  a  County  Council,  but  one  who 
ought  to  sit  upon  such  a  Council ;  and  it 
was  an  extremely  hard  matter  in  these 
days  that  a  person  in  that  position 
should  be  forced  to  fight  two  contested 
elections  in  order  to  obtain  two  positions 
for  which  he  was  eminently  qualified. 
He  had  heard  that  the  opinion  had  been 
expressed  that  this  Amendment  might 
be  accepted  were  the  Member  to  sit 
upon  the  County  Council,  but  to  have 
no  vote.  He  did  not  at  all  agree  to  that 
proposition,  for,  in  his  opinion,  it  would 
be  an  extremely  mischievous  one.  The 
fact  that  a  Member  of  Parliament  was 
entitled  to  sit  on  the  County  Council 
without  voting  would  very  much  mili- 
tate against  his  being  elected,  if  he 
thought  fit  to  come  forward  as  a  candi- 
date for  any  division.  Voters  would 
say  ho  had  already  got  a  seat  on  the 
Board,  and  they  might  refuse  to  vote 
for  him  if  he  came  forward  as  a  candi- 
date. Under  such  circumstances,  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  would  really  be  put 
into  the  position  of  servants  of  the 
County  Councils  rather  than  of  efficient 
members  of  it ;  therefore,  he  could  not 
assent  to  any  such  suggestion.  He 
earnestly  hoped  the  Committee  would 
take  this  Amendment  into  serious  con- 
sideration. He  was  sure  that,  unless 
hon.  Members  were  very  different  from 
himself,  there  were  not  many  of  them 
anxious  to  fight  more  contested  elections 
than  they  were  obliged  to.  He  was  con- 
fident hon.  Members  would  agree  with 
him  that  County  Members  and  the 
Members  for  boroughs  were  fit  and 
proper  persons  to  sit  upon  the  new 
County  Councils,  and  that,  indeed,  they 
ought  to  be  on  the  Councils.  He  thought 
that  when  a  man  was  elected  by  the 
ratepayers  to  the  highest  position  in 
which  they  could  place  him,  he  might 
be  relied  upon  to  represent  them  fairly 
upon  the  County  Council. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  5,  at  end,  insert  (e)  **  The 
Members  of  Parliament  for  the  divisions  of  the 
county  and  of  the  boroughs  therein  shall  be  ex 
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He  did  not  think  it  would  add  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  Councils,  neither  did 
he  think  it  would  really  tend  in  the 
direction  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  S. 
Gathorne-Hardy)  desired.  He  therefore 
trusted  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  press 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  S.  GATHOENE-HARDY 
said,  that,  of  course,  after  the  remarks  of 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  he  would  not  press  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  that,  no  doubt, 
to  the  Amendment,  as  drawn,  there  was 
considerable  objection,  because  it  was 
quite    possible  to    conceive  that    men 
would  oecome  members  of  Councils  in 
counties   in   which  they   had   no  stake 
whatever.       Of    course,    it    frequently 
happened  that  a  man  was  elected  to  re- 
present a  county  or   a  division   of    a 
county  or  a  borough  with  which  he  was 
in  no  way  otherwise  connected.     If  his 
hon.  Friend  would  consent  to  the  inser- 
tion of  the  words  *'and  otherwise  quali- 
fied "after  the  word** therein,"  he  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  must  say  he  could  not  for  his 
own  part  agree  to  the  objection  which 
had  been  raised  to  the  proposal.  Every- 
body desired  that   the   best  men  in  a 
borough  or  a  county,  as  the  case  might 
be,  should  become  members  of  the  Coun- 
cil.   He  thought  it  was  very  exceptional 
indeed  if  a  man,  who  had  undergone  a 
hotly  contested  Parliamentary  election, 
were  willing   to  undergo,  immediately 
afterwards,  another  equally  hotly  con- 
tested election  for  the  County  Council. 
He  was  told  it  would  be  impossible  for 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
do  their  duty  upon  these  Councils ;  but 
what  did  they  see  in  the  House  ?    Over 
and  over  again  they  saw  among  county 
Members  men  who  were  the  most  re- 
gular attendants  in  the  House,  men  who 
never  missed  a  Division,  but  were  al- 
ways in  their  place,  yet,  somehow  or 
other,  they  managed  to  attend  Quarter 
Sessions  also.     He  could  name  Gentle- 
men who  attended  here  most  regularly, 
but  who  liad  never  missed  a  Quarter 
Sessions  in  their  lives.     He  supposed, 
however,  that  there  was  no  use  in  ar- 
guing the   matter  if  the  Government 
were  not  willing  to  accept  the  proposal. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  withdraw  the  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  J.  8.  GATHORNE-HAEDYsaid, 
he  had  no  objection  to  withdraw  it ;  but 
he  totally   differed  from  the  opinions 


expressed  in  regard  to  it.  It  was  one 
thing  to  have  ex  officio  members  ap- 
pointed by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the 
county,  and  a  totally  different  thing  for 
the  electors  of  the  county  to  elect 
their  own  ex  officio  members  of  the 
Council. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devon,  Ash- 
burton)   said,    that  the  object  of    the 
Amendment    he     had    put    upon    the 
Paper  was  to  endow  County  Councillors 
with   the  functions  of  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  and  he  proposed  it  because  he 
believed  it  would,  at  all  events,  afford  a 
partial  remedy   for  what  was,  at  the 
present  time,  a  very   great  grievance. 
The  present  system  of  appointing  Jus- 
tices of  the  Peace  was  unsatisfactory  to 
those  Gentlemen  who  had  an  honour- 
able aspiration  to  attain  such  a  position, 
and  it  was  also  unsatisfactory  to  the 
people    at  largo.     That  dissatisfaction 
had  frequently  found  expression  at  the 
meetings  of  the  Trades  Unions  Con- 
gresses, and  it  had  also  found  expres- 
sion, from  time  to  time,  in  the  House  of 
Commons.     It  was  very  desirable  that 
all  classes   should  have  confidence  in, 
and   respect  for.,    our  Courts  of  Petty 
Sessions ;  and  he  held  that  in  order  to 
secure  that.  Justices  of  the  Peace  should 
be  men  of  all  classes.     The  present  sys- 
tem of  nomination  and  property  qualifi- 
cation was  a  system  by  which  class  was 
set  against  class,  because  it  inferred  the 
idea  that  there  was  a  class  of  rich  men 
who  were  entitled  to  rule,  and  that  there 
was  a  class  of  poor  men  whose  fate  it 
was  to  be  ruled  over.     That,  he  main- 
tained,  was  entirely  inconsistent  with 
our    present    democratic    institutions. 
What  was  the  result  of  appointing  only 
men  of  property  and  nominees  of  the 
Crown  to  the  magistracy  ?    It  was  this, 
that    offences    against    property    were 
dealt  with  with  a  severity  out  of  all 
proportion  to  the   measure   of    justice 
which  was  meted  out  for  offences  against 
the  person.     Every  day  one  observed  in 
the  newspapers  reports  of  the   extra- 
ordinary sentences   which    were  given 
for   trivial  offences    against    property, 
and  the  attention  of  the  House  was  fre« 
quently  called  to  them.     He  had  made 
a  collection   of  these    reports,  and   he 
believed  they    had   been  published  in 
a  pamphlet ;  they  were  certainly  most 
striking.    He  tried  to  ascertain  whether 
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there  was  aoy  rhyme  or  reason  for  these 
sentences.  He  did  not  wish  to  enlarge 
upon  them ;  but  the  calculation  at  which 
he  had  arrived  was  that  the  average 
cost  of  indulging  in  the  luxury  of  kick- 
ing one's  wife,  and  blackening  her  eye, 
or  pouring  hot  water  over  her,  or  biting 
a  piece  out  of  a  policeman,  was  about 
109.;  whereas,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
cost  of  stealing  a  pocket-handkerchief,  or 
a  cotton  shirt,  or  any  similar  article, 
was  a  term  of  imprisonment,  varying 
from  two  or  three  months  to  five  years 
penal  servitude;  and  should,  by  any 
accident,  a  labouring  man  be  found  in 
possession  of  a  dirty  rabbit  net  he  had 
better  be  tried  by  a  court  martial  at 
once  than  by  a  bench  of  rural  magis- 
trates. He  knew  that  the  objection  which 
would  be  urged  against  his  Amendment 
was  that  it  would  be  a  system  of 
elected  magistrates ;  but  the  system  was 
nothing  new  in  this  country.  Mayors 
of  boroughs  were  elected  at  the  present 
time ;  in  Scotland  the  baillies  were 
elected ;  moreover,  coroners  were  elected 
officers,  and  were  ex-officio  magistrates, 
and  there  were  places  where  the  Alder- 
men and  Portreeves  were  also  elected, 
and  also  exercised  the  functions  of 
magistrates.  At  the  present  time 
Magistrates  were  elected,  not  by  the 
people,  but  elected  by  a  small  clique 
of  wirepullers.  Most  hon.  Members 
knew  how  these  gentlemen  were  elected  ; 
the  Party  wirepullers  of  those  who  were 
in  power  at  the  time  selected,  generally 
from  among  themselves,  some  gentle- 
men whom  they  wished  to  endow  with 
the  dignity  of  magistrates,  and  they  sent 
up  the  names  of  these  gentlemen  through 
what  was  termed  the  ordinary  channels 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  then  the 
Lord  Chancellor  went  through  the  farce 
of  sending  to  the  Town  Council  to  know 
whether  the  gentlemen  nominated  were 
acceptable  or  not  to  them.  If  the  Town 
Council  happened  to  say  that  they 
objected  to  these  gentlemen,  and  to 
suggest  anybody  else,  then  the  Lord 
Chancellor  said  that  they  were  going 
outside  their  province ;  and  he,  in 
fact,  snubbed  them.  This  sort  of 
thing  had  taken  place  over  and  over 
again  ;  it  had  taken  place  within  recent 
times  at  Winchester,  West  Ham,  Poole, 
Wrexham,  Hanley,  Bradford,  and  other 
places.  And  then,  to  wind  up  this 
comedy,  some  Gentleman  generally  got 
up  in  the  House  and  asked  a  Question  of 
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the  Home  Secretary,  and  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  content  to  use  the  tu 
quoque  argument,  that  it  bad  been  done 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  he  did 
not  see  why  they  should  not  do  the  same 
thing.  If  he  (Mr.  Seale-Hayne)  were  to 
endeavour  to  touch  upon  how  magistrates 
were  elected  in  the  counties,  he  might 
perhaps  be  proceeding  beyond  his  depth. 
A  portion  of  the  county  magistracy 
might  be  regarded  as  hereditary.  Some 
of  the  county  magistrates  had  no  claim 
to  a  seat  on  the  Bench  other  than  that 
their  fathers  had  sat  there  before ;  others 
had  acquired  the  dignity  by  purchase,  as 
it  frequently  happened  that  if  a  gentle- 
man came  into  the  county,  and  bought  a 
large  estate,  he  was  straightway  put  on 
the  Bench,  irrespective  of  any  personal 
qualification.  Other  gentlemen  got 
on  the  Bench  simply  because  they  hap- 
pened to  be  of  the  same  political  com- 
plexion as  the  Lord  Lieutenant;  they 
merely  took  the  position  because  it  gave 
them  a  certain  amount  of  social  position, 
and  got  them  into  the  charmed  circle  of 
county  society.  Now,  he  could  not  be- 
lieve that  this  was  a  satisfactory  way  of 
appointing  gentlemen  to  exercise  the  im- 
portant functions  of  Justices  of  the  Peace. 
Then,  let  him  say  a  word  in  regard  to  the 
general  objection  that  those  who  exer- 
cised judicial  functions  should  not  be 
elected.  He  was  perfectly  ready  to  ad- 
mit that  it  would  be  a  great  evil  if  the 
Judges  of  the  land  were  elected,  because 
they  had  to  deal  with  large  pecuniary 
interests,  and  because  it  was  necessary 
they  should  have  great  legal  learning 
and  experience. 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  rose  to  Order,  and  asked  the 
Chairman  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  Order  in  discussing  the  present 
method  of  appointing  magistrates  ? 

The  chairman  said,  that  inasmuch 
as  there  was  a  provision  in  the  clause 
respecting  the  Chairmen  of  County 
Councils,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  it  was  not  permissible  to  discuss 
the  proposition  that  members  of  County 
Councils  should  also  be  ex-offieio  Justices. 
But  the  hon.  Member  was  certainly  sup- 
porting his  proposition  with  arguments 
a  long  way  beyond  the  necessity  of  the 
case. 

Mr.  SEALE-HAYNE  said,  he  bowed 
to  the  Chairman's  decision.  He  had 
been  merely  enlarging  upon  the  question 
of  the  existing  evils,  and  he  had  started 
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by  saying  that  he  advocated  his  Amend- 
ment becauseit  afforded  a  partial  remedy, 
as  he  believed,  for  those  evils.  Now, 
Judges  were  in  a  different  position  also 
to  Justices  of  the  Peace,  because  they 
had,  on  matters  of  fact,  a  jury  to  assist 
them.  Justices  of  the  Peace,  on  the 
other  hand,  had  to  be  both  Judge  and 
jury  in  their  own  Courts.  He  held, 
therefore,  that  the  two  cases  were  en- 
tirely different,  and  that  the  same  argu- 
ments did  not  apply  to  them.  The 
objection  might  be  urged  that  these 
elections  might  degenerate  into  a  Party 
fight.  Well,  he  had  no  doubt  that  that 
might  be  so  in  some  instances,  but  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  of  such  fre- 
quent occurrence  as  hon.  Members  in 
the  course  of  this  debate  had  assumed. 
His  answer  to  that  was  this.  Were  not 
nominations  at  the  present  time — espe- 
cially of  borough  magistrates — entirely 
political,  and  if  there  was  to  be  a 
political  fight  over  the  appointment  of 
Magistrates,  was  it  not  better  that  that 
fight  should  be  carried  on  in  open 
day,  and  not  on  the  backstairs  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenants  and  in  the  back  par- 
lours of  the  wirepullers  in  the  boroughs? 
He  believed  that  in  these  elections 
of  the  County  Councillors,  if  they  were 
endowed  with  the  dignity  of  Justice 
of  the  Peace,  it  would  bring  out  far 
better  men.  It  might  be  said — ^'  What 
evidence  have  you  that  the  elected 
magistrates  will  be  as  good  as  those  who 
sit  on  the  Bench  at  the  present  time  ?  " 
Well,  his  answer  was  that  no  evidence 
was  required.  His  position  was  this — 
that  if  the  decisions  of  the  elected 
Magistrates  were  bad,  at  the  end  of  six 
years  the  ratepayers  would  be  able  to 
get  rid  of  them,  and  that,  under  the  ex- 
isting system,  if  the  decisions  of  nomi- 
nated Magistrates  were  bad,  there  was 
no  means  of  getting  rid  of  them.  The 
people  were  saddled  with  them  for  all 
time.  He  (Mr.  Seale-Hayne)  felt  con- 
vinced, speaking  on  this  subject  with 
some  knowledge  as  a  county  and  borough 
magistrate,  that  if  the  Government 
would  confer  upon  elected  Councillors 
the  dignity  of  justice  of  the  peace,  not 
only  would  better  men  come  forward  as 
candidates,  but  they  would  do  much  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  law  by 
giving  more  conBdence  to  the  people  in 
the  impartiality  of  our  Petty  Sessional 
Courts.  He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  his  name. 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  after  line  5,  to  insert — **  (e)  They 
shall,  by  virtue  of  their  office,  be  jastices  of  the 
peace  for  the  county."— (iVr.  SeaU-Hayne,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  the  Chairman 
had  stated  that  in  his  opinion  both  the 
Amendment  and  the  speech  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  put  it  before  the  Com- 
mittee came  very  near  being  outside  the 
Bill,  and  certainly,  under  the  circum- 
stances, he  (Mr.  Eitchie)  should  not  in- 
flict any  lengthened  remarks  upon  the 
Committee  with  reference  to  this  ques- 
tion, which,  to  his  mind,  was  altogether 
outside  the  four  corners  of  the  Bill.  He 
would  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, whom  ho  believed  were  desirous  of 
passing  this  measure,  or  a  measure  of 
the  kind,  to  limit  somewhat  their  obser- 
vations and  their  Amendments  to  what 
might  fairly  be  considered  to  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill ;  because  it  was  evident,  if  they 
were  to  discuss  on  the  Bill  such  funda- 
mental changes  as  those  sought  to  be 
introduced  by  the  hon.  Member,  there 
would  scarcely  be  any  limit  to  the  period 
of  time  necessary  to  spend  on  the  mea- 
sure. He  need  hardly  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  assent  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
regarded  it  as  not  only  a  thing  bad  in 
itself,  but,  as  he  had  said,  outside  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  altogether.  The 
Chairman  had  told  them  that  there  was 
a  provision  in  the  measure  which  gave 
colour  to  the  Amendment — the  provision 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  County  Council 
should  be  a  Justice  of  the  Peace — but 
in  that  the  Government  had  followed 
strictly  the  analogy  of  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act.  The  Chairman  of  a 
Town  Council  in  that  case,  that  was  to 
say,  the  Mayor  of  a  town,  was  a  Justice 
of  the  Peace.  That  was  the  analogy 
the  Government  had  followed ;  but  to 
propose  that  County  Councillors  should 
also  be  Justices  of  the  Peace  was  a  sug- 
gestion altogether  outside  the  analogy 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act.  He  would  appeal  to  the 
Committee  to  be  good  enough  not  to 
spend  any  lengthened  time  in  discussing 
the  matter,  which  was  clearly  beyond 
the  scope  of  the  measure. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  think 
it  necessary  to  press  this  Amendment  to 
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a  Division,  altbough  I  am  bound  to  say 
I  tbink  he  is  perfectly  justified  in  placing 
it  before  the  Committee.  I  am  very  will- 
ing to  take  this  opportunity  of  saying 
that,  whether  in  this  form  or  in  some 
other  form,  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  a  ohange  should  be  made  in  this 
matter  as  affecting  both  boroughs  and 
counties.  The  present  system  is  simply 
a  soandal.  Magistrates  in  boroughs,  and 
still  more  so  in  counties,  are  appointed 
without  the  smallest  reference  to  their 
fitness  for  their  judicial  duties.  They 
are  appointed   simply  out  of  political 

considerations 

Viscount  CRANBOENE  (Lanca- 
shire, N.E.,  Darwen) :  I  rise  to  Order, 
Sir.  I  wish  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  in  Order  in  the  obser- 
vations he  is  making  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  The 
system  is  perfectly  indefensible.  I  dare 
say  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Friends  do 
not  like  to  hear  these  things  ;  but,  if  he 
will  allow  me  to  say  so,  that  is  exactly 
why  I  state  them.  In  my  opinion,  it 
is  clear  that  a  reform  must  come.  It 
will  come,  I  believe,  through  the  County 
Councils.  I  would  not  recommend  my 
hon.  Friend  to  press  his  Amendment  on 
this  occasion,  because  I  feel  quite  cer- 
tain that  when  these  County  Councils 
are  formed,  they  will  ultimately  demand 
that  they  should  have  a  voice,  and  a 
potent  voice,  in  the  appointment  of  the 
Magistracy.  It  is  quite  impossible  where 
a  power  like  this  Council  Council  is  es- 
tablished, which  is  to  be  representative 
of  the  public  opinion  of  the  county,  that 
they  wUl  any  longer  tolerate  the  adminis- 
tration of  Justice  in  counties  being  depen  • 
dent  on  the  nomination  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  That  power  has  been,  and 
is  at  this  time,  so  grossly  abused  that  it 
must  be  reformed.  [A  laugh.']  The 
hon.  Member  who  laughs  I  dare  say  is 
himself  a  magistrate  appointed  by  a 
Lord  Lieutenant.  Doubtless  for  that 
reason  he  has  a  very  high  opinion  of  the 
nominations.  But  I  have  observed  this 
matter,  and  1  have  some  means  of  know- 
ing about  these  appointments,  and  the 
manner  in  which  justice  is  administered 
under  them,  and  1  would,  therefore,  ask 
my  hon.  Friend  to  rest  content  with  the 
certainty  that  in  the  future,  when  this 
power  which  we  have  been  frankly  told 
is  to  be  a  democratic  power,  is  estab- 
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lished  under  this  Bill,  one  of  the 
effects,  which  I  hope  will  be  beneficial 
effects,  will  be  a  complete  revolution  in 
the  system  of  appointing  magistrates 
both  in  counties  and  boroughs.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  would  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  not  to  press  his  Amendment  to  a 
Division. 

Mb.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  (Glamorgan- 
shire,  S.)  said,  that  considering  the  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  he  could  not  re- 
frain from  expressing    his    entire   ap- 
proval of  the  spirit  of  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee.     He  (Mr.  Wil- 
liams) had  ventured  himself  to  put  upon 
the  Notice  Paper  an  Amendment  which 
would  have  involved  the  principle  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  with  a  truly  prophetic  spirit, 
declared  would  be  adopted  as  soon  as  they 
got  these  County  Councils  into  working 
order.     He  had  put  upon  the  Paper  an 
Amendment  in  the  spirit  of  the  clause  in 
the  Act  of  1835,  which  proposed  to  give 
— and  he  was  sure  they  would  soon  have 
it — the  power  to  nominate  justices  for 
the  county  to  direct  representatives  of 
the  people.    He  ventured  to  rise  on  this 
occasion  because  there  was  no  part  of 
the   United    Kingdom  in    which    this 
scandal  was  more  disgraceful   than  in 
the    Principality    of   Wales.     He   had 
taken  some  pains  of  late  to  find  out  what 
was  the  composition  of  the  Bench  in  the 
various  counties  of  Wales.      He  need 
not  say  that  there  was  only  one  class 
there.    He  looked  in  vain  amongst  the 
magistracy  in  some  counties  for  mem- 
bers of  the  Nonconformist  Body,  and  he 
looked    in  vain  for    members  of    the 
trading  classes.     He  should  have  liked 
to  have  seen  some  chance  of  pressing 
this  Amendment  to  a  successful  issue — 
he  honestly  confessed  he  should  have 
liked  to  take  part  in  such  an  attempt. 
What  would  be  the  state  of  things  under 
this  Bill  in  his  division  if  this  Amend- 
ment were  passed  ?    Why,  in  the  divi- 
sion for  which  he  was  a  Member,  and  in 
which  he  was  a  justice,  he  would,  at  all 
events,  have  the  satisfaction  of  finding 
one  or  two  farmers,  certainly  one  or  two 
tradesmen,   sitting  by  his  side  on  the 
bench.    He  was  not  at  all  sure  that  they 
were  wise  even  at  this  stage  in  refraining 
from  pressing    the    Amendment    to  a 
Division. 

Mb.  W.  a.  M* ARTHUR  (Cornwall, 
Mid,  St.  Austell)  said,  he  desired  to  say  a 
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part  of  the  world,  and  he  (Sir  Albert 
Bollit)  had  had  experience  of  another. 
No  one  could  become  aware  of  what 
took  place  in  those  countries  where  elec- 
tive Judges  existed,  without  a  lively  know- 
ledge of  the  fact  that  not  unfrequently 
people  went  into  politics  to  get  a  Judge 
made  in  order  that  he  might  afterwards 
decide  a  certain  case.  Such  a  principle 
as  that  was  not  one  which  this  country 
was  likely  to  yield  a  ready  assent  to.  It 
was  pointed  out  that  this  principle  of 
making  an  elected  Councillor  a  magis- 
trate was  carried  out  in  the  case  of  the 
chairman  of  a  Town  Council — that  was 
to  say  the  mayor  of  a  borough.  He 
ventured  to  think  on  that  matter,  that 
if  there  was  one  point  on  which  the 
Mayors  of  boroughs  had  been  less  suc- 
cessful than  another,  it  had  been  in 
regard  to  the  performance  of  their  judi- 
cial duties.  He  had  heard  of  one  Mayor 
who,  at  the  very  commencement  of  his 
term  of  office,  declared  that  during  the 
period  he  sat  on  the  bench,  it  should  bo 
his  constant  endeavour  neither  to  be 
partial  nor  impartial.  He  (Sir  Albert 
RoUit)  did  not  know  whether  that  efiPort 
succeeded  or  not,  but  that  was  his 
extraordinary  declaration,  and  he  (Sir 
Albert  Rollit)  did  not  think  it  would  be 
difficult  to  find  other  illustrations  of 
the  peculiar  fitness — or  unfitness — of 
elected  gentlemen  to  perform  the  deli- 
cate functions  of  the  magistracy.  The 
borough  magistrates  were,  it  was  true, 
appointed  in  a  manner  to  which  some  ex- 
ception might  occasionally  be  taken. 
On  that  point,  at  some  other  time — 
though  he  knew  in  saying  this,  he  should 
lay  himself  open  to  the  retort  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  that  some  of 
them  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side 
of  the  House  were  always  prepared 
to  do  something  or  other,  but  never 
made  an  effort  to  begin— something  no 
doubt  should  be  done,  as  there  was  room 
for  considerable  improvement.  But  he 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  even 
now  improvement  was  taking  place  in 
the  shape  of  the  appointment  of  the 
Stipendiary  Magistrates,  though  that 
system  only  existed  in  the  boroughs, 
and  had  not  been  extended  to  the 
counties. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  desired  to  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Seale-Hayne) 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  had  appealed  to  him,  not 
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word  to  the  Committee,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  delaying  the  discussion  on  the  Bill,  j 
but  merely  to  state  that  he  sympathized 
to  a  great  extent  with  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  behind  him 
(Mr.  Scale- Hayne),  and  that  he  agreed 
that  the  present  method  of  appointing 
magistrates  was  a  crying  scandal ;  but 
he  should,  however,  feel  himself  bound 
most  strongly  to  oppose  the  Amendment, 
if  the  hon.  Member  sought  to  force  it  to 
a  Division.  He  could  not  imagine  any- 
thing that  would  be  more  likely  to  have 
a  disastrous  effect  upon  the  respect  of  the 
English  people  for  law  than  the  pro- 
posal to  submit  those  who  were  to  ad- 
minister the  law  from  time  to  time  to 
the  turmoil  of  contested  elections.  He 
should  very  strongly  support,  and  he 
hoped  very  shortly  to  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  supporting  an  Amendment  which 
was  to  be  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Camborne  Division  of  Cornwall 
(Mr.  Conybeare),  which  would  give  the 
County  Councils  about  to  be  appointed 
the  power  of  nominating  the  magistrate?, 
or,  at  any  rate,  of  recommending  magis- 
trates for  nomination ;  but  he  should 
feel  it  impossible  to  support  the  proposal 
that  magistrates  should  be  appointed  by 
popular  election. 

Sib  ALBERT  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) 
said,  he  was  glad  the  Government  had 
determined  not  to  assent  to  the  proposal 
before  the  Committee,  because  he  would 
point  out  that,  if  they  had  done  so,  they 
would  have  given  a  preference  to  the 
County  Councils  over  the  Town  Councils, 
which  would  have  been  most  invidious. 
For  the  Amendment  did  not  contemplate 
giving  to  Town  Councils  the  appoint- 
ment of  justices,  which  it  would  accord  to 
members  of  County  Councils.  He  would 
also  point  out  that  the  principle  laid 
down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  &e  Local  Government 
Board  was  a  good  one — namely,  that  as 
a  general  rule,  they  should  endeavour 
to  follow  the  main  lines  of  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act.  He  thought  on  that 
ground,  therefore,  the  attitude  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  up  was  emi- 
nently satisfactory.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  the  protest  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
St  Austell  (Mr.  W.  A.  M'Arthur)  that 
in  this  country  the  people  were  deter- 
mined to  adhere  to  the  principle  that 
our  Judges  and  Justices  of  the  Peace 
should  not  be  elected.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  spoken  of  his  experience  of  one 
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analogy  of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act,  he  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
County  Councils  were  going  to  be  con- 
sulted with  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  magistrates  in  the  same  way  as  the 
councillors  or  corporations  were  con- 
sulted with  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  borough  magistrates?  And  before 
the  Amendment  was  withdrawn,  allow 
him  to  say  this — He  did  not  think  that 
there  was  any  matter  which  people  in 
the  counties  regarded  as  more  important 
than  that  of  the  local  administration  of 
justice.  There  was  no  matter  in  regard 
to  which  people  in  the  counties  felt  that 
a  greater  scandal  existed.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  there  were  many  counties 
in  England  and  in  the  Principality  of 
Wales  in  which  the  people  were  en- 
tirely without  a  representative  of  their 
way  of  thinking  upon  the  magisterial 
bench.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  say  that  the  appointment 
of  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  the  counties 
would  henceforth  be  dealt  with  on  the 
same  lines  as  the  appointment  of  the 
magistrates  in  boroughs,  he  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
then  gracefully  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Seale-Hayne)  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment;  but  until  they  had  some 
such  guarantee  as  that,  they  certainly 
had  a  right  to  complain  of  the  present 
system  and  to  endeavour  in  this  Bill  to 
bring  about  a  more  satisfactory  state  of 
things. 

Mr.  CHEMEH  (Shoreditch,  Hag- 
gerston)  said,  he  desired  to  say  that 
after  the  expression  of  opinion  they  had 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),  he  hoped  that  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  pressed  to  a  Division.  He 
trusted,  however,  that  they  would  have 
some  guarantee  from  the  Gt>vemment 
other  than  that  to  which  allusion  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down.  What  he  (Mr. 
Cremer)  hoped  Members  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House  would 
contend  for,  and  if  necessary  divide  the 
House  upon,  was  that  power  should  be 
given  to  County  Councils  not  merely  io 
nominate,  but  to  elect  the  magistrates. 
He  thought  nothing  short  of  that  would 
satisfy  the  people  out  of  doors. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  said,  that  as  his  name  had  been 
mentioned  in  the  course  of  this  discua- 


to  push  this  Amendment  to  a  Division. 
It  seemed  to  be  the  general  wish  of  the 
Committee  that  the  Amendment  should 
be  withdrawn,  and  he  would  therefore 
appeal  to  hon.  Members,  either  to  per- 
mit that  course  to  be  adopted,  or  to  go 
to  a  Division  at  once,  so  that  they 
might  get  to  the  consideration  of  ques- 
tions which  were  of  very  great  import- 
ance 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford,W.) 
said,  that  although  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  St.  Austell  Division  (Mr.  W.  A. 
M 'Arthur)  might  not  move  his  Amend- 
ment, he  trusted  that  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  fall  still- 
born, but  that  there  would  be  an  oppor- 
tunity given  to  the  Committee  for  con- 
sidering this  question  again  before  the 
Committee  stage  was  disposed  of.  It 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Illingworth)  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  should 
rather  receive  with  favour  than  other- 
wise the  proposal  to  entrust  new  duties 
to  this  g^and  creation  of  his,  the  County 
Councils,  because  by  the  announcement 
he  had  already  made,  he  would  be  de- 
priving them  of  such  a  large  amount  of 
work  that  they  would  really  have  very 
little  to  do.  From  a  very  wide  experi- 
ence in  the  North  of  England,  he  (Mr. 
Illingworth)  could  say  that  there  was 
no  scandal  in  connection  with  justice 
in  this  country  so  g^eat  as  that  with 
reference  to  the  appointment  of  the 
magistracy  in  our  boroughs  and  counties. 
In  his  own  neighbourhood,  magistrates 
had  been  put  on  the  bench  at  the  age  of 
21,  merely  because  they  happened  to  be 
the  sons  of  prominent  members  of  the 
dominant  class,  while  leaving  men  on 
the  other  side  in  politics  to  be  passed 
over.  He  spoke  on  this  matter  dis- 
interestedly, and,  therefore,  he  claimed 
some  weight  for  his  opinion,  because  he 
was  neither  a  magistrate  for  a  borough 
nor  a  county.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  work  of  the  administration  of  justice 
in  the  country  would  be  greatly  im- 
proved, and  that  a  much  better  feeling 
would  be  created  throughout  the  towns 
and  boroughs  with  regard  to  Courts  of 
summary  jurisdiction,  if  the  Amendment 
proposed  were  adopted. 

Mb.  WARMINGTON  (Monmouth- 
shire, W.)  said,  that  before  this  Amend- 
ment was  withdrawn,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  wished  to  press  the 

Mr.  Ritchie 
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Bion,  he  deaired  to  be  allowed  to  say 
just  one  word.  He  was  entirely  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment,  and  he 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  sub- 
mitted that  Justices  of  the  Peace  should 
be  elected  was  entirely  right  in  his  con- 
tention. He,  howeyer,  was  perfectly 
well  aware — especially  after  the  recom- 
mendation which  had  come  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby — that  it  would  be  perhaps  better 
tactics  on  their  part  not  to  press  the 
Amendment  to  a  Division  at  the  present 
moment.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
St.  Austell  Division  (Mr.  W.  A.  M^Ar- 
thur)  had  done  him  (Mr.  Conybeare) 
the  honour  to  refer  to  an  Amendment 
which  he  had  on  the  Paper,  No.  126, 
which  was  as  follows:— In  Clause  2, 
p.  2,  at  end,  to  add — 

''  (6)  From  and  af  ler  the  pausing  of  this  Act 
every  Justice  of  the  Peace  shoald  be  appointed 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County  upon 
the  recommendation  of  the  County  Council,  and 
every  parish  should  be  entitled  to  nominate, 
and  through  the  elected  representatives  on  the 
County  Council,  to  demand,  the  appointment 
of  one  or  more  of  such  persons  as  they  may 
deem  fit  to  act  as  resident  Justices  of  the  Peace 
for  the  said  parishes.  And  the  selected  coun- 
cillors should  in  every  case  be  taken  from 
among  the  local  Justices  of  the  Peace  so  nomi- 
nated and  appointed  as  aforesaid.*' 

He  certainly  concurred  with  the  hon. 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Amendment 
in  his  withdrawal  of  it,  on  the  under- 
standing, however,  that  it  should  not 
be  summarily  dismissed,  or  shut  out  by 
the  Gt)yernment  from  being  again  con- 
sidered on  his  (Mr.  Conybeare's)  Amend- 
ment. He  was  not  going  to  discuss  that 
Amendment  now,  and  he  only  wished  to 
say  in  regard  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Austell  that  he 
did  not  concur  in  the  sentiments  he  ex- 
pressed as  to  its  being  a  bad  thing  to 
elect  people  as  Justices  or  "  injustices" 
of  the  Peace.  At  any  rate,  the  electing 
of  magistrates  could  not  place  things 
in  a  worse  condition  than  they  were  at 
present,  because  nothing  could  be  more 
disgraceful  and  scandalous  than  the 
manner  in  which  these  functionaries 
were  appointed  at  present. 

Visoouirr  ORANBORNE  said,  that 
before  the  discussion  closed,  it  ought  to 
be  made  clear  that  he  and  his  Friends 
did  not  share  in  the  grave  attack 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  as  to  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  b^  the  county  magistrates. 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  a  long 
time  had  held  the  Office  of  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  was  largely  responsible  for  the 
appointment  of  many  of  the  magistrates 
whom  he  attacked.  Neither  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  nor  the  Government  to 
which  he  belonged  had  ever  proposed  to 
make  any  change  in  the  mode  of  appoint- 
ment of  those  gentlemen  when  in  Office, 
but  now  in  these  later  days  apparently 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  became  so 
accustomed  to  make  attacks  on  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  the  Sister  Island 
that  he  could  not  keep  his  fingers  off 
the  magistrates  of  this  country.  It  was 
not,  however,  for  him  (Viscount  Cran- 
borne)  to  reprove  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  he  really  thought  that,  con- 
sidering the  high  office  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  held,  he  ought  to  think 
twice  before,  in  the  course  of  a  debate 
like  this,  he  levelled  an  attack  upon  the 
whole  administration  of  justice  through- 
out the  country  districts  of  England  in 
the  way  he  had  done.  Let  it  be  clearly 
understood — and  in  saying  that  he  was 
quite  sure  he  spoke  for  all  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the 
House— that  they  did  not  share  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby,  but  entirely  and 
absolutely  repudiated  them. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCODRT :  Per- 
haps it  may  relieve  the  anxiety  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  inform  him  that  I  neither 
intended  to,  nor  did  I  make  an  attack 
upon  the  administration  of  justice, 
though  I  attacked  most  strongly  the 
method  in  which  the  county  magistrates 
are  appointed. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  pardon  me — [^Cri$i 
0/ "Order  !»n 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  will 
state  what  I  did  say,  or  what  I  in- 
tended to  say.  I  intended  most  strongly 
to  attack  the  method  in  which  the 
county  magistrates  are  appointed. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  pardon  me.  He 
not  only  attacked  their  appointment, 
but  he  spoke  of  many  gross  decisions 
they  made. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I  never 
said  that,  nor  anything  like  it.  I  am 
quite  certain  that  the  noble  Lord  did 
not  hear  what  I  said. 

Mr.  SEALE-HAYNE  said,  that  in 
deference  to  the  expression  of  opinion 
from  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  t!ie 
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House,  and  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby,  by  the  leave 
of  the  Committee  he  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  at  the  same  time  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  say  this.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  complained  that  the 
Amendment  travelled  outside  the  scope 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  (Mr-  Seale-Hayne) 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  had  a  Bill  before  the  House  at 
the  present  time  dealing  with  this 
special  question,  and  that,  therefore,  if 
he  withdrew  this  Amendment,  he  was 
entitled  to  have  some  facilities  given  to 
him  for  going  on  with  that  measure. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 

Sir  ROPEE  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  said,  the  next  Amendment 
stood  in  his  name,  and  was  as  follows : 
— in  clause  2,  page  2,  after  line  5,  to 
insert,  ''  Provided,  that  in  the  London 
Oounty  Council  there  shall  be  no  selected 
eouncillors  or  aldermen.''  As  he 
understood  that  it  was  considered  that 
that  Amendment  could  be  more  con- 
veniently taken  when  the  provisions 
dealing  with  London  generally  were 
discussed,  he  would,  by  the  permission 
of  the  Committee,  ask  leave  to  postpone 
the  Amendment  until  they  came  to 
Clause  36. 

Mr.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  that  on 
this  matter,  he  hoped  that  before  the 
hon.  Gentleman  postponed  the  Amend- 
ment, the  Government  would  give  an 
undertaking,  or  give  the  Committee  to 
understand  that  the  whole  question  as 
to  London,  so  far  as  it  was  affected  by 
the  clause,  would  be  left  open.  He  (Mr. 
Firth)  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would  on  this  question  take 
the  opinion  of  hon.  Members  interested 
in  London.  Could  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man say  that  the  whole  question  as  to 
Aldermen,  who  were  not  wanted  in  Lon- 
don— they  cherished  the  few  they  had, 
but  did  not  want  any  more — would  be 
left  open  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  (interrupting):  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled  to  go  into 
this  matter. 

Mr.  WARMINGTON  said,  he  now 
begged  leave  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  his  name — that  was  to 
Bay — in  page  2,  line  5,  at  end,  to  insert — 

Mr.  8$aU'JB[ayn$ 


"  (e.)  No  person  shall  be  capable  of  being 
elected  aa  a  member  of  more  than  one  County 
Council." 

This  Amendment  was  in  accordance 
with  one  which  had  been  accepted  by 
the  Government,  and  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  one  of  the  divisions  of 
Somerset 

Mr.  firth  (interrupting)  said,  he 
wished  as  a  matter  of  Order,  to  ask  whe- 
ther he  was  to  understand  from  the 
Chairman  that  his  Amendment  was  to 
be  considered  as  withdrawn,  because  as 
yet  he  had  said  nothing  about  it. 

The  chairman  said,  that  the 
Amendment  was  in  the  same  category 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Roper  Lethbridge),  and  would  come 
more  conveniently  on  Clause  3S.  He 
could  not  say,  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  persisted  with  his  Amendment, 
that  it  would  not  be  in  Order,  but  he 
would  point  out  that  in  that  case  the 
subject  could  not  be  again  gone  into  on 
the  38th  clause. 

Mr.  firth  said,  he  did  not  insist 
upon  the  discussion  of  his  Amendment ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  that  as  a  matter  of 
courtesy  it  should  ha?e  been  suggested 
to  him  either  that  he  should  move  his 
Amendment,  or  that  he  would  be  out  of 
Order  in  moving  it,  or  that  it  would  be 
more  convenient  for  it  to  be  postponed. 
In  that  case  he  would  have  withdrawn 
it,  without  a  word. 

Sir  albert  ROLLIT  said,  he  had 
an  Amendment  in  the  same  terms  upon 
Clause  36  ;  but  he  understood  the 
Chairman  to  say  that  the  subject  was  to 
be  raised  on  Clause  38. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  That  was  a  mis- 
take,  I  meant  Clause  36. 

Mr.  WARMINGTON  said,  the  next 
Amendment  stood  in  his  name,  and  was 
as  follows : — Clause  2,  page  2,  line  5,  at 
the  end,  to  insert — 

"(e.)  No  person  shall  be  capable  of  heing 
elected  as  a  member  of  more  than  one  County 
Council.** 

This  Amendment  was  placed  on  the 
Paper  before  some  decisions  at  which 
the  Committee  had  arrived,  and  after 
those  decisions  it  seemed  to  him  that  it 
would  be  better  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment in  this  form : — 

"(e.)  No  person  shall  be  capable  of  being 
a  member  of  more  than  one  County  Council.*' 

He  would  move  the  Amendment  in  that 
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form.  It  had  been  now  decided  by  the 
Committee  that  it  was  not  necessary  in 
order  to  qualify  a  person  for  a  seat  on 
a  Oounty  Council  that  he  should  be  a 
resident  within  the  county.  He  might 
not  be  a  resident  within  the  county  at 
all.  If  he  had  what  was  called  the  pro- 
perty qualification,  he  might  be  elected 
as  a  member  of  the  Council.  They 
knew  perfectly  well  that  there  were 
many  right  hon.  and  bon.  Gentlemen 
and  others  who  had  property  and  were 
rated  in  many  counties,  and  he  sub- 
mitted that  it  would  not  be  well  for  the 
good  working  of  the  Council  itself  that 
a  member  of  one  Council  should  also  be 
a  member  of  another.  The  County 
Council  would  be  an  important  assembly, 
and  each  Council  ought  to  have  an  im- 
portant individual  and  separate  influence, 
and  it  would  detract  from  that  power  and 
influence  of  the  Council  if  one  of  its  mem- 
bers was  a  member  of  another  Council. 
As  those  persons  who  were  likely  to  be 
members  of  both  would  have  consider- 
able property,  he  ventured  to  suggest 
that  it  was  desirable  that  each  Council 
should  be  self-contained,  and  not 
number  amongst  its  ranks  those  who 
were  members  of  other  Councils.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  a  Council  would  lose 
force  if  it  possessed  a  member  in  common 
with  another  County  Council,  and  that 
it  would  give  to  individuals  an  influence 
which  they  ought  not  to  possess. 

Amendment  proposed, 

"  In  page  2,  after  line  5,  to  insert  the  words, 
No  person  sliaU  he  capable  of  being  a  member  of 
more  than  one  County  Council." —  (Mr. 
IFarmifigten). 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  secretary  to  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long) 
(Wilts,  Devizes)  said,  that  some  of 
the  Amendments  on  the  Paper  seemed 
to  show  that  fear  of  the  people  which 
hon.  Members  opposite  declared  the  Oo- 
vemment  showed.  Above  all  things 
that  which  could  be  and  might  well  Se 
entrusted  to  the  electors  was  the  choice 
of  the  men  who,  in  their  opinion,  ought 
to  be  elected,  and  it  should  be  left  to 
them  to  decide  whether  they  should 
elect  as  Members  of  their  own  Council 
gentlemen  who  were  qualified,  though 
they  might  be  members  of  adjoining 
Councils.  Those  who  were  engaged  in 
County  Business  knew  very  weU  that 


gentlemen  living  on  the  boundaries  of 
two  counties  were  most  valuable  mem- 
bers of  Quarter  Sessions.  Such  gentle- 
men were  frequently  of  the  greatest 
assistance  in  the  admiaistration  of  the 
affairs  of  the  two  counties.  He  sub- 
mitted that  that  was  a  point  which 
should  be  left  to  the  Councils  them- 
selves. There  was  no  reason  to  think 
that  the  work  of  the  Councils  would  be 
imperfectly  done  through  the  clause 
remaining  as  it  stood,  or  that  any  in- 
convenience would  arise  to  the  rate- 
payers. The  Government,  therefore, 
would  be  obliged  to  resist  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  CONTBEARE  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  well  to  trouble  the 
Committee  with  any  remarks  upon  the 
Amendment  in  the  present  state  of  the 
House.  It  would  be  more  pertinent, 
perhaps,  to  call  the  Chairman's  attention 
to  the  fact  that  there  were  not  40  Mem- 
bers present. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  said,  he  presumed  the  present 
Amendment  would  meet  with  the  same 
fate  as  other  Amendments  from  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House.  He 
thought  the  Government  might,  how- 
ever, accept  the  Amendment,  seeing  that 
they  had  rejected  the  very  reasonable 
proposal  made  just  now  as  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  travelling  expenses  of  the 
County  Councillors.  By  the  rejection 
of  that  proposal,  the  choice  of  the  electors 
had  been  very  much  restricted,  and  the 
chances  of  persons  possessed  of  property 
being  elected  on  the  County  Councils 
had  been  greatly  increased.  They  were 
entitled  to  ask  that  this  clause  should  re- 
ceive some  consideration  from  the  Go- 
vernment, seeing  that  they  (the  Govern- 
ment) had  admitted  the  property  qualifi- 
cation. It  was  quite  possible  that  a 
Councillor  under  the  circumstances, 
might  be  a  candidate  for  one  county 
under  a  property  qualification,  and 
might  seek  election  upon  another  Coun- 
cil because  he  happened  to  be  a  resi- 
dent in  the  county.  It  was  a  very 
wholesome  and  very  wise  and  very  use- 
ful proposal  that  was  made  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  he  sincerely  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  give  it  their 
serious  consideration. 

lFifthNigM.\ 
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'  Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided  :- 
Noes  173 :  Majority  51.- 
No.  160.) 


-Ayes  122  ; 
-(Div.  List, 


Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  said,  he 
wished  to  propose  the  Amendment  on 
the  Paper,  No.  70 — that  was  to  say,  in 
page  2,  after  line  7,  to  insert — **(a) 
£i?ery  borough  shall  return  at  least  one 
Councillor."  He  would  appeal  to  the 
Government  to  constitute  every  muni- 
cipal borough  a  separate  electoral  area, 
for  the  purpose  of  returninc:  a  Coun- 
cillor. Within  the  last  few  hours  they 
had  been  furnished  with  a  proposal  as 
to  the  number  of  Councillors  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  should  permanently  form 
the  County  Council,  and  according  to 
that,  in  the  main,  the  suggestion  he 
made  in  this  Amendment  was  conceded. 
There  were  some  exceptions,  however, 
which  would  be  made,  and  they  would 
be  in  the  case  of  small  but  ancient 
boroughs.  He  hoped  that,  inasmuch 
as  this  Paper  which  had  been  circulated 
was  not  considered  the  final  decision  of 
the  Government,  the  appeal  he  now 
made  would  be  favourably  considered, 
and  that  a  consequential  Amendment  a 
few  lines  further  on  would  be  also  con- 
ceded. He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
after  line  7,  to  insert  the  words,  **  (a) 
Every  borough  shall  return  at  least  one 
councillor." — {Mr.  Woodall.) 

Question  proposed^  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  long  said,  he  need  hardly 
assure  the  Committee  that  the  Govern- 
ment fully  understood  and  appreciated 
the  reasons  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
adduced  for  proposing  this  Amendment 
— namely,  that  some  of  these  boroughs 
were  very  ancient  boroughs,  and  had 
for  a  very  long  time  so  successfully 
exercised  their  rights  and  privileges  that 
they  deserved  separate  representation. 
He  might  point  out  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  fall  within  the  lines  of 
the  Bill.  If  it  were  adopted,  the  result 
would  be  that  every  town,  which  was  a 
municipal  borough,  whether  ancient  or 
not.  and  no  matter  how  small  its  popula- 
tion, would  be  entitled  to  have  separate 
representation,  whereas  those  large  urban 
sanitary  districts  of  great  importance  and 
with  enormous  populations,  which  did 


not  happen  to  be  boroughs,  would  be 
left  to  the  Quarter  Sessions.  He  had 
not  the  least  doubt  that  the  representa- 
tion accorded  to  the  boroughs  would  be 
fair  and  sufficient,  but  it  had  been 
thought  by  the  Government  that  those 
of  them  which  had  not  a  sufficient  popu- 
lation to  entitle  them  to  special  repre- 
sentation should  be  left  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  He  would  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  subject  was  not  a  very 
important  one,  and  did  not  necessarily 
involve  a  very  large  issue.  There  were 
only  30  boroughs  in  England  and  Wales 
which  would  be  affected  by  the  Amend- 
ment, and  their  populations  varied  very 
much,  some  of  them  falling  as  low  as 
900.  When  it  was  laid  down  that  the 
representation  on  a  County  Council 
should  only  be  one  in  5,000,  6,000,  7,000, 
8,000,  or  10,000  it  hardly  seemed  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  of  the  Bill 
that  a  borough  having  a  population  of 
only  900  or  1,000  should  possess  a  re- 
presentative. A  place  with  a  small 
population  should  not  receive  a  privilege 
merely  because  it  was  ancient,  whilst  a 
new  place  with  a  large  population 
was  denied  it.  Those  were  the  reasons 
why  the  Government  could  not  accept 
the  Amendment,  and,  in  stating  them, 
he  had  no  wish  to  condemn  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  brought 
forward  the  proposal,  nor  to  say  any- 
thing derogatory  to  the  position  of  the 
small  boroughs.  The  Government  must 
adhere  to  the  clause  as  it  stood,  and,  if 
necessary,  must  divide  the  Committee 
against  the  Amendment. 
Mb.    WOODALL  said,   he  did   not 

Propose  to  press  the  Amendment  to  a 
>i vision,  and,  notwithstanding  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member,  who  had 
just  spoken,  he  still  hoped  that  there 
would  be  some  concession  made — at  any 
rate  with  regard  to  some  of  those  boroughs 
which  were  not  at  present  provided  for. 
He  urged  that  because  the  boroughs  in 
question  were  important  and  useful  for 
many  purposes — for  registration  for 
instance,  and  for  rating.  They  would 
continue  to  have  separate  existence,  for  it 
was  not  proposed  to  interfere  with  their 
rights  to  self-government  and  with  the 
privileges  they  had  enjoyed  for  cen- 
turies. He  ventured  most  respectfully 
to  urge  that  it  would  considerably  im- 
prove the  prospect  of  the  successful 
workioff  of  tbe  Bill,  if  the  Government 
accepted    1^9    Amendment,    and    the 
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boroughs  were  allowed  to  be,  so  far  as 
separate  representation  on  the  Councils 
was  concerned,  separate  areas  instead  of 
being  merged  in  large  districts. 

Mb.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  said,  he  should  like  to 
point  out  to  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment and  to  the  Government  that  there 
were  a  few  populous  places  of  the  mag- 
nitude of  boroughs,  which  had  been 
allowed  under  Improvement  Acts  to 
constitute  themselves  into  Town  Commis- 
sions, which  would  come  under  the  same 
category  as  the  boroughs  for  whom  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Woodall)  spoke.  If 
there  had  been  any  prospect  of  the  hon. 
Member  being  successful  in  getting  his 
Amendment  adopted,  he  (Mr.  Halley 
Stewart)  would  have  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  enlarge  the  scope  of  it,  so  as  to 
include  the  towns  under  the  Government 
of  the  Town  Commissioners. 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
said,  he  wished  to  point  out  that  there 
were  a  considerable  number  of  boroughs 
of  under  2,000  population  in  counties 
where  there  were  400,000  or  500,000 
inhabitants ;  and  the  result  of  carrying 
this  Amendment  would  be,  it  seemed  to 
him,  either  to  increase  unduly  the  num- 
ber of  Councillors,  or  to  give  over-re- 
presentation to  these  small  towns.  The 
small  limit  which  it  was  understood  was 
to  be  fixed  to  the  number  of  Councillors 
on  a  County  Council  could  not  be  ad- 
hered to  if  the  Amendment  were 
adopted. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toilhdraum. 


Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
said,  he  desired  to  move  the  following 
Amendment : — ^lu  page  2,  line  1 8,  after 
"  determine,"  insert — 

"  Provided  that  as  far  as  possible  the  electoral 
division  shall  be  a  parish  or  township,  or  an 
aggregate  of  parishes  or  townships." 

The  Amendment,  if  carried,  would  give 
power  to  the  managers  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  to  cut  the  counties  into  electoral 
divisions.  He  imagined  that  these 
electoral  divisions  would,  in  the  future, 
play  a  considerable  part  in  Local  Go- 
vernment. He  should  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Government  also  to  the 
Amendment  next  but  one  on  the  Paper, 
which  was  in  these  terms — 

'*  Provided,  that,  subject  to  any  modifications 
approved  of  by  the  Local  Government  Board, 
an  electoral  division  of  a  county  shall  consist 
of  a  pu^,  or  a  part  of  a  parish,  or  an  aggre- 
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gation  of  entire  parishes,  or  an  urban  sani- 
tary district  or  part  thereof,  or  an  aggregation 
of  entire  urban  sanitary  districts." 

He  did  not  wish  at  all  to  re- open  the 
question  of  the  parish  so  far  as  the  re- 
form of  the  Vestry  was  concerned,  the 
Committee  having  already  decided  that 
point ;  but  he  thought  the  Government, 
during  the  second  reading  debate,  ad- 
mitted that  it  would  be  well  to  make 
the  electoral  division  units  of  the 
common  wants  and  sympathies  and  con- 
ditions. Now,  the  difficulty  of  making 
the  parish  a  unit  was  its  inequality.  In 
some  parts  it  was  very  populous,  in 
others  it  had  only  a  few  inhabitants; 
but  he  thought  that  if,  by  this  Amend- 
ment, they  gave  an  instruction  to  the 
magistrates,  as  far  as  possible,  to  keep 
to  the  boundaries  of  a  parish,  thej 
would  obtain  not  merely  a  system  of 
grouping  parishes  by  people  who  were 
very  well  acquainted  with  the  circum- 
stances of  the  county,  but  would  lay  the 
foundation  of  that  great  system  so  much 
desired,  and  gradually  make  the  parish 
the  electoral  unit.  To  make  the  parish 
the  electoral  unit  would  be  valuable 
when  they  came  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  valuation^-of  simplifying  and 
consolidating  the  areas  and  authorities 
in  the  matter  of  valuation.  He  moved 
the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name 
in  the  strong  hope  that  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  accept  it.  If  they 
would  not  accept  it  here,  would  they 
give  an  undertaking  that  they  would 
agree  to  its  introduction  on  a  later  clause? 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  this  appeared 
to  him  to  be  a  supplementary  direction 
which  would  come  in  better  on  Clause  52. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  he  would 
move  his  Amendment  merely  to  elicit 
some  expression  of  opinion  from  the 
Government.  It  was  important,  he 
thought,  that  they  should  know  definitely 
what  were  the  principles  on  which  the 
eleetoral  divisions  were  to  be  fixed.  It 
would  have  materially  assisted  the  de- 
liberations of  the  Committee  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  been  able 
to  give  them  a  Paper  showing  the  number 
of  Councillors  it  was  proposed  to  have 
on  these  Councils  when  they  commenced 
their  proceedings. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  must  point 
out  the  inconvenience  of  discussing  a 
question  of  this  character  upon  what 
was    really    a    very    general    clause. 
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Clause  r)2  was  strictly  connected  with 
this  question,  and  he  was  sure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  excuse  the  Govern- 
ment for  not  entering  into  a  discussion 
now,  which  would,  when  that  clause 
was  reached,  have  to  be  gone  over 
again.  He  thought,  when  the  time 
came,  that  he  should  be  able  to  show 
the  hon.  Member  that  this  Amend- 
ment was  not  so  much  at  variance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  he  supposed. 

Mr.  EATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon)  said,  he  thought  it  was  rather  a 
pitj  that  the  Government  had  not  given 
them  their  views  upon  this  subject,  be- 
cause, owing  to  the  way  in  which  the  Bill 
was  drawn,  it  would  be  difficult  to  discuss 
the  question  without  having  some  notion 
of  what  the  ideas  of  the  Government 
were.  In  his  opinion  it  would  have  been 
well  if  the  Committee  had  had  an  an- 
nouncement by  the  Government  that 
this  was  a  principle  which  they  would 
keep  in  view,  because  he  agreed  that 
it  would  not  be  possible  to  make  the 
parish  the  unit  of  any  large  district  of 
administration,  though  they  might  be  of 
consultation. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
said,  he  was  not  willing  to  postpone  his 
Amendment  until  they  had  from  the  Go- 
vernment a  more  clear  statement  of  the 
position  they  intended  to  take  up  with 
regard  to  this  question.  That  he  thought 
was  necessary  to  the  understanding  of 
the  case.  He  thought,  besides,  they 
should  have  some  intimation  that  the 
Government  iagreed  to  the  principle  of 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  idea  that  it  was  desirable  or 
convenient  to  press  the  Government  for 
their  opinion  with  regard  to  the  clause 
which  had  not  yet  been  reached. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  said,  the  first 
decision  of  the  area  of  the  county  was 
left  to  the  determination  of  the  Court 
of  Quarter  Sessions,  and  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  there  ought  to  be 
some  appeal  against  the  decision  of  that 
body.  He  should  have  much  preferred 
to  have  seen  in  the  Bill  a  provision  that 
an  operation  of  this  very  important  kind 
should  have  been  performed  by  a  Special 
Comniission.  He  ventured  to  suggest 
to  the  Government  that  a  great  deal  of 
time  and  trouble  would  be  saved  if  the 
same  experienced  and  able  men  were 
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appointed  at  once  to  do  this  business 
throughout  the  country  who  had  so 
admirably  performed  their  work  in  1885 
in  settling  the  Parliamentary  Divisions 
at  the  small  cost  of  only  £4,000.  He 
desired  to  speak  with  all  respect  of  his 
brother  magistrates ;  but  he  suggested 
that  work  of  this  kind,  in  which  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  political  feeling  would 
be  involved,  was  not  such  as  it  was  right 
to  leave  to  bodies  of  gentlemen  who 
were,  by  general  admission  throughout 
the  country,  naturally  not  without  a  dis- 
tinct political  bias  in  one  direction.  He 
had  had  experience  in  reference  to 
redistribution  in  his  own  county,  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  he  should  look 
with  great  concern  on  the  present  re- 
distribution if  it  were  to  be  conducted  in 
the  same  way.  He  strongly  urged  on 
the  Government  that  some  Amendment 
should  be  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
leaving  this  matter  to  Special  Commis- 
sioners ;  and  if  the  Government  did  not 
see  their  way  to  this,  he  should  be  com- 
pelled to  move  an  Amendment  for  the 
purpose.  Having  put  the  case  shortly 
and  plainly  to  the  Government,  he  sin- 
cerely trusted  that  they  would  accept  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  22,  at  end,  insert — '*  Provided 
always,  that  every  decision  of  justices  at  quarter 
sessions  as  to  the  electoral  divisions  in  the 
county  shall  be  by  order,  notice  of  which  shall 
be  published  once  at  least  in  every  newspaper 
published  in  the  county.  Such  order  shall  be 
submitted  for  confirmation  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  If  within  one  month  after  publi- 
cation of  such  notice  as  aforesaid  not  less  than 
twenty  county  electors  petition  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  disallow  the  order,  the  Local 
Government  Board  shall  cause  to  bo  held  a  local 
inquiry  and  determine  whether  such  order  shall 
be  confirmed  or  modified." — [Mr,  A  J.  Williams,) 

Mr.  long  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  put  before  the  Committee  two  pro- 
posals, one  of  which  was  embodied  in 
the  Amendment  he  had  just  moved,  and 
the  other  was  that  the  same  course  should 
be  pursued  in  the  present  instance  as 
was  followed  in  the  case  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Electoral  Division  —  namely, 
that  of  appointing  Special  Commis- 
sioners. While  acknowledging,  as  he 
did  most  freely,  the  very  moderate  and 
fair  way  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  his  case,  he  would  point  out 
why  the  Government  could  not  accept 
the  Amendment.  The  first  objection  to 
it  was  that,  in  order  to  coustitute  these 
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electoral  divisions,  it  would  be  necessary 
that  three  distinct  stages  should  be  gone 
through.  It  was  the  desire  of  the  House 
and  the  Government  that  if  this  Bill 
passed,  as  thej  were  confident  it  would 
during  the   present  Session,  it  should 
come  into  operation  early  next  year  ;  but 
if  the  Amendment   were  agreed  to,  it 
would  be  impossible  that  the  Bill  should 
come  into  operation  when  it  was  hoped 
and  expected  to  do,  and,  moreover,  its 
operation  would  be  postponed  for  another 
year.  The  Government  could  not,  there- 
fore, contemplate  the  admission  of  the 
Amendment  proposed.     The  next  pro- 
posal was  that  they  should  adopt  the 
procedure  in  connection  with  the  last 
Eeform  Bill,   by  appointing  Commis- 
sioners   to   settle    the    divisions.      He 
might,  he  believed,  endorse  the  view 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
the  work  of  the  Commissioners,  which 
he  believed  had  been  done  in  the  best 
possible  way;  but  he  would  point  out 
that  there  was  a  great  difference  be- 
tween the  work  which  they  performed 
and  that  which  had  to  be  done  now  in 
connection  with  this  Bill.  In  the  county 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent 
(Wiltshire),  the  Commissioners  had  to 
constitute  only  five  Parliamentary  Divi- 
sions, and  with  respect  to  them  several 
meetings  had  to  be  held,  at  which  ob- 
jections were  taken.     But  in  order  to 
bring  the  Act  into  operation    in    his 
county  they  would  have  to  set  up  50  or 
60  electoral   divisions  for  the  purpose 
of  County  Council   elections;    and   he 
suggested  to  the  Committee   that  the 
appointment  of  Commissioners  would  so 
delay  the  Bill  as  to  make  it  impossible 
for  it  to  come  into  operation  by  the  time 
which   the   Government  desired.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  also  expressed  a  hope 
that  there  should  be  some  appeal  against 
the  decision  of  the  magistrates ;  but  he 
pointed  out  that  this  was  in  the  Bill  as 
it  stood ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld) 
had  stated  that  the  provisions  for  the 
alteration  and  rectification  of  areas  were 
as  large  and  complete  as  they  possibly 
could  be.   Not  only  were  the  powers  for 
alteration  and  rectification  of  boroughs 
sufficient ;  but  the  hon.  Member  would 
find  that  the  County  Council  was  given 
sufficient  power  to  enable  it,  if  desirable, 
to  make  alterations  which  would  consti- 
tute fair  areas  of  election.     For  these 
reasons^  the  GoTernment  oould  not  accept 


the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
or  the  alternative  which  he  suggested. 

Mr.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  was 
aware  of  the  power  given  to  the  County 
Councils.  But  when  the  work  of  con- 
stituting the  areas  was  done  the  mis- 
chief was  irretrievable.  He  was  bound 
to  say  he  had  great  distrust  of  the 
County  Justices  in  this  matter,  and  he 
felt  the  absolute  necessity  of  taking 
some  steps  to  prevent  the  consequences 
which  he  apprehended.  He  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  all  events,  to 
give  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  Local 
Government  Board.  With  regard  to 
the  time  necessary  for  fixing  the  areas, 
he  undertook  to  say  that  the  work  with 
regard  to  a  district  could  be  done  in  one 
day,  and  that  of  a  whole  county  in  two. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  did  not  under- 
stand how  the  hon.  Member  coiild  say 
that  the  mischief  would  be  already  done 
when  the  area  was  constituted  by  the 
Justices.  The  idea  of  the  Government 
was  to  place  in  the  hands  of  the  County 
Councils  full  power  over  the  area  as  far 
as  it  could  possibly  be  done.  It  was 
essential  that  when  a  Bill  of  this  cha- 
racter had  passed,  a  long  interval  should 
not  intervene  before  it  came  into  opera- 
tion, and  they  had  not  set  up  the  ma- 
chinery contemplated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, because  it  would  undoubtedly  take 
up  a  considerable  amount  of  time  ;  and 
he  undertook  to  say  further  that  if  the  Bill 
were  not  passed  until  the  Session  was  well 
advanced,  and  if  the  plan  were  adopted, 
it  could  not  come  into  operation  in 
January  as  they  proposed.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  the 
practice  of  Quarter  Sessions  was  inade- 
quate to  this  matter.  But  that  was  not 
the  case.  There  were  distinct  provisions 
in  the  Bill,  in  the  way  of  precaution, 
with  regard  to  the  setting  up  of  the 
electoral  divisions  ;  and  it  was  not  con- 
ceivable that  gentlemen  who  would  take 
so  conspicuous  a  part  in  the  new  system 
would  so  neglect  their  duties,  or  dis- 
charge them  in  so  partial  a  way,  as  to 
make  the  divisions  which  they  consti- 
tuted unfair  to  any  part  of  the  country, 
especially  as  they  had  clear  instructions 
laid  down  as  to  the  course  they  should 
pursue.  Surely,  therefore,  they  might 
be  trusted  to  do  what  was  right  and 
fair  in  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  pointed 
out  that  if  there  were  any  objections  to 

H  2  IFi/th  myht.'] 


199 


Local  Government 


{ COMMONS  [      {England  and  WaUi)  Bill.    200 


a  scheme  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
County  Council  to  consider  not  only  the 
area,  but  thenumber  of  Councillors;  and 
if  an  alteration  was  necessary  in  the 
county  or  borough  boundaries  they  must 
come  to  Parliament  for  a  Provisional 
Order.  The  County  Councils  would  prac- 
tically have  the  matter  entirely  in  their 
own  hands,  and  the  Government,  there- 
fore, could  not  recognize  that  there  was 
any  real  foundation  for  the  supposition 
that  the  magistrates  of  Quarter  Sessions 
would  not  do  what  was  right  in  this 
matter,  or  that  if  they  did  wrong  there 
was  not  ample  power  in  the  Bill  for  that 
wrong  to  be  set  right. 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  said,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
Quarter  Sessions  were  by  no  means  in 
favour  at  the  present  time  with  regard 
to  the  principle  on  which  they  arranged 
the  polling  districts,  and  that  great  cause 
of  complaint  had  arisen.  What  they 
wanted  was  some  clear  and  distinct 
guarantee  that  there  should  be  power  of 
appeal,  which  could  be  enforced  before 
it  was  too  late,  from  the  decision  at  which 
the  Quarter  Sessions  arrived.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  there  was  appeal 
to  the  County  Council.  But  he  said 
that  this,  in  the  great  majority  of  cases, 
could  only  come  into  operation  when  it 
was  too  late,  because  where  the  Quarter 
Sessions  decided  unfairly  a  certain  num- 
ber of  members  of  the  County  Council 
would  have  been  elected  on  the  basis  of 
the  electoral  divisions,  and  then  the 
work  of  the  Council  would  be  performed 
by  means  of  the  system  of  County  Alder- 
men, and  by  a  system  of  co-optation. 
Therefore,  he  said  there  should  be. some 
means  of  immediate  appeal  against  the 
decision  of  Quarter  Sessions. 

Me.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  regretted  that  he  was 
not  in  his  place  when  his  name  was 
called  in  reference  to  Amendment  No.  80, 
because  it  was  the  alternative  Amend- 
ment to  which  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Williams)  had  referred.  As  the 
Amendment  did  not  meet  with  the  ap- 
probation of  the  Government,  he  would 
suggest  a  compromise  that  might  with 
advantage  be  placed  before  the  Com- 
mittee as  another  Amendment.  How- 
ever much  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
might  think  that  the  people  in  the  coun- 
ties placed  implicit  confidence  in  Quarter 
Sessions  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  he 
would  only  say  that  their   experience 
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did  not  coincide  with  his  own.  There 
was  the  gravest  distrust  of  that  body  in 
these  matters.  But  they  wished  to  make 
no  charges  against  Quarter  Sessions; 
they  merely  said  there  was  a  feeling  that 
this  important  matter  of  redistribution 
ought  not  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of 
gentlemen  who  practically  represented 
only  one  class,  and  in  whose  ultimate 
decision  great  numbers  of  the  people,  at 
any  rate,  had  not  that  implicit  reliance 
which  was  desirable.  They  desired  to 
give  a  good  start  to  the  County  Councils, 
to  see  them  started  with  the  confidence 
of  all  parties,  and  they  were  very  far 
from  admitting  that  this  would  be  the 
case  if  these  very  important  arrange- 
ments of  boundaries  was  not  effected  in 
such  a  manner  as  would  command  the 
confidence  of  the  whole  of  the  people  of 
the  country.  If  delay  were  so  necessary 
to  be  avoided,  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  difficult  to  adopt  the  suggestion  that 
the  magistrates  should  hold  a  special 
sessions  for  the  purpose  of  this  business 
of  settling  the  electoral  divisions,  and 
that  at  such  special  sessions  the  rate- 
payers should  be  entitled  to  be  repre- 
sented, in  order  to  place  their  views 
before  the  magistrates,  before  whom, 
under  the  present  system,  they  were  not 
represented.  It  would  be  remembered 
that  in  the  case  of  the  redistribution  of 
seats  the  ratepayers  were  entitled  to 
appear  before  the  Commissioners,  and 
express  their  views  with  respect  to  the 
boundaries.  He  accepted  the  explana- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
there  would  not  be  time  for  the  Com- 
missioners to  be  sent  down  to  do  this 
business,  and  also  that  it  would  cause 
too  much  delay  if  appeal  were  to  lie  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  ;  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  found  to  be  neces- 
sary for  the  magistrates  to  hold  a  special 
sessions  for  the  purpose  in  view,  be- 
cause in  the  ordinary  course  of  things  no 
sessions  could  be  held  until  rather  late 
in  the  autumn  at  which  this  business 
could  be  dealt  with.  If  it  were  desirable 
that  such  special  sessions  should  be  held, 
he  thought  it  would  be  only  fair  that  the 
ratepayers  should  be  represented  at 
them,  in  order  that  the  authority  might 
be  in  possession  of  their  views. 

Mr.  p.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
he  thought  that  after  an  examination  of 
Clause  52  the  Committee  would  be  of 
opinion  that  the  discussion  at  this  stage 
of  the  Bill  w^3  somewhat  premature, 
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guards  ought  to  be  provided  in  favour  of 
equal  justice  to  all  sections  of  the  people. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  said,  he 
did  not  want  to  dogmatize  as  to  what 
might  bo  the  best  method  of  accomplish- 
ing their  desire ;  but  he  put  it  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemaa  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether  it 
was  not  possible  for  him  to  reconsider 
his  decision,  and  to  find  a  way  for  them 
out  of  the  difficulty  ?  Now,  he  did  not 
agree  that  the  proposal  in  the  Bill 
would  be  satisfactory ;  that  was  his  first 
proposition.  He  expected  that  there 
would  be  a  natural  —  whether  just  or 
unjust  he  would  not  say — but  a  natural 
dissatisfaction  in  the  counties  at  the 
probable  and  actual  decision  of  the 
magistrates.  In  boroughs  the  existing 
authority  would  have  the  settling  of  the 
polling  districts  ;  but  in  counties  the 
County  Councils  could  not  have  that, 
because  they  were  not  as  yet  formed. 
His  argument  was  that  it  was  not  pro- 
bable that  the  public,  as  a  whole,  would 
be  entirely  satisfied  with  the  decisions  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions ;  and  that  it  was 
desirable  that  there  should  be  an  appeal 
against  the  decision  of  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, and  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  find  a  way  of  giving 
such  an  appeal.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  told  them  that  it  would  be 
very  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  have 
the  work  done  in  time.  He  (Mr. 
Stansfeld)  was  not  quite  sure  about 
that.  The  magistrates  might  be  directed 
to  set  about  the  work  at  an  early  date, 
so  that  there  would  be  time  to  hear  any 
appeal.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  perfectly  well  that  the  officers  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  were  able 
men,  and  men  who,  upon  the  whole, 
the  public  trusted.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  it  was  not  advisable — he  should 
think  it  was  not  necessary — if  the  sight 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  his  attention 
to  the  subject,  to  expect  and  call  upon 
the  public  to  be-  satisfied  with  the  deci- 
sion without  any  appeal.  He  confined 
himself  now  to  suggesting  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  could  not 
give  them  some  hope  that  they  might 
devise  a  plan  which  would  give  an  ap- 
peal. He  could  not  think  that  that  was 
impossible.  Of  course,  it  was  most  likely 
that  the  number  of  appeals  would  be 
very  Hmited. 

Mr,  EITCHIE  said,  he  was  very  much 
afraid  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 

\^F%fth  Night-I 


He  should  be  out  of  Order  if  he  were  to 
refer  in  detail  to  the  provisions  of  that 
clause;  but  hon.  Members  who  would 
refer  to  it  would  find  that  instructions 
were  given  in  that  clause  of  a  character 
which  defined  the  nature  of  the  bounda- 
ries.   It  seemed  to  him  that  in  case  the 
Committee,    when    they    reached    that 
clause,  thought  the    instructions  there 
given  were  too  vague,  or  left  in  an  un- 
fair manner  room  for  the  attainment  of 
Party  objects,  they  could  make  the  in- 
structions more  clear,  definite,  and  pre- 
cise.    He  could  not  shut  out  from  his 
mind  what  took  place  on  the  passing  of 
the  last  Keform  Act.     At  that  time  the 
creation  of  the  new  polling  districts  was 
left  by  the  Liberal  Government  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates.     He  had  the 
honour  of  being  a  member  of  the  Bench 
of  the  West  Hiding  of  Yorkshire,  and, 
although    on  the  Bench  there   was   a 
majority  of  Conservatives,  the  greatest 
care  was  taken  that    on  the  different 
sub-committees,  to  whom  the  making  of 
the  alteration  of  the  polling   districts 
was  delegated,  each  of  the  two  Parties 
should  be  equally  represented,  and  he 
was  sure  the  greatest  pains  were  taken 
by  those  who  served  on  those  commit- 
tees that  every  elector  should  have  the 
best  opportunity  of  coming  to  the  poll. 
So  far  as  he  knew,  there  had  not  been 
one  complaint  of  injustice  or  unfairness 
in  respect  to  the  arrangement  of  the 
polling  districts  in  that  great  Division, 
the  West  Biding  of  Yorkshire.    He  felt 
the   force   of    the   argument    founded 
on  the  shortness  of  time  which  had 
been  raised,  and  he  believed  it  to  be 
entirely  fatal  to  the  proposition.     He 
knew  that  in  the  year  after  the  passing 
of  the  last  Keform  Act  it  was  only  by 
the    most     severe     pressure    that    the 
machinery  was  set  going  in  time  for  the 
General  Election ;  and,  warned  by  that 
experience,  he  must  respectfully  suggest 
to  the    Committee  the    expediency   of 
now  constructing  such  machinery  that 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  or  delay. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  very  often  talked 
about  economy ;  but  it  was  impossible 
that  the  Inspectors  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  could  visit  the  country 
without  being  a  new  cause  of  expense. 
The  summary  of  his  remarks  was  that 
this  discussion  was  premature,  that  it 
would  be  better  to  deal  with  the  subject 
when  they  came  to  Clause  52,  and  would 
be  called  upon  to  consider  what  safe- 
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whose  experience  was  infinitely  greater 
than  anything  he  could  lay  claim  to,  had 
been  unable  to  suggest  what  the  nature 
of  the  change  which  was  desired  should 
be,  he  could  not  hold  out  very  much  hope 
that  he  would  be  able  to  devise  a  method 
by  which  the  desires  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  be  satisfied.  He  could  not  but 
think  that  Quarter  Sessions  could  be 
trusted,  even  by  those  who  had  some 
mistrust  of  them,  especially  in  view  of 
the  provisions  of  Clause  52  to  do  some- 
thing which  was  not,  at  any  rate,  con- 
spicuously unfair.  He  could  not  imagine 
that  the  scheme  of  the  Quarter  Sessions 
would  be  of  such  a  nature  that  the 
County  Council,  when  constituted,  would 
not  be  a  fitting  judge  of  it.  The  whole 
basis  of  the  Government  proposal  was 
that  the  County  Council  should  be  the 
judge ;  that  they  should  be  able  to  put 
right  that  which  was  wrong.  He  was 
afraid  he  could  not  invent  a  method 
which  would  be  more  satisfactory  than 
that  they  proposed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  suggested  that  the  Quar- 
ter Sessions  should  be  pressed  to  take 
action  early.  But  they  could  not  com- 
mence the  work  until  the  Bill  was 
passed,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  that  between  August  and  Septem- 
ber and  the  election  in  November  there 
was  very  little  time  in  which  to  arrange 
the  polling  districts.  He  was  afraid  he 
could  not  hope  to  propose  a  better  plan 
than  that,  first  of  all,  those  gentlemen 
who  were  accustomed  to  county  work 
should,  under  the  directions  of  the  Bill, 
set  out  the  electoral  divisions,  and  that 
afterwards  the  County  Councils  should 
have  full  power  to  reconsider  the  elec- 
toral divisions  so  as  to  amend  them  if 
necessary. 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  said, 
he  thought  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  not  correctly 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld). 
His  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  at  all 
object  to  the  County  Councils  having, 
eventually,  to  deal  with  this  matter.  So 
far,  they  were  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  proposals  in  the  Bill.  But  what 
they  wished  to  urge  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  was 
that  it  could  not  be  expected  that  the 
public  would  be  entirely  satisfied  with 
the  Quarter  Sessions  as  the  authority  for 
settling  the  boundaries,  imless  an  ap- 

Mr.  Ritchie 


I  peal  was  given.  What  they  asked  for 
was  a  very  simple  thing.  He  quite  ad- 
mitted there  were  very  clear  directions 
laid  down  in  Clause  52  ;  that  they  would 
bind  the  Quarter  Sessions  to  a  consider- 
able extent ;  and  that  Quarter  Sessions 
would  have  to  keep  within  those  direc- 
tions in  the  consideration  of  the  electoral 
districts.  But  there  would  be  very  much 
greater  confidence  felt  if  there  was  a 
power  of  appeal.  Probably,  as  Clause 
52  set  out  so  many  directions,  the 
appeal  would  only  be  exercised  in  a  very 
few  instances.  The  great  safeguard 
would  be  in  the  power  of  appeal.  With 
respect  to  boroughs,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  able  to  give  satisfaction  to 
the  Committee,  because  he  had  an 
authority  already  constituted;  but  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  looked  at  the  last  sub- 
section of  Clause  52,  they  would  find, 
as  regarded  London,  that  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  would  constitute  the 
authority  for  settling,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, the  electoral  divisions.  Let 
him  point  out  that  in  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act,  the  guidance  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  in 
most  respects  to  follow,  it  was  provided 
that  when  a  borough  was  established, 
or  when  the  boundaries  of  wards  had 
to  be  settled,  a  Commissioner  nominated 
by  the  Home  Secretary  should  be  sent 
down  to  fix  the  boundaries.  There  might 
be  difficulty  in  following  that  exact  prece- 
dent in  this  case ;  but  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  followed  that  precedent,  he 
(Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)  and  his 
hon.  Friends  would  be  perfectly  satis- 
fied. They  did  not  object  at  all  as  to 
the  future;  what  they  complained  of 
were  the  arrangements  for  the  election 
of  the  first  County  Council.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  save  a  good  deal  of  time  in  the 
discussion  of  this  particular  part  of  the 
Bill  if  he  would  at  once  concede  that 
which  seemed  a  perfectly  reasonable 
demand — namely,  that  in  the  settlement 
of  the  polling  districts  there  should  be 
a  right  of  appeal  from,  the  Quarter 
Sessions  to  the  Local  Government  Board. 
Mk.  WHARTON  said,  he  must  pro- 
test against  the  idea  that  there  should 
be  any  unfairness  on  the  part  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions.  The  Quarter  Sessiosn 
had  settled  the  polling  districts  for  the 
County  of  Durham,  and  there  had  never 
been  uttered  one  word  of  complaint. 
That  Quarter    Sessions  were  actuated 
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by  Party  motives  in  each  matters  was  a 
suggestion  be  strongly  repudiated. 

Mr.  OHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
said,  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  bad  rested  his  argument  very 
largely  on  tbe  directions  given  in  Clause 
52  ;  but  be  (Mr.  Ghanning)  desired  to 
remind  the  Committee  that  the  directions 
in  Clause  22,  except  as  regards  the 
boundaries  of  sanitary  areas,  were  more 
arithmetical.  The  clause  did  not  con- 
tain any  directions  to  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions of  tbe  same  character  as  the  direc- 
tions given  to  the  Commissioners  who 
bad  to  settle  the  electoral  divisions 
under  the  Kedistribution  of  Seats  Act. 
One  of  the  directions  under  that  Act 
was  that  tbe  Commissioners  should  ar- 
range tbe  districts  so  that  they  should 
include  a  population  of  one  type  and 
common  general  interests  and  character, 
whereas  Clause  52  simply  directed  the 
Quarter  Sessions  to  adopt,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, electoral  districts  equal  in  popu- 
lation. Practically  the  bands  of  tbe  ma- 
gistrates were  left  absolutely  unfettered ; 
they  could  draw  the  lines  wherever  they 
chose.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Bipon  Division 
(Mr.  Wharton)  said  he  never  heard  the 
action  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  chal- 
lenged. In  the  county  he  (Mr.  Chan- 
ning)  had  the  honour  to  represent  he 
bad  beard  too  many  complaints  of  tbe 
action  of  tbe  Quarter  Sessions  with  regard 
to  tbe  arrangements  of  the  polling  dis- 
tricts in  1885  to  acquiesce  in  that  state- 
ment. In  placing  this  power  in  the 
hands  of  tbe  Quarter  Sessions,  the  Go- 
vernment were  placing  a  temptation  in 
tbe  hands  of  gentlemen,  who,  individually 
and  as  a  class,  were  specially  interested, 
to  arrange  the  polling  districts  so  as 
to  obtain  a  majority  favourable  to  their 
views  at  tbe  first  County  Council. 
iCrui  of  " No,  no ! "]  He  should  be 
very  glad  to  hear  tbe  arguments  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  the  contrary.  He 
thought  that  either  by  granting  the 
right  of  appeal,  or  by  setting  out  in 
Clause  52  more  definite  directions,  the 
Government  would  do  much  to  secure 
confidence  in  the  impartiality  of  the 
arrangement  of  tbe  electoral  districts. 

Mb.  STOEET  (Sunderland)  said,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  opi- 
nions of  some  of  bis  hon.  Friends  on  the 
Opposition  Benches  were  very  much  ex- 
aggerated. He  entirely  agreed  with  his 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Wharton) 


as  to  tbe  county  of  Durham.  Durham 
was  an  intensely  Eadical  county.  It 
was  a  county,  nevertheless,  where  a 
great  majority  of  the  magistrates  were 
Conservatives — in  fact,  he  did  not  know 
a  place  in  England  of  which  that  was 
not  true  since  the  present  Lord  Chancel- 
lor came  into  power.  But,  notwith- 
standing this  fact,  the  people  of  Durham 
had  no  reason  to  complain,  and  he  did 
not  believe  they  would  have  under  the 
arrangement  the  Government  now  sug- 
gested. He  was  afraid  when  the  last 
Eeform  Bill  was  under  discussion  that 
they  would  have  some  reason  to  com- 
plain ;  but  after  tbe  experience  they  bad 
had  he  was  quite  content.  He  knew 
it  would  be  urged  that  their  Commis- 
sioners were  appointed.  That  was  true. 
And  it  was  said  that  now  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  polling  districts  rested  with 
the  Quarter  Sessions.  But  what  he 
particularly  wanted  to  point  out  to  the 
Liberals  sitting  near  him  was  that  the 
Quarter  Sessions  were  closely  bound  up 
and  regulated  in  the  matter.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wigan  (Mr. 
F.  S.  Powell)  referred  to  Clause  52. 
He  could  not  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  spoken  from  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  had  considered 
Clause  52  very  carefully.  He  could  not 
discuss  the  clause  at  this  stage  of  tbe 
proceedings ;  but  he  might,  perhaps,  be 
allowed  to  state  what  were  the  regula- 
tions or  conditions  under  which  the 
Quarter  Sessions  must  act.  He  found 
it  was  proposed  that  the  first  condition 
should  be  that  the  Quarter  Sessions 
should  arrange  the  divisions  according 
to  the  population.  More  than  that,  he 
found  that  they  must  have  regard  to 
every  present  urban  sanitar}'  district 
and  every  rural  sanitary  district — that 
they  must  form  their  electoral  divisions 
either  by  making  one  of  these  districts 
a  division,  if  it  were  big  enough,  or  by 
combining  two  or  more  if  they  were 
small,  but  it  must  not,  and  it  should 
not,  divide  any  one  of  these  districts  so 
as  to  jerrymander  the  constituency. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  said  freely 
that  there  was  no  Quarter  Sessions  in 
the  country  he  would  not  trust.  He 
begged  to  suggest  to  bis  less  Eadical 
Friends  that  they  should  not  get  ex- 
aggerated fears  on  the  point,  but  trust 
to  Providence  in  the  matter.  Well,  let 
him  tell  the  Committee  what  happened 
in  the  County  of  Durham  after  the 
Reform  Bill  was  passed.     Ho  did  not — 
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a  great  many  people  did  not— care  what 
electoral  divisions  were  made  —  they 
felt  perfectly  comfortable.  They  got 
eight  divisions,  and  they  felt  perfectly 
sure  that  as  long  as  the  sun  shone  they 
would  be  able  to  send  eight  Eadicals  to 
Parliament.  What  happened  ?  At  the 
very  first  election  two  Liberal  Unionists 
were  returned.  After  that  he  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  did  not  much 
matter  what  the  Quarter  Sessions  or 
any  body  should  arrange  as  to  the  poll- 
ing districts.  The  opinions  of  a  district 
were  continually  changing.  There  was 
nobody,  not  even  the  cleverest  man 
amongst  them,  who  would  venture  to 
foretell  what  would  be  the  issue  in  the 
different  counties.  County  matters  would 
not  be  settled  by  considerations  of 
Badicalism  or  Toryism.  A  great  many 
other  considerations  would  enter  into  the 
settlement.  There  would  be  plenty  of 
opportunities  of  discussing  all  sorts  of 
questions  on  this  Bill,  and,  therefore, 
he  suggested  to  his  hon.  Friends  that 
this  particular  point  might  very  safely 
be  left  to  the  Quarter  Sessions. 

Mk.  STANSFELD  said,  theright  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Kitchie)  had 
challeuged  him  to  devise  a  method  by 
which  it  might  be  possible  to  do  what 
they  wished  in  the  time  which  was  per- 
mitted to  them.  In  consequence  of  that 
challenge  he  would  make  a  suggestion, 
and  it  was  that  Sub-section  (c)  should 
read  in  this  way — 

"In  the  rest  of  the  county  the  electoral 
divisions  shall  he  such  as  in  the  case  of  a 
borough  returning  more  than  one  councillor 
the  council  of  the  borough,  and  in  the  rest  of 
the  county  the  quarter  sessions  for  the  county, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Local  Qovernment 
Board,  may  determine." 

All  that  would  be  necessary  in  that 
case  would  be  that  there  should  be  a 
sufficient  margin  of  time  for  the  Local 
Government  Board,  using  their  own 
ample  machinery,  to  revise,  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  public,  the  determinations 
or  the  decisions  of  the  Quarter  Sessions 
of  the  various  counties.  He  could  not 
see  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
Local  Government  Board  officials  to 
perform  their  functions  in  the  necessary 
time.  Ho  did  not  doubt  the  Quarter 
Sessions'  impartiality,  but  he  maintained 
that  it  was  not  advisable,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, to  put  the  Quarter  Sessions 
in  the  position  of  having  to  act  a  judicial 

Mr.  Storey 


part  which  some  persons  might  think 
they  performed  with  partiality.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions were  the  body  who  were  going  to 
be  disestablished  and  displaced  by  the 
new  County  Councils,  and  it  was  not 
likely  they  would  be  considered  by  the 
public  necessarily  impartial  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind.  Why  not  save  them  from 
any  possible  imputation  in  the  matter, 
which  they  could  easily  do  by  the  inser- 
tion of  the  words  ''with  the  approval 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  ?  " 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  well  enough  the 
multiplicity  of  duties  which  were  at  pre- 
sent placed  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
Local  Government  Board ;  he  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  the  staff  at  the  command 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  was 
certainly  not  greater  than  was  required 
to  do  the  work.  What  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  must  mean  either 
something  or  nothing.  If  it  meant  that, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  were  to  give  their  approval, 
it  meant  nothing.  If  it  meant  that  they 
were  to  ascertain  through  their  In- 
spectors, or  by  means  of  local  inquiries, 
that  the  proposals  for  dividing  the 
county  into  electoral  districts  were  right 
and  just  as  between  one  party  and 
another,  it  meant  more  than  the  Local 
Government  Board  could  possibly  under- 
take. Therefore,  he  was  very  much 
afraid  that  the  solution  which  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  proposed  was  one  which 
would  not  get  rid  of  the  difficulty.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land (Mr.  Storey)  had  paid  valuable 
testimony  to  the  services  which  had 
hitherto  been  rendered  by  the  Justices, 
and  to  the  confidence  which  might  be 
placed  in  their  proper  performance  of 
the  duties  cast  upon  them  by  this  clause. 
He  (Mr.  Kitchie)  could  hardly  think 
that  anyone  who  had  studied  Clause  52 
could  have  the  smallest  fear  either  that 
Quarter  Sessions  would  not  do  their 
duty,  or  that  the  way  in  which  they  did 
it  would  render  them  open  to  the 
slightest  suspicion. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  said,  the  whole  object 
of  the  Bill,  as  he  understood  it,  was  to 
take  county  government  out  of  the  hands 
of  Quarter  Sessions,  and  put  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  people.  That  was  the  broad 
democratic  view  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment expressed,  and  yet  one  of  their  first 
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operations  in  Committee  was  to  give  to  ' 
the  Quarter  Sessions  the  duty  of  ar- 
ranging the  electoral  districts,  and  to 
provide  that  there  should  be  no  right  of 
appeal.  In  the  constituency  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent,  the  Quarter 
Sessions  had  arranged,  in  their  wisdom, 
polling  places  which  had  given  universal 
dissatisfaction.  [Criei  of  **  No,  no  !  "] 
He  was  speaking  of  his  own  district. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  said  **  No,  no  !  *'  but 
they  knew  nothing  about  the  matter. 
He  was  sure  he  should  be  borne  out  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler),  who  did  know  something  about 
the  subject,  when  he  said  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  polling  districts  was  a  most 
crying  evil.  His  (Sir  John  Swinburne's) 
constituents  had  made  representations 
upon  the  subject,  but  all  to  no  purpose. 
What  happened  in  1885  would  happen 
in  this  case.  And  yet  Her  Majesty's 
Government  refused  them  the  slightest 
appeal,  even  to  the  Local  Government 
Board.  He  sincerely  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  reconsider  their  decision. 
He  could  not  add  anything  to  what  had 
been  said  by  hon.  Members  sitting  around 
him,  except  that  it  was  very  illogical 
that  when  they  were  taking  the  govern- 
ment of  counties  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  they  should  give  power 
to  Quarter  Sessions  and  allow  no  appeal* 

Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  said,  he  would  not  stand 
more  than  a  minute  or  two  between  the 
Committee  and  a  Division.  He  only 
wished  to  say  how  cordially  he  agreed 
with  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey). 
Gloucestershire  Liberals  could  trust  the 
Gloucestershire  Quarter  Sessions.  The 
Quarter  Sessions  were  not  a  body,  in 
his  county,  who  would  do  the  shabby 
things  suggested  ;  and  it  would  not  pay 
them  to  do  such  things  if  they  could  do 
them.  Even  if  a  Quarter  Sessions 
acted  on  Party  lines,  and  put  all  the 
blue  districts  together  and  all  the 
yellow  districts  together,  they  would  fail 
to  effect  their  object.  He  believed  the 
Quarter  Sessions  could  be  trusted  to  do 
this  work  fairly.  Personally,  he  would 
rather  leave  it  to  the  Quarter  Sessions 
than  to  the  Local  Government  Board, 
which,  of  course,  must  be  governed  by 
the  political  Chiefs  for  the  time  being. 

Mk.  H.  T.  DAVENPOET  (Stafford- 
shire, Leek)  said,   he  merely  rose  in 


consequence  of  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  John  Swin- 
burne). He  bad  the  honour  to  represent 
a  Division  of  Staffordshire,  and  he  had 
also  the  honour  of  being  a  member  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions.  He  was  a  member 
of  the  committee  appointed  to  arrange 
the  polling  districts  throughout  Stafford- 
shire under  the  Redistribution  of  Seats 
Act,  and  he  asserted  most  distinctly  that 
if  there  had  been  any  complaint  in  any 
part  of  the  county  as  to  the  unsuitability 
of  the  electoral  arrangements  he  should 
have  heard  of  it.  He  had  never  heard 
of  any  sort  of  complaint.  He,  therefore, 
protested  most  emphatically  against  the 
imputation  the  hon.  Baronet  had  cast 
upon  the  Quarter  Sessions  of  which  he 
was  a  member. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  said,  that 
in  support  of  his  original  statement  he 
had  only  to  say  that  hundreds  of  men- 
miners — had  at  the  last  election  to  walk 
four  miles  in  a  pouring  rain  before  they 
could  record  their  votes. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  178; 
Noes  256:  Msjority  78. — (Div.  List, 
No.  151.) 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  said,  he  had  to 

propose  the  addition  of  the  words — 

**  Provided  that  quarter  sessions  shall  meet 
for  such  purposes  in  special  session,  at  which 
any  ratepayer  shall  be  entitled  to  be  heard." 

He  assured  the  Committee  he  did  not 
move  this  Amendment  in  any  hostile 
sense.  He  was  not  desirous  of  making 
any  charge  against  the  magistrates,  either 
in  his  own  county  or  in  other  counties ; 
but  there  was  a  feeling,  certainly  in 
Cornwall,  that  the  ratepayers  should 
have  something  to  say  in  this  important 
matter,  and  he  thought  it  was  only  fair 
that  they  should  have  the  right  to  repre- 
sent their  views  at  the  Sessions  at  wnich 
the  matter  was  to  be  settled.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  (jl^overnment  Board 
would  not  deny  it  would  be  necessary 
that  a  special  session  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  should  bo  held  for  the  purpose 
of  fixing  the  boundaries ;  and  all  he  (Mr. 
Conybeare)  asked  was  that  the  rate- 
payers should  be  entitled  to  make  their 
views  known  to  the  magistrates  on  this 
subject,  just  as  they  were  entitled  to  be 
heard,  and  just  as  they  were  heard,  by 
the  Commission  who  fixed  the  electoral 
divisions  under  the  Bedi&tribution  of 
Seats  Act. 

IFifth  NigM.'] 
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Amendtnent  proposed,  I 

In  page  2,  line  22,  at  codof  aub-section,  add — 
"  Prori'ded  that  quarter  geuiODi  shall  meet  for 
such  purpose  in  apecial  seauou  at  whicli  any 
ratepajer  Bhsll  be  entitled  to  be  hoard." — {Mr, 
Cenybeart,) 

Question  proposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  thought  the 
Quarter  BeaBions  could  he  trusted  to 
take  right  and  proper  steps  for  fulfilling 
the  duty  cast  upon  them  under  this 
clause  without  minute  and  special  in- 
structions such  aa  the  hon.  Oentlemaa 
wished  to  give.  Quarter  SeBsions  had 
long  been  in  the  habit  of  exercising  most 
important  functions  in  their  Tarious 
counties,  and  every  body  acknowledged 
that  this  Bill  was  nob  necessitated  by 
any  failure  on  their  part  to  perform 
their  duty  adequately  and  well.  To  give 
the  magistrates  such  minute  instructions 
as  that  now  proposed  would  be  to  cast  an 
unnecesBary  slur  upon  them. 

Me.  OONYBEARE  said,  the  right 
bon.  Oentleman  bad  misunderstood  him. 
He  did  not  propose  auy  instruction 
whatever ;  be  merely  asked  that  the 
ratepayers,  who  were  certainly  concerned 
in  the  matter  just  as  much  as  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  should  be  entitled  to 
represent  their  views  as  to  the  different 
points  which  might  arise  in  the  discus- 
sion of  what  was  evidently  in  some  re- 
spects a  delicate  matter. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  desired  to  propose  an 
Amendment  adapting  the  single  trans- 
ferable vote  to  the  cass  of  single-mem- 
ber elections,  where  no  candidate 
received  a  clear  majority  of  the  votes 
given.  In  almost  every  country  where 
the  slDgle-member  system  was  in  opera- 
tion, it  bad  been  found  necessary  to 
adopt  a  system  of  second  ballot.  At  a 
recent  German  Qeneral  Election  there 
were  second  elections  in  some  25  percent. 
of  the  couetituencies.  In  our  rural  elec- 
tions it  was  likely  that  in  many  cases 
more  than  two  candidates  would  stand. 
The  plan  proposed  would  obviate  the  ex- 
pense of  a  second  election  by  practically 
taking  the  two  together.  Suppose,  forin- 
atance,  three  candidates  were  standing. 
The  elector  would  be  allowed  to  indicate 
the  order  of  his  preference  by  marking 
the    candidates  respectively    1   and  2. 


Suppose  that  out  of  1,000  electors  400 
voted  for  A.  350  for  B,  and  260  for 
C.  Then  C  would  be  declared  not 
elected,  and  hie  votes  would  be  distri- 
buted between  A  and  B,  as  indicated 
by  the  electors.  In  that  manner  they 
would  secure  that  the  representative  re- 
turned was  realty  the  choice  of  a  ma- 
jority of  the  electors.  His  (Sir  John 
Lubbock's]  Friends  with  whom  he 
acted  regarded  this  as  a  matter  of 
much  importance,  and  hoped  it  would 
receive  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
If,  however,  the  right  bon.  Oentlemaa 
the  President  of  the  Local  G-orern- 
ment  Board  did  not  see  his  way  to 
accept  the  euggeatioD,  he  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  would  not  press  it  to  a 
Division  ;  but  be  hoped  the  Oovernment 
would  oonsider  it  before  Report. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  not  press  the 
Amendment.  They  had  already  bad  a 
discussion  upon  proportional  representa- 
tion, and  this  Amendment  wm  some- 
what akin  to  that  subject.  Of  course, 
everything  the  hon.  Baronet  said 
merited  consideration,  but  be  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  was  afraid  be  could  bold  out 
but  very  faint  hope  of  the  Government 
adopting  the  present  Amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  evidently 
not  considered  the  Amendment  which 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  pro- 
portional representation  ;  its  object  was 
simply  that  no  one  should  be  elected 
who  did  not  receive  a  majority  of  the 
votes.  He  would  not,  however,  press 
the  Amendment  against  the  wish  of  the 
Government. 

Mb.  SEALE-HAYNE  said,  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  he  had  now  to  pro- 
pose was  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Council  should  always  be  one  of  the 
elected  Councillors.  It  would  be  seen 
that  if  the  Cbairmau  was  not  one  of  the 
elected  Councillors  be  might  not  be  in 
accord  with  the  majority  of  the  time. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
30,  insert — "(a)  He  shall  be  one  of 
the  elected  councillors." — {Ifr.  Stah- 
Saynt.) 

Qnestion  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Ma.  RITCHIE  said,  that  as  the  Com- 
mittee had  adopted  the  proposal  in  the 
Bill  in    reference   to    the   aldermanic 
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element  it  would  be  casting  a  very  un-  elected.     He  could  quote  many  cases  in 

necessary   slur  upon  the  Aldermen  if  Cornwall  where  they  had  been  re-elected 

they    were  to  say  that  none  of  them  after  having  satisfactorily  gone  through 

should  be  the  Chairman  of  the  Council,  their  first  term   of  office.      The  right 

It  would  be  strictly  unfair  to  say  that  a  hon.   Gentleman   the   President  of  the 

selected  Councillor  should  not  be  able  Local  GoverDment  Board  could  have  no 

to  rise  to   the  highest  position  in  the  good  reason   for   departing    from    the 

Council.  model  he  had  chosen  to  follow  in   the 

Question  put.  whole  of  this  Bill.     If  he  did  not  adopt 

m^     f^         'LL      J'  'J  J       k         ici  the  principle  of  this  or    some  similar 

The  Committee  rfmrf^i.— Ayes  161;  Amendment,  it  would  appear  that  the 

Noes  282:  Majority  131.-CD.y.  List,  ^ght  hon.  Gentleman  had  some  hidden 

'^  motive  for  not  adhering  to  the  popular 

Mb.    HENEAGE    (Great    Grimsby)  term  which  hon.  Members  on  that  (the 

said,  that  when  he  put  down  the  Amend-  Opposition)  side  of  the  House  were  dis- 

ment  standing  in  his  name  on  the  Paper  posed  to  advocate, 

which  would  provide  for  enlarging  the  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  Hue 

term  of  office  of  the  Chairman  of  the  31     ^o    leave    out    the    words   ''three 

County  Council  from  three  years  to  SIX  „»  ^^^  ^^^^^^  ^  ^^^              ^^^  Y,^ 

he  had  put  another  down  dealing  with  ^^^^i^  ^e   eligible  for   re-election.''— 

the  form  m  which  the  Council  was  to  be  fjf^^  Conyheare.) 

elected ;  and  as  the  Committee  had  re-  rv'     .•                   j    <<  mi.  1.  xi.           j 

jected  a  similar  Amendment  moved  by  Q^e^tio^  proDosed,  -  That  the  words 

the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Mem-  Foposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

ber  for  North- West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  ^^^use. 

B.  Barttelot),  he  did  not  think  it  would  Ma.  EITCHIE  said,  he  was  much 
be  advisable  to  enter  into  the  question  obliged  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
of  the  duration  of  the  Chairman's  term  for  asking  the  question  he  had  done,  asto 
of  office  until  they  knew  what  the  Go-  why  he  (Mr.  Kitchie)  had  not  followed  the 
▼emment  intended  to  do  in  regard  to  the  precedent  of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
decision  arrived  at  on  Monday  night.  Act,  and  he  trusted  the  explanation  he 
He  did  not  propose,  therefore,  to  move  would  give  would  be  satisfactory.  He 
his  Amendment.  desired  to  explain  that  under  the  Muni- 
Ma.  CONYBEAEE  said,  the  next  cipal  Corporations  Act  each  electoral 
Amendment  which  was  in  his  name  was  division  had  three  members,  and  one  of 
in  principle  directed  to  the  same  point  those  retired  each  year.  There  wba  thus 
as  the  Amendment  which  the  right  an  infusion  of  one-third  of  the  whole 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Great  electoral  body  into  the  Council  every 
Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  had  just  de-  year,  which  materially  altered  the  con- 
dined  to  move.  His  (Mr.  Conybeare's)  stitution  of  the  Council ;  and  the  reason 
proposal  was  that  the  Chairman  of  the  why,  under  the  Municipal  Corporations 
County  Council  should  hold  office  not  Act,  a  Mayor  retained  office  for  only  one 
for  three  years  but  for  one  year,  and  year  was  to  give  an  opportunity  to  the 
should  be  eligible  for  re  election.  This  new  members  who  had  lately  joined  the 
proposal  was  a  very  simple  one,  and  he  Council  to  record  their  votes  in  the 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  ask  the  choice  of  a  Chairman.  As  the  hon. 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  Member  would  see,  the  reason  they  had 
the  Local  Government  Board,  who  was  adopted  the  term  of  three  years  in  the 
constantly  quoting  to  them  the  Muni-  present  Bill  was  that  it  had  been  so 
cipal  Corporations  Act,  why  he  had  not,  far  decided  by  the  Committee  that  the 
in  the  case  of  the  duration  of  the  term  whole  body  of  the  Councillors  should 
of  office  of  the  Chairman  of  the  County  retire  every  three  years.  The  analogy, 
Council,  followed  the  rule  laid  down  in  so  far  as  that  point  was  concerned,  be- 
that  Act  with  regard  to  the  Chairman  of  tween  the  present  Bill  and  the  Muni- 
a  Municipal  Council  ?  The  Chairmen  of  cipal  Corporations  Act  was  not  com- 
Borough  Councils  were  elected  for  one  plete. 

year,  and  he  had  never  heard  that  the  Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
system  had  worked  badly.  He  had  fre*  caldy,  &c.)  said,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
quently  heard  of  Mayors  who  had  pro-  the  reason  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
perly  fulfilled  their  duties   being  re-  tleman  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
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Temment  Board  for  departing  from  the 
principle  of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act  was  a  very  unsatisfactory  one.  He 
desired  to  get  a  hetter  reason  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  than  that  which 
he  had  given.  The  one-year  system 
had  been  tried  in  England ;  but  in  Scot- 
land, where  they  managed  these  things 
much  better,  they  had  adopted  the  three- 
years'  system.  That  plan  gaye  great 
satisfaction ;  it  afforded  greater  stability 
to  their  Municipal  Institutions ;  and 
under  it  they  were  not  so  much  in  the 
hands  of  Town  Clerks  and  local  officials. 
The  Provost  at  the  head  of  a  Scotch 
Municipality  was  more  independent  than 
an  English  Mayor,  who,  being  elected 
annually,  fell  more  into  the  hands  of  the 
permanent  officials. 

Sib  UGHTEED  KAY-  SHUTTLE- 
WOETH  said,  he  did  not  think  the 
boroughs  of  England  would  be  likely  to 
favour  the  idea  of  departing  from  the 
time-honoured  system  of  annually  elect- 
ing their  Mayor,  and  he  must  express  his 
astonishment  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  not  followed  the  pre- 
cedent of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act  in  the  present  Bill.  He  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)  desired  to 
call  attention  to  this  point — that  it  was 
now  the  practice  of  that  Body  which 
governed  our  county  affairs  to  elect  its 
Chairman  every  year.  The  Annual  Ses- 
sion of  the  County  of  Lancaster  elected 
its  Chairman  every  year.  It  was  true 
that  the  Annual  Session  had  chosen  the 
same  Chairman  for  many  years,  and  if 
annual  elections  were  adopted  in  the 
case  of  the  Chairmen  of  County  Councils 
no  doubt  the  same  practice  would  pre- 
vail. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his 
reply  just  now,  had  assumed  that  the 
arrangement  of  the  Bill  would  result  in 
the  County  Councils  remaining  intact 
for  three  years,  when  there  would  be  a 
change  in  them.  He  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay- 
Shuttleworth)  thought,  however,  from 
what  was  proposed  the  other  night  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  they  were  to  understand 
that  that  subject  was  to  be  reconsidered 
by  the  Government.  He  thought  some 
hope  was  held  out  that  a  third  of  the 
Council  would  have  to  be  re-elected 
every  two  years.  If  that  were  so,  it 
would  point  to  the  Chairman  holding 
office  for  a  less  period  than  three  years. 
Ho  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

Sir  George  Campbell 


to  follow  the  precedent  of  the  elections 
in  connection  with  the  Annual  Session 
of  Lancaster. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  he  quite  under- 
stood that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  gave  an 
undertaking  that  the  Government  would 
reconsider  the  term  for  which  the  County 
Councillors  were  to  be  elected ;  and,  of 
course,  if  that  point  were  reconsidered, 
and  an  alteration  were  made  in  that 
part  of  the  Bill,  he  recognized  that  it 
was  right  and  fitting  that  some  proposal 
should  also  be  made  with  reference  to 
the  term  of  office  of  the  Chairman ;  but 
until  the  three  years'  term  of  office  for 
Councillors  was  altered  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  adhere  to  the  pro- 
posal in  the  Bill. 

Mk.  CONYBEAEE  said,  he  was  will- 
ing  to  withdraw  his  Amendment  for  the 
moment  on  a  distinct  understanding 
being  come  to  on  this  point.  He  quite 
understood  what  had  been  pointed  out 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Ughtred 
Kay-Shuttleworth)  —  namely,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  had  practically  promised 
to  reconsider  the  question  as  to  the  posi- 
tion of  the  County  Aldermen,  and  had 
expressed  himself  in  favour  of  the  view 
that  there  should  be  Councils  elected 
for  a  period  of  six  years,  a  third  retiring 
by  rotation  every  two  years.  He  men- 
tioned that  merely  to  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  what  ap« 
peared  to  him  very  clear— namely,  that 
if  they  retained  the  provision  for  a 
three-years'  term  of  office  by  the  Chair- 
man, it  would  not  square  with  the  pro- 
posal which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  appeared 
to  be  prepared  to  recommend.  He  should 
like  to  ask  whether  the  Government 
would  place  their  final  proposal  before 
the  Committee  before  they  concluded 
Section  2,  as  he  was  not  at  all  clear 
that  it  would  be  advisable  to  wait  for 
the  Eeport  stage  on  the  whole  Bill, 
because,  according  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  it  would  be  a  long 
time  before  they  arrived  at  that  stage. 
If  the  Government  would  promise  to 
bring  up  their  proposals  as  to  the  Coun- 
cils generally,  which  would  involve  the 
determination  of  the  question  of  the 
Chairman's  term  of  office,  before  the 
Question  was  put  that  Clause  2  stand 
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part  of  the  Bill,  he  would  not  press  his 
Amendment  to  a  Division.  However, 
unless  the  Government  were  prepared 
to  give  the  Oommittee  an  opportunity 
of  considering  and  settling  this  impor- 
tant point,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty,  if 
he  met  with  any  support  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  to  take  a 
Division. 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY) (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  it  would  be  in  the 
reoollection  of  the  Committee  that  what 
he  had  undertaken  was  to  reconsider 
the  question  referred  to  between  the 
Committee  stage  and  the  Report  stage 
of  the  Bill,  and  to  make  a  statement  to 
the  House  on  Report.  He  could  not 
undertake  to  do  more  than  that. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  said,  he  could  not  see  that  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Camborne  Division  of  Corn- 
wall (Mr.  Cenybeare)  was  at  all  bound 
up  with  the  tenure  of  office  of  the  elec- 
tive Councillors.  If  a  Council  which 
was  elected  for  three  years  had  to  elect 
its  Chairman  for  one  year,  the  same 
Council  could  re-elect  a  Chairman  if  it 
thought  him  a  suitable  man.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  it  would  be  a  more  sensible 
plan  that  they  should  have  the  Chair- 
man elected  for  one  year,  and  eligible  for 
re-election  if  he  desired  it.  They  would 
have  entirely  new  Councils  brought  to- 
gether, and  largely  composed  of  new 
men  unaccustomed  to  work  together, 
and  there  would  be  a  great  difficulty  in 
finding  out  who  was  the  best  man  for 
Chairman  when  they  met.  It  would  be 
a  pity  that  they  should  be  saddled  for 
any  length  of  time  with  an  unsuitable 
man ;  therefore,  the  term  of  office  should 
not  be  a  long  one.  Of  course,  as  he  had 
pointed  out,  if  the  Chairman  elected  for 
a  year  was  found  to  be  suitable,  he 
could  be  re-elected  as  often  as  it  was 
thought  desirable.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Cam- 
borne Division  would  persist  in  his 
Amendment  and  divide  the  Committee 
upon  it,  not  only  because  the  question 
of  the  length  of  the  term  of  office  of  the 
Councillors  was  to  be  deferred  for  a  long 
time — a  fact  which  he  was  very  sorry 
for — but  also  because  he  could  not  see 
that  the  two  questions  were  in  any  way 
bound  up  with  one  another. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  he  would 
put  it  to  the  ri^ht  hon,  Q^ntleioan  the 


First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it 
would  not  be  more  convenient  to  the 
Committee,  and  quite  as  convenient  for 
the  Government,  if  he  made  his  state- 
ment when  they  came  to  Clause  36, 
which  dealt  with  the  application  of  the 
Act  to  the  Metropolis  as  County  of 
London  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  certainly 
would  endeavour  to  give  the  Committee 
the  earliest  information  on  the  matter, 
but  he  only  reminded  the  Committee  of 
what  was  the  understanding  arrived  at  a 
few  days  ago,  and  he  thought  it  always 
desirable  that  Parliamentary  under- 
standings should  literally  be  adhered  to. 

Mb.  HALLEY  STEWART  said,  the 
objection  to  frequent  elections  in  the 
case  of  Councillors  was  that  it  would 
lead  to  great  expense;  but  that  objection 
could  not  apply  to  the  election  of  a 
Chairman.  He  would  put  it  to  the 
Government  that  having  established, 
in  the  first  place,  that  the  election  of 
Councillors  should  not  be  frequent  on 
the  ground,  of  expense,  it  was  incon- 
sequent to  insist  that  the  Committee  had 
come  to  a  conclusion  on  this  point,  which 
was  an  entirely  different  matter. 

Mb.  FIRTH  (Dundee)  said,  that  the 
original  proposal  was  that  the  life  of 
the  Council  should  be  three  years,  and 
that  that  period  should  be  the  tenure  of 
office  of  the  Chairman,  and  he  trusted 
the  Government  would  not  yield  to  pres- 
sure, but  would  stick  to  that. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  as 
there  was  some  doubt  as  to  the  Scotch 
example,  he  desired  to  say  that  the 
Committee  should  consider  that  the 
County  Councils  were  not  only  to  be  de- 
liberative Bodies,  but  Bodies  to  replace 
the  present  deliberative  Bodies  of  the 
counties.  Well,  it  was  impossible  that 
they  should  have  an  efficient  adminis- 
trative functionary  if  they  were  con- 
tinually chopping  and  changing.  To 
have  an  efficient  administrator  at  the 
head  of  their  county  they  must  have  a 
man  who  had  some  chance  of  showing 
his  administrative  powers.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  very  seriously 
consider  this  matter  before  they  yielded 
to  pressure. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
said,  he  had  some  hesitation  in  ad- 
dressing the  Committee  after  the  very 
modest  speech  they  had  just  heard  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  as  to 
the  value  of  the  example  he  had  placed 
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before  them.  The  hon.  Member  did  not 
seem  to  be  aware  of  the  fact  that  they 
had  a  custom  in  England,  when  a  gentle- 
man was  elected  to  a  responsible  posi- 
tion, and  gained  the  confidence  of  his 
fellows  in  that  position,  to  re-elect  him  on 
the  expiration  of  his  term  of  office.  But, 
by  making  the  election  an  annual  one, 
instead  of  having  it  every  three  years, 
it  had  given  those  on  whom  rested  the 
duty  of  making  the  choice  an  oppor- 
tunity of  getting  rid  of  a  man  who, 
instead  of  being  capable  of  the  discharge 
of  the  functions  of  his  office,  proved  him- 
self what  was  commonly  called  a  bore. 
Annual  elections  enabled  electors  to  get 
rid  of  persons  they  did  not  care  for,  and 
to  trv  the  experiment  of  putting  other 
men  m  their  places  who  might  be  more 
capable  than  those  they  succeeded.  He 
thought  this  was  one  of  those  in- 
stances in  which  the  Government  had 
departed  from  their  model — the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  Act — in  a  manner 
which  they  were  not  to  be  congratulated 
upon.  It  seemed  to  him  that  they  were 
most  unfortunate  when  they  swerved 
from  the  principles  of  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act,  because  such  a  de- 
parture was  always  in  the  direction 
pointed  out  by  Conservative  policy. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  stick  to  the  term  in 
the  Bill,  and  leave  the  whole  question 
open  to  be  decided  when  the  Committee 
knew  what  the  view  of  the  Government 
was  as  to  the  term  of  office  of  the 
County  Councillors. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  said,  that  the  Chairman- 
ship of  School  Boards  was  a  good 
example  to  justify  the  proposal  of  a 
three  years'  tenure  of  office  by  the 
Chairman  of  a  County  Council.  But, 
supposing  the  term  of  office  in  the  Bill 
for  County  Councillors  was  altered  to 
six  years,  a  third  of  them  retiring  every 
two  years,  he  should  strongly  object  to 
the  Chairman  being  elected  for  six 
years.  However,  when  they  came  to 
discuss  the  question  as  to  whether  the 
Councillors  should  be  elected  for  three 
years  or  six  years,  they  would  be  able 
to  decide  the  question  of  the  term  of 
office  of  the  Chairman  with  fuller  infor- 
mation. If  some  understanding  as  to 
the  course  to  be  adopted  was  not  come 
to  by  the  Government  he  should  not  be 
able  to  vote  with  them. 

Mr,  J.  Eoivlands 


Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  that  when  the 
proposal  in  regard  to  County  Councils 
came  up,  whether  the  proposal  were 
adopted  or  not,  that  would  be  the  time 
for  the  Committee  to  consider  whether 
the  three  years'  term  of  office  in  the  case 
of  Chairmen  should  remain  or  not.  The 
Government  were  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  three  years'  term.  They  thought 
that  good  would  be  done  by  adopting 
the  proposal  as  it  stood  in  the  Bill  in 
giving  stability.  There  would  be  greater 
stability  given  to  a  presiding  officer  by 
allowing  him  to  hold  office  for  threeyears 
than  in  making  the  term  simply  one 
year. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
Boards  of  Guardians  and  Local  Boards 
of  Health  appointed  their  Chairman 
once  a-year.  He  had  the  honour  to  be  a 
member  of  a  •Local  Board,  whose  de- 
liberations were  presided  over  by  a  Chair- 
man who  had  held  office  for  16  years ;  but 
then  he  was  re-elected  annually.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be  a  greater 
honour  to  a  Chairman  to  be  elected 
annually  than  to  be  appointed  for  a 
number  of  years. 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  said,  that 
where  they  would  only  be  able  to  get 
one  man  who  would  serve  as  as  Chair- 
man for  three  years  they  would  be  able 
to  get  1 0  to  serve  for  one  year.  The  diffi- 
culty would  be  to  get  men  of  honour  and 
ability,  and  with  spare  cash  at  their  com- 
mand, who  would  take  the  responsible 
position  of  a  Chairman  of  a  County 
Council,  and  he  was  confident  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  limiting  the  choice  of 
the  Councillors  by  making  the  term  of 
office  three  years. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  260; 
Noes  178:  Majority  82.— (Div.  List, 
No.  153.) 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  begged  to 
propose  Amendment  No.  103,  standing 
in  his  name,  which  was  as  follows : — 
In  page  2,  line  31,  after  "  and,'^  insert 
''he  shall  by  virtue  of  his  office  be  a 
justice  of  the  peace  for  the  county." 

Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Agreed,  agreed  ! 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  31,  after  the  word  **  and,**  in- 
sert the  words  **  he  shall  by  virtue  of  his  office 
be  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  the  county. "—(J/r. 
Usneage,) 
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Question,  '^  That  those  words  be  there  had  called  upon  him  he  ought  to  have 

inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to.  been  permitted  to  make  his  statement 

Mb.  EITOHIE  said,  he  begged   to  "P^°  *^ilTTnnT"^T?'®°*:i    *v    i,       ^ 

move  the  Amendment  standing  in  the  .   Mr  RITCHIE  said    the  hon.  Mem- 

name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  **«' "  Amendment  would  be  altogether 

Bradford  (Mr.  lUingworth),  to  leave  out  unnecessary  as,  by  the  omission  of  the 

the   foUowing   paragraph  :-«(c)   He  eub- section,  the  object  he  had  in  view 

r^?fo,Tilll!^    InV"'""'  ''^  ^^"^  ""  Mb.  CONYBEARE  said,  ho  thought 

peace  for  tne  county ;  and.  .%  •       j      x     j-      •    xl 

'^  ''  '  there  was  some  misunderstanding  in  the 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  matter. 
32,   leave    out    paragraph    (c).  —  (i/r. 
Mitchie,)  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed       Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  now  had 

to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  to  move  Amendment  No.  124— namely, 

put,  and  negatived,  at  the  end  of  Clause  2,  to  add— 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  begged        "  (e.)    He  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  as 

to  move  Amendment  No.    116  standing  salary  during  the  term  of  his  office  such  sum, 

in  his  name.  ^^^  exceeding  pounds  per  annum,  as  the 

Mr.  HENEAGE  rose  to  Order.     He  council  may  determine." 

desired  to  move  to  leave  out  paragraph  He  had  left  a  blank  for  the  amount  of 

(d.),  which  was  as  follows  : —  salary    the    Chairman   would   be  paid 

**He  shall,  by  virtue  of   his  office,   be   a  supposingthe  Amendment  were  carried ; 

justice  of  the  peace  for  the  county,  and  if  there  but  he  certainly  thought  that  the  Chair- 

iB  any  liberty  or  borough  in  the  county  haying  ^^^  gijo^i^  receive  a  salary    of   some 

a  separate  commission  of  the  peace,   for  that  i*j  .i  i.jir  i 

liberty  or  borough  also,  and  shall,  unless  dis-  kmd  or  other,  as  a  great  deal  of  work 

qualified  to  be  chairman  of  the  county  council,  would  be  thrown  upon  his    shoulders, 

continue  to  be  such  a  justice  during  the  year  He  would,  in  all  probability,  be  an  ex 

immediately  after  he  ceases  to  hold  his  office."  p^^^,    member   of    all   Standing   Com* 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  mittees    and  most  of   the    permanent 

34,  to  leave  out  paragraph  (d.)— (ifr.  Committees  connected  with  the  County 

Meneage,)  Council,  which  would    occupy  a  great 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  f**^  °'  •>"  *!"'*, t^K  i-^P^s®  »P«°, ^^^=1 » 

proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  ^?'"««  ''T        %        "' '  *?  '• " ll^'i  ! 

Clause  "  circumstances,  it  was  very  desirable  that 

he  should  receive  remuneration.  He  sub- 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  had  received  mitted  the  Amendment  in  the  belief 
representations  from  many  boroughs  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  find  men 
which  would  render  it  desirable  that  who  would  accept  all  the  onerous  duties 
these  words  should  not  be  retained.  He  of  the  office  of  Chairman  unless  there 
would,  therefore,  agree  to  the  Amend-  was  something  in  the  nature  of  emolu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  ment  attached  to  that  position. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  wished  to       Thb   CHAIRMAN    asked    how   the 

knowy  as  a  matter  of  Order,  whether  it  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  fill  up  his 

would  be  competent  for  him  now  to  move  blank  ? 

his  Amendment,  No.   116,    which  had       Mb.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  was  not 

reference  to  the  paragpraph  the  right  so  well  versed  in  the  question  of  salaries 

hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Great  to  public  officials  as  some  hon.  and  right 

Grimsby  (Mr.   Heneage)    proposed   to  hon.   Members  opposite.     He  did  not 

leave  out  ?    The  Chairman  had  called  wish  to  make  the  remuneration  equal  to 

upon  him  just  now  to  move  his  Amend-  that    attached    to     Cabinet    rank    in 

ment.  the  Ministry ;  but  if  the  omission  in  the 

The  CHAIRMAN :  If  the  paragraph  Amendment  interfered  with  its  admis- 

is  struck  out,  of  course  the  hon.  Member's  sibility  he  would  get  rid  of  the  blank  by 

Amendment  will  fall  to  the  gpround.  striking  out  the  words  '^not  exceeding 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  had  not  pounds  per  annum,"  which  would 

the  smallest  objection  to  the  omission  of  make  the  Amendment  read  *'  such  sum 

the  paragraph;  but  he  thought,  as   a  as  the  council  may  determine."     If  this 

matter  of  Order,  that  aa  the  Chairman  was  not  acceptable  he  would  fill  in  the 
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blank  with  a  nominal  amount,  say  £300 
a-jear. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  at  end  of  the  Clause  to  add  the 
words :— (e.)  **  He  shall  be  entitled  to  receive 
At  salary  during  the  term  of  his  office  such 
turn  as  the  council  may  determine." —  (Mr. 
Conyhiare. ) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  CONYBEABE  rose  to  move 
Amendment  126,  as  follows : — 

In  page  2,  at  end,  to  add — (6)  ''From  and 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act  every  justice  of 
the  peace  shall  he  appointed  by  the  Ix>rd  Lieu- 
tenant of  the  coun^  upon  the  recommendation 
of  the  county  council,  and  every  parish  shall 
be  entitled  to  nominate,  and,  through  the 
elected  repreaentativefl  on  the  county  council, 
to  demand  the  appointment  of  one  or  more  of 
such  persons  as  they  may  deem  fit  to  act  as 
resident  justicesof  the  peace  for  the  said  parishes. 
And  the  selected  councillors  shall  in  every  case 
be  taken  from  among  the  local  justices  of  the 
peace  so  nominated  and  appointed  as  aforesaid." 

It  would,  perhaps,  be  rather  dangerous 
for  him  to  remark  upon  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Thb  chairman  :  The  Amendment 
No.  126  is  out  of  Order,  and  1  therefore 
call  upon  the  hon.  Member  to  move 
Amendment  No.  127. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  said,  that  the  next 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  No.  127,  was 
in  his  name,  and  he  should  certainly 
like  to  say  something  in  explanation  of 
the  proposal  contained  in  it,  which  he 
believed  was  a  novel  one.  The  Amend- 
ment was  as  follows: — In  page  2,  at 
end,  add — 

"  (5.)  As  respects  the  standing  committee  of 
the  councillors — 

(a)  The  county  council  shall  elect  by  ballot 
from  among  its  own  members  a  standing 
committee,  for  the  purposes  of  superin- 
tending the  administration  of  the  county 
in  the  intervals  of  the  sittings  of  the 
county  council,  and  of  regulating  and 
controlling  the  county  finance  ; 

(b.)  The  term  of  office  of  a  member  of  the 
standing  committee  shall  be  three  years ; 
On  the  ordinary  day  of  election  of  the 
member  of  the  standing  conmiittee  in 
every  year,  one-third  of  the  whole  num- 
ber of  the  standing  committee  shall  go 
out  of  office  and  their  place  shall  be  filled 
by  election ; 

The  third  to  go  out  shall  be  the  mem- 
bers of  the  standing  committee  who  have 
been  longest  in  office  ; 

(c.)  If  the  county  districts  are  less  than 
in  number,  then  so  far  as  is  pos- 
sible one  member  at  least  of  the  stand- 
ing committee  shall  be  choMn  from  each 

Mr,  Conyl&ar$ 


county  district,  that  is  to  say,  he  shall 
be  eiUicr  an  elective  councillor  returned 
by  or  a  selected  councillor  residing  in  an 
electoral  division  comprised  in  or  com- 
prising or  consisting  of  the  county  dis- 
trict from  which  he  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  chosen.  If  the  county  districts  are 
or  more  than  in  num- 

ber, then  the  county  council  shall  from 
time  to  time  combine  the  county  districts 
or  some  of  them  into  groups  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  section,  and  so  far  as  is 
possible  one  member  at  least  of  the 
standing  committee  shall  be  chosen  in 
the  manner  before  mentioned  from  each 
of  the  county  districts  (if  any)  which 
have  not  been  included  in  any  such 
g^up  of  county  districts,  and  one  mem- 
ber at  least  of  the  standing  committee 
shall  be  chosen  from  each  of  such  groups 
of  county  districts  as  if  each  of  such 
group  of  county  districts  were  a  single 
county  district; 

(d.)  On  a  casual  vacancy  upon  the  stand- 
ing committee  arising,  an  election  shall 
be  held  in  the  same  manner  as  an  elec- 
tion to  fill  an  ordinary  vacany,  and  the 
councillor  elected  shall  continue  to  be  a 
member  of  the  standing  committee  until 
the  councillor  in  whose  place  he  is 
elected  would  regularly  have  ceased  to 
be  a  member  of  the  standing  committee, 
and  he  shall  then  cease  to  be  a  member 
of  the  standing  committee ; 

(e.)  The  chairman  of  the  county  council 
shall  be  ex  officio  a  member  of  tJie  stand- 
ing committee  during  his  term  of  office ; 

(f.)  At  every  meeting  of  the  standing 
committee  the  chairman  of  the  county 
council,  if  present,  shall  be  chairman. 
If  the  chairman  of  the  county  council 
is  absent,  then  such  member  of  the 
standing  committee  as  the  members  of 
the  standing  committee  then  present 
shall  choose  shall  be  chairman ; 

(g.)  The  standing  committee  shall  from 
time  to  time  make  standing  orders  for 
the  regulation  of  their  proceedings  and 
business,  and  may  from  time  to  time 
yary  or  revoke  the  same ;  but  any  stand- 
ing orders  so  made,  and  any  decision  of 
the  standing  committee  for  varpng  or 
revoking  the  same,  shall  1)0  submitted  to 
the  county  council  for  their  approval ; 

(h.)  There  shall  be  paid  to  each  member 
of  the  standing  committee  out  of  the 
county  fund,  as  a  general  county  pur- 
pose, a  sum  not  exceeding  one  pound 
sterUng  per  day  during  his  attendance  at 
the  sittings  of  the  committee.*' 

Though  there  was  a  gpreat  deal  to  be 
said  for  it,  he  would  prefer  to  let  the 
question  stand  over  till  to-morrow,  as 
the  hour  for  adjournment  had  almost 
arrived.  He  would,  therefore,  move  to 
report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
CoHffheare.) 
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Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  would  make 
an  appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  not  to 
press  the  Motion,  as  it  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Bitchie)  that  if  the  hon.  Member 
desired  to  take  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Amendment  it  would 
bo  much  more  convenient  to  do  so  at  a 
later  stage  of  the  Bill.  It  was  hardly 
germane  to  the  preaent  clause,  and 
would  be  more  appropriately  dealt  with 
when  they  arrived  at  that  part  referring 
t )  the  instructions  given  to  the  County 
Council.  He  understood  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  desired  to  enact  that  there 
should  be  Standing  Committees,  and 
that  point  could  be  fairly  discussed  at  a 
subsequent  stage.  If  the  hon.  Member 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  they  would 
probably  be  able  to  get  through  Clause  2 
that  night. 

Mr.  CONYBEAHE  said,  he  certainly 
could  not  explain  what  he  desired  to 
effect  by  this  Amendment  in  the  three 
minutes  which  was  left  to  them  before 
the  hour  at  which  the  House,  by  the 
now  Rules,  must  adjourn.  He  was  not 
sure  that  they  could  not  have  discussed 
the  principle  contained  in  the  Amend- 
ment before  proceeding  to  other  parts 
of  the  Bill,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  it 
would  have  been  desirable  to  have  the 
principle  of  this  Amendment  in  their 
minds  before  discussing  the  question  of 
the  control  of  the  police  ;  but  he  would 
yield  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
suggestion,  asking  him  to  be  kind 
enough  to  state  upon  what  clause  his 
Amendment  could  Dest  be  discussed. 

Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  think  Clause  78 
(Incorporation  of  County  Council). 

Thk  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  withdraw  his  Motion  ? 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  would 
withdraw  the  Motion  on  the  Paper,  and 
would  move  it  on  Clause  78. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  mean  the  Mo- 
tion  for  reporting  Progress. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  said,  the  Amendment 
standing  in  the  name  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Lonsdale  Division  of 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Ainslie)  was  an  im- 
portant one,  and  had  been  put  down  at 
therequest  of  the  Lancashire  magistrates ; 
but  as  it  would  not  be  possible  to  discuss 
it  that  night,  perhaps  the  Government 
would  undertake  to  consider  it,  with  a 
view  to  its  acceptance  at  a  later  stage. 

VOL-  CCOXXVII.   [tiiiiu)  sbbibs.] 


It  was  as  follows  : — In  page  2,  at  end, 
add— 

''  As  respects  the  vice-chairman  of  council,  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  chairman,  as  soon  as 
may  be  after  his  election  as  chairman,  to 
appoint  a  councillor  to  act  as  vice-chairman 
during:  the  illness  or  absence  of  the  chairman, 
and  to  fill  any  vacancy  which  may  occur  in  the 
office  of  vice-chairman.  A  vice-chairman  may, 
while  acting  as  such,  do  all  acts  which  tho 
chairman  as  such  might  do,  and  shall  be  entitled 
to  take  the  chair  at  any  meeting  of  the  council 
at  which  the  chairman  is  not  present." 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  said,  that  this  was  an  impor- 
tant matter,  in  which  a  great  number  of 
people  in  Lancashire  were  interested. 
There  seemed  to  be  no  power  in  the 
Bill,  as  it  stood,  to  enable  a  County 
Council  to  appoint  a  yice-Chairman,  and 
perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
consider  the  desirability  of  creating  such 
a  power  on  Report. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  assented. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow ^  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

BAIL  (SCOTLAND)  BILL.-[Bill  286.] 

(77i^  Lord  Advocate ^  Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral,  Mr. 

Solicitor  Oeneralfor  Scotland.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  said,  he  did  not  now 
propose  to  ask  the  House  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill,  but  desired  to  make  a 
short  statement.  Some  of  his  hon. 
Friends  in  Committee  suggested  that  it 
would  be  only  right  that  when  an  appeal 
was  allowed  to  the  Public  Prosecutor 
that  some  allowance  should  be  made  to 
meet  the  costs  of  prisoners  defending 
themselves  against  such  appeal.  It  was 
a  matter  not  quite  within  the  discretion 
of  the  Lord  Advocate;  but  he  had  com- 
municated with  the  Treasury,  and  they 
saw  no  objection  to  costs  in  such  cases 
being  allowed. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred 
till  To-morrow, 

EMPLOYERS'  LLA.BIUTY  FOR  INJURIES 

TO  WORKMEN  BILL.- [Bill  145.] 
{Mr.  Secretary  Matthews^  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral 
Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  Forwood.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
I 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Order  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  said  Bill  be  discharged, 
and  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Law,  &c." — 
{Mr.  Stuart' Worthy.) 

Mb.  W.  ABRAHAM  ( Glamorgan, 
Ehondda)  asked,  was  there  any  propo- 
sition for  adding  representatives  of 
the  working  classes  to  the  Committee  in 
relation  to  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  was  a 
matter  for  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

CLERKS    OF    THE    PEACE    BILL. 

(Mi\    Brumier^    Mr,   Tatton  Egertotif  Captain 

CotUmy  Mr.  Walter  McLaren.) 

[bill   185.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wioh)  said,  he  desired  to  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews) an  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
intention  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  and,  to 
put  himself  in  Order  for  the  purpose,  he 
would  formally  moye  that  Mr.  Speaker 
leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,'' 
'^{Mr.  Brunner,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Appointment  of  deputy 
clerk  of  the  peace  in  case  of  incapacity, 
&c.,  of  the  clerk). 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  did  not  propose 
to  go  through  the  clauses  now.  [Mr. 
Brunner:  No.]  He  (Mr.  Matthews) 
was  not  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  had,  indeed,  intended  to  bring 
in  a  larger  measure  to  allow  deputies  to 
be  appointed,  not  only  for  Clerks  of  the 
Peace,  but  Stipendiary  Magistrates. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progpress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  Brunner,) 
— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
a^ain  upon  Thursday  next. 


SUPREME     COURT     OF    JUDICATURE 

(IRELAND)    ACT  (1877)   AMENDMENT 

BILL.— [Bill  281.] 

{Mr.   Chance,  Mr.   T.  M.  Healij,  Mr.  Maurice 

Healy.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  SOLTCITOE  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
sitj)  said,  the  Government  did  not  object 
to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  which 
was  to  remove  a  technical  difficulty 
found  to  exist  in  the  working  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal.  It  might  be  necessary 
to  propose  certain  Amendments  in  Com- 
mittee ;  but,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  saw  no  objection  to  the  second 
reading. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  might  he  ask  what  the  Bill  was 
about?  It  was  somewhat  unusual  to 
take  a  second  reading  without  the 
slightest  explanation. 

Mr.  madden  said,  it  was  rather 
for  the  promoters  to  state  the  object; 
but  he  might  say,  shortly,  it  was  to 
enable  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland 
to  enforce  orders  in  certain  cases  by 
issuing  writs.  It  was  found  in  practice 
that  where  cases  could  not  be  remitted  to 
the  Court  of  First  Instance  to  issue  writs 
the  case  had  to  remain  with  the  Court 
of  Appeal,  and  the  Bill  was  intended  to 
supply  the  defect.  So  far  as  he  had 
examined  the  Bill,  ii  appeared  to  be  a 
useful  measure,  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Kilkenny  (Mr. 
Chance).  In  matters  of  detail  it 
might  require  Amendment,  but  he  did 
not  oppose  the  second  rpading. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  had 
a  great  objection  to  all  Bills  introduced 
by  lawyers  for  reforming  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  in  Ireland,  though 
the  Court  needed  reform.  But  if  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  limited,  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  and 
he  approved,  he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell) 
would  not  object. 

Mr.  madden  said,  the  hon.  Member 
would  understand  that  he  did  not  intro- 
duce the  Bill,  nor  assented  to  the  second 
reading. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commitUd 
for  Thurnday  next. 

ENNISKILLEN,    BUNDOBAN,  AND   SLIQO 
BAILWAY  BILL  [bEPAYMBNT  OF   DEPOSIT]. 

Resolution  [June  13]  reported. 

*'That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  re- 
payment of  the  sum  of  Three  thousand  two 
hundred  and  seventy-five  pounds  Three  Pounds 
per  Centum  Consolidated  Annuities,  being  the 
sum  deposited  in  respect  of  the  application  to 
Parliament  for  *The  Enniskillen,  Bundoran, 
and  Sligo  Hallway  (Donegal  Extension)  and 
EnniskiUen  and  Bundoran  Extension  Railway 
(Abandonment)  Act,  1879/  which  in  pursuance 
of  section  thirty-six  of  that  Act  is  now  for- 
feited, together  with  any  interest  or  dividends 
thereon.'* 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That 
this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in 
the  said  Resolution." 

Debate  arising. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

bbistol  pobt  extension  bailways 
[cancellation  of  bond]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Retohed,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  release  of  the  sum  of  Seventy-seven  thou- 
sand and  twelve  pounds  three  shillings,  the 
amount  of  the  Bond,  dated  29th  July,  1864, 
entered  into  by  the  Bristol  Port  Extension 
Railway  Company  and  Charles  Waring  (since 
deceased)  and  Henry  Waring,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  Section  48  of  •*  The  Bristol  Port  Ex- 
tension Railways  Act,  1864,"  and  that  the 
Solicitor  to  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  shall  deliver  up  to  Henry 
Waring  and  the  Executors  of  the  kte  Charles 
Waring,  or  either  of  them,  the  said  Bond  in 
order  to  the  cancelling  thereof. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
aiter  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  Ibth  June,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— Jf'rr*^  Reading^ 

National  Debt  (Supplemental)*  (155). 
Committee — Report — Augmentation  of  Benefices 

Act  Amendment*  (78). 
Third  Reading— lAud  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1 887, 

Amendment*  (91);    Rochester  Bishopric* 

^98),  and  passed. 
Provisional  OaDER  Bills — First  Reading  — 

Gas  and  Water*   (166);    Water  (No.   2)* 

(167). 
^WHd  Mtading-^etto^Utafli  PoUce  *  (134). 


Committee — lieport—Vahlic  Health  (Scotland) 
(Denny  and  Dunipace  Water)  *  (136^. 

Third  Reading — Local  Government  (Poor  Law) 
(No.  4)*  (120);  Local  Government  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  5)  *(121) ;  Metropolitan  Commons 
(Chislehurst  and  St.  Paul's  Cray)  *  (122), 
and  passed. 

THE  AUSTRALIAN  COLONIES- 
CHINESE  IMMIGRANTS. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniea, 
Whether  he  could  communicate  to  the 
House  the  telegram  which  was  stated  to 
have  been  received  with  regard  to  the 
resolutions  adopted  at  the  Australasian 
Conference  recently  held  on  the  subject 
of  Chinese  immigration  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Lord  Knutsford),  in 
reply,  said  he  had  received  the  following 
telegram,  which,  he  thought,  would 
sufficiently  show  that  tho  hope  he  enter- 
tained that  the  matter  would  bo  fully 
and  carefully  discussed  from  all  points 
of  view  had  been  fully  justified. 

**  14th  June. — At  tho  Australasian  Conference 
held  in  Sydney  on  the  12th,  13th,  and  14th 
inst.,  at  which  the  colonies  of  New  South  Wales, 
Victoria,  South  Australia,  Queensland,  Tas- 
mania, and  Western  Australia  were  represented, 
the  question  of  Chinese  immigration  and  your 
cablegram  to  tho  Governor  of  South  Australia 
in  connection  therewith  were  fully  considered. 
The  members  of  the  Conference  are  sensible  of 
the  wish  of  Her  Majesty*s  Government  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  colonies,  and  have  specially  de<« 
liberated  upon  tho  possibility  of  securing  legis- 
lation which,  whilo  effective,  should  be  of  a 
character  so  far  as  possible  in  accordance  with 
the  feeling  and  views  of  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment. They  have  not  overlooked  the  political 
and  commercial  interests  of  the  Empire  nor  the 
commercial  interests  of  the  colonies.  In  1886 
the  total  exports  to  China  from  New  South 
Wales,  Victoria,  South  Australia,  Queensland, 
and  Tasmania  were  valued  at  £16,000  out  of  a 
total  export  trade  amounting  to  £38,700,000. 
Our  imports  from  China  in  the  same  year  were 
valued  at  £846,000.  While  the  custom  of  the 
colonies,  therefore,  is  very  valuable  to  China, 
that  country  offers  no  present  outlet  of  import- 
ance for  Australasian  trade.  There  has  never 
been  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  any  of  the 
colonies  to  close  their  markets  to  the  imports  of 
the  Chinese  Empire,  although  most,  if  not  all, 
of  them  are  now  produced  in  great  quantities  in 
the  British  Empire  of  India.  The  suggestion 
that  any  restrictions  which  are  to  bo  imposed 
should  be  of  a  general  nature,  so  as  to  give 
power  to  exclude  European  or  American  immi- 
grants, has  been  very  carefully  deliberated 
upon,  but  no  scheme  for  giving  effect  to  it  has 
been  found  practicable.  As  the  length  of  time 
to  be  occupied  in  negotiations  between  the  Im- 
perial Government  and  the  Government  of 
China  is  uncertain,  and  as  the  oolonies  in  th^ 
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take  strong  and  decisive  action  to  protect  their 
peoples ;  but,  in  so  doing,  they  have  been 
studious  of  Imperial  interests,  of  international 
obligations,  and  of  their  reputation  as  law* 
abiding  communities.  They  now  confidently 
rely  upon  the  support  and  assistance  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  their  endeavour  to 
prevent  their  country  from  boing  overrun  by 
an  alien  race,  who  are  incapable  of  assimilation 
in  the  body  politic,  strangers  to  our  civilization, 
out  of  sympathy  with  our  aspirations,  and 
unfitted  for  our  free  institutions,  to  which 
their  presence  in  any  number  would  be  a  source 
of  constant  danger." 


meantime  have  reason  to  dread  a  large  influx 
from  China,  the  several  Qovemraents  feel  im- 
pelled to  legislate  immediately  to  protect  their 
citizens  against  an  invasion  which  is  dreaded 
because  of  its  results,  not  only  upon  the  labour 
market,  but  upon  the  social  and  moral  condition 
of  the  people.    At  the  same  time  the  Con- 
ference is  most  anxious   that  Her   Majesty's 
Government  should  enter  into  communication 
with  the  Government  of  China,  with  a  view 
to  obtaining  as  soon  as  possible  a  treaty  under 
which  all   Chinese   except  oflicials,  travellers, 
merchants,  students,  and  similar  classes  should 
be    entirely  excluded    from    the  Australasian 
Colonies.  By  way  of  assisting  to  bring  about  such 
an  understanding  the  Conference  has  recom- 
mended the  abolition  of  the  poll  tax  now  levied 
upon  Chinese  immigrants.  While  believing  that 
the  local  legislation  now  proposed  will  accom- 
plish its  object,  the  Colonies  would  prefer  that 
the  exclusion  of  the  Chinese  should  be  brought 
about  by  international  agreement  of  a  friendly 
nature,   as  in  the  case  of  the  United  States. 
The  Conference  further  desires  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  should  induce  the  Govern- 
ments of  the  Crown  Colonies  of  Hong  Kong, 
Straits  Settlements,   and  Labuan  to  at  once 
prohibit  the  emigration  of  all  Chinese  to  the 
Australasian  Colonies,  unless  they  should  belong 
to  the  classes  above  mentioned.     The  Chinese 
who  may  claim  to  be  considered  British  subjects 
in  those  Colonies  are  very  numerous,  and  the 
certainty  that  their  migration  hither  was  pre- 
vented would  give  g^eat  and  general  satisfac- 
tion.   The  resolutions  arrived  at  by  the  Con- 
ference, and  which  have  been  embodied  in  a 
draft   Bill,  are  as  follows  : — 1.   That,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  Conference,  the  further  restric- 
tion of  Chinese  immigration  is  essential  to  the 
welfare  of  the  people  of  Australasia.     2.  That 
this  Conference  is  of  opinion  that  the  desired 
restriction  can  best  be  secured  through  the 
diplomatic  action  of  the  Imperial  Government 
and  by  uniform  Australasian  legislation.  3.  That 
this  Conference  resolves  to  consider  a  joint  re- 
presentation to  the  Imperial  Government  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  desired  diplomatic 
action.    4.  That  this  Conference  is  of  opinion 
that  the  desired  Australasian  legislation  should 
contain  the  following  provisions  :~(1)  That  it 
shall  apply  to  all  Chinese  with  specified  excep- 
tions ;    (2)  that  the  restriction  should  be  by 
limitation  of  the  number  of  Chinese  which  any 
vessel  may  bring  into  any  Australian  port  to 
one  passenger  to  every  500  tons  of  the  ship's 
burden ;   (3)  that  the  passage  of  Chinese  from 
one    Colony    to   another   without   consent  of 
the  Colony  which  they  enter  be  made  a  misde- 
meanour.    The  first  and    fourth    resolutions 
were  indorsed  by  all  the  Colonies  except  Tas- 
mania, who  dissented,  and  Western  Australia, 
who  did  not  vote ;  while  the  second  and  third 
were  carried  unanimously.    As  a  whole,  there- 
fore, they  faithfully  represent  the  opinion  of 
the  Parliaments  and  peoples  of  Australia.     In 
conclusion,  the  Conference  would  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  treatment  of  Chinese  in 
the  Australian   Colonies  has  been  invariably 
humane  and  considerate,  and  that  in  spite  of 
the  intensity   of  popular  feeling  during  the 
recant  sudden  influx  good  order  has  been  every- 
where maintained.    In  so  serious  a  crisis  the 
Colonial  Governments  have  felt  called  upon  to 

J^ord  Knutefori 


The  Earl  of  OAENARVON  asked 
who  had  sent  the  telegram  ? 

Lord  KNUTSFORD  said,  it  was  sent 
by  Lord  Oarrington  by  desire  of  the 
Conference. 

HIS    IMPERIAL   MAJESTY   THE   LATE 
GERMAN  EMPEROR. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury): 
My  Lords,  it  is  my  melancholy  duty  to 
announce  to  this  House  what,  no  doubt, 
is  already  known  to  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships— the  death  of  the  Emperor  of 
Germany.  I  need  not  say  how  deeply 
we  grieve  for  the  loss  of  one  so  justly 
valued  both  here  and  in  Germany.  Our 
Queen  has  lost  a  beloved  son-in-law, 
and  Germany  a  most  enlightened  ruler. 
It  will  be  your  Lordships*  desire  to  put 
on  formal  record  the  sympathy  which 
you  feel  for  the  afflicted  relatives,  and 
for  the  nation  that  has  lost  so  much.  I 
therefore  give  Notice,  according  to  pre- 
cedent, that  I  shall  move  an  Address  to 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen  and  an  Address 
to  Her  Imperial  Majesty  the  Empress 
of  Germany,  on  Monday  next. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  in  the  absence  of  my  noblo 
Friend  who  leads  the  Opposition  in  this 
House  (Earl  Granville),  and  who  is  pre- 
vented from  being  present,  I  should  not 
like  to  let  this  opportunity  pass  without 
saying  that  I  am  certain  that  every 
word  that  has  been  said  by  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  is  fully  echoed  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  If  I  may  be 
permitted  to  say  something  on  my  own 
behalf,  I  would  add  that,  apart  from 
the  high  respect  always  felt  for  one  in 
so  great  a  position  as  that  occupied  by 
the  late  Emperor,  and  the  admiration 
which  all  of  us  have  for  the  noble  quali- 
ties which  he  displayed  throughput  hi^ 
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career,  those  who  had  the  honour  of 
beiDg  personally  known  to  him  must 
have  felt  that  he  was  one  who  inspired 
the  deepest  feelings  of  attachment  to 
him  on  the  part  of  all  who  had  the  pri- 
vilege of  his  acquaintance. 

STREET  IMPROVEMENTS  (METRO- 

POLIS.) 

QUESTION.      OBSEBVATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  MEATH  asked  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  Whether  it  was  necessary  that 
Piccadilly  Circus,  one  of  the  principal 
sites  of  the  Metropolis,  should  be  dis- 
figured by  rough  balks  of  timber  sup- 
porting an  unsightly  wooden  railing 
placed  round  a  small  paved  space  in  the 
centre  of  the  Circus;  and,  if  so,  how 
long  Piccadilly  Circus  was  likely  to  re- 
main in  this  apparently  uncared  for  con- 
dition? He  supposed  that  the  balks 
of  timber  were  kept  in  their  present 
position  to  show  that  the  Metropolitan 
board  had  not  given  the  place  up  to  the 
public.  It  was  a  pity  that  this  spot, 
and  others  elsewhere,  should  be  sur- 
rounded by  unsightly  hoardings  when 
temporary  railings  could  be  set  up  on 
certain  days  in  the  year  to  prove  that 
there  had  been  no  dedication  to  the 
public.  He  Was  aware  that  the  Metro- 
politaii  Board,  as  regarded  its  health, 
was  in  a  very  unsatisfactory  condition,  and 
that  it  was  often  the  case  that  a  man  in 
extremis  looked  upon  mundane  affairs 
with  different  eyes  from  a  man  who  was 
strong  and  vigorous.  At  the  same  time, 
he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  might  be  able 
to  assure  their  Lordships  that  although 
the  life  of  the  Board  was  not  likely  to 
be  very  prolonged,  it  would  act  as  pri- 
vate individuals  were  supposed  to  act 
in  that  condition,  and  that  it  would  set 
its  affairs  in  order  so  as  to  transmit  them 
to  its  successor  in  a  satisfactory  state. 
He  might  add  that,  although  the  Board 
had  been  the  object  of  much  hard  hitting 
lately,  yet  he  was  certain  that  there 
were  large  numbers  of  the  public  who 
felt  that  they  owed  a  debt  of  gratitude 
to  the  Board  for  all  it  had  done  in  the 
way  of  improving  the  Metropolis,  especi- 
ally for  its  two  greatest  works— the 
main  drainage  of  London  and  the 
Thames  Embankment. 

Lord  MAGHERAMOENE  said,  he 
had  to  thank  the  noble  Earl  for  his  kind 
recognition  of  the  services  of  the  Metro- 


politan Board  of  Works,  which  had 
been,  and  were  now,  being  unduly,  and 
he  might  say  most  atrociously,  assailed 
in  many  quarters.  He  confessed  that 
there  were  subjects  which  he  would  not 
allude  to,  because  he  saw  present  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Herschell),  who  was  the  head  of  the 
Commission  which  was  investigating 
them,  and  he  would  not  have  touched 
on  the  subject  at  all  had  not  the  noble 
Earl  done  so;  but  he  should  not  be 
worthy  of  his  position  as  Chairman  of 
the  Board,  which  he  had  held  for  18 
years,  if  he  did  not  say  that  he  con- 
sidered the  great  bulk  of  his  colleagpies 
to  be  as  noble  and  as  straightforward 
men  as  any  in  either  that  or  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  He  said  that 
fearlessly,  and  he  defied  anybody  to 
prove  the  contrary.  When  he  was  asked 
whether,  when  they  retired,  they  would 
hand  on  to  those  who  should  succeed 
them  everything  in  the  best  possible  form, 
he  answered,  *' Yes,  we  will  do  it."  They 
would  stick  to  their  work  and  hand  it 
over  to  those  whom  Parliament  might 
select  to  succeed  them.  As  to  the  special 
point  of  the  noble  Earl's  Question,  he 
could  only  say  that  the  B6ard  was  now 
considering  what  should  be  done  with 
the  vacant  site  in  Piccadilly  Circus.  The 
balks  of  timber,  which  the  noble  Earl 
did  not  seem  to  think  pretty — and  he 
agreed  with  him — had  been  placed  there 
for  the  purpose  of  reserving  the  control 
of  the  Board  over  the  place,  it  beiuK 
undesirable  to  subject  it  to  the  unfettered 
discretion  of  the  Vestry.  Their  reason 
for  thus  acting  was  this.  Their  Lord- 
ships were  all  aware  that  wherever  there 
was  an  open  space  there  were  all  kinds 
of  ideas  as  to  what  should  be  done  with 
it,  and  many  suggestions  had  been  made 
and  many  plans  proposed  for  the  adorn- 
ment of  Uiis  site.  One  proposal  was 
that  a  statue  or  fountain  should  be 
erected ;  another  that  an  artistic  lamp- 
post should  be  set  up ;  and  a  third  that 
the  place  should  be  planted  with  trees. 
Another  fanciful  suggeition  was  very 
curious — namely,  that  a  retiring  room 
should  bo  built  underneath  it,  but 
this  idea  certainly  did  not  find  favour 
with  his  colleagues.  He  thought  the 
Metropolitan  Board  might  be  proud 
of  its  West  End  streets  and  of  the 
communication  at  this  particular  point ; 
and  they  were  anxious,  if  they  were  to 
die — and  it  seemed  they  were  to  die— 
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but  be  that  as  it  might,  they  would  like 
as  loDg  as  they  were  given  the  power 
in  their  own  days  to  put  something,  or  let 
somebody  else  put  up  something,  which 
would  be  a  credit  to  the  Metropolis,  in 
what  he  considered  to  be  one  of  the  best 
spaces  of  London.  There  were  so  many 
difiPerent  suggestions  that  the  matter 
required  careful  consideration.  They 
were  giving  it  that  consideration,  and 
he  hoped  before  they  were  extinguished 
that  they  should  be  able  to  give  an 
opinion  and  a  decision  on  that  important 
question,  and  he  would  assure  their 
Lordships  that  they  would  be  guided 
in  their  decision  by  the  desire  that  the 
adornment  of  this  fine  site  should  be  a 
credit  to  the  Metropolis. 


PBIYATB    AND    PROYISIONAL    OBDEE  GON- 
FIBMATION  BILLS. 

Ordered^  That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  72.  and 
82.  be  suspended  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Session. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Monday  next  a 

quarter  before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  Uth  June,  1888. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINTJTE8.]--New  Writ  Issubd— i^or  Kent 
(Isle  of  Thanet  Division),  r.  the  Right 
honble..  Edward  Hobert  King-Harman,  de- 
ceased. 

Sblbct  Committees  —  I%ird  Report  —  Army 
Estimates  [No.  225]. 

Special  Report — Committee  of  Selection  (Stand- 
ing Committees). 

Ways  and  Mbaks — conaidered  in  Committee — 
£5,670,712,  Consolidated  Fund. 

Private  Bills  {by  Order) — Third  Reading — 
Plymouth  and  Dartmoor  Kailway ;  Porth- 
dinlleyn  Railway,  and  patted. 

Public  Bills — Cotnmittee — Local  Government 
(England  and  Wales)  [182]  [Sixth  Nipht]— 
B.p. ;  Chistoms  (Wine  Duty)  [293]— lup. 

CoMfn  it  tee — Report —  Th  ird  Reading —  North  Sea 
Fisheries  [278].  and  passed. 

Third  i?e<irfi«^— National  Debt  (Supplemental) 
[264],  and  pasted. 

Provisional  Order  Bills — Second  Reading — 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ire- 
land) •  [277]  ;  Local  Government  (No.  12)* 
[284] ;  Local  Government  (No.  13)  •  [2871. 

J2^0r/~  Local  Government  (Poor  Law)  (No. 
7)  •  [272]  ;  Tramways  (No.  2}»  [242]. 

Lord  Magheramorn$ 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS., 

ENNISKILLEN,  BUNDORAN,  AND 

SLIGO  RAILWAY    BILL   [REPAYMENT 

OF  DEPOSIT]. 

RESOLUTION.      [aJOURNED   DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resumiD^  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [14th  June]. 

''That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  re- 
payment of  the  sum  of  Three  thousand  two 
hundred  and  seventy-five  pounds  Throe  pounds 
per  Centum  Consolidated  Annuities,  being  the 
sum  deposited  in  respect  of  the  application  to 
Parliament  for  *The  EnniskiUen,  Bundoran, 
and  Sligo  Railway  (Donegal  Extension)  and 
Enniskillen  and  Bunaoran  Extension  Railway 
(Abandonment)  Act  1879,'  which  in  pursuance 
of  section  thirty-six  of  that  Act  is  now  for- 
feited, together  with  any  interest  or  dividends 
thereon.'' 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  JORDAN  (Glare,  W.)  said,  he 
could  not  get    satisfactory  information 
with  regard  to  this  Bill.     He  had  asked 
a  Question  about  it  yesterday,  but  could 
not  obtain  a  satisfactory  reply.    He  had 
requested  to  be  informed  who  were  the 
sponsors  for  the  Bill  in  the  House,  as 
there  seemed  to  be  no  one  promoting 
the  measure  whatever;  but  his  query 
remained  unanswered.    Now,  in  1879, 
the  promoters  of  the  Donegal  Extension 
Bill  obtained  Parliamentary  powers  on 
condition   that    they    made  a  railway 
within  five  years.   Those  promoters  paid 
on  deposit  a  sum  of  £3,275  ;    but  this, 
in  1884,  was  forfeited  by  reason  of  the 
non- performance  of  the  conditions  upon 
which    the  Bill  was  obtained.      Now, 
after  nine  years  had  elapsed,  some  parties 
unknown  to  him  came  to  that  Houee 
and  sought  a  Bill  to  obtfdn  the  repay- 
ment of  this  £3,275  already  forfeited  to 
the  Treasury,  and  as  one  of  those  who 
came  from  the  centre  of  the  district  that 
would  have  been  largely  benefited  com- 
mercially by  the  railway,  and  as  Ohair- 
man  of  the  Town  Commissioners  in  that 
locality  who  aided  the  promoters  at  that 
time  to  obtain  the    Bill,   he   thought 
it  was  only  fair  that    he    should    be 
answered    when  he    asked   if   all  the 
necessary  conditions  had  been  fulfilled. 
The  Chairman  of  Committees  was  the 
only  perEon  in  the  House   who  could 
give    him  any  information    yesterday, 
and,  of  course,  that  was  not  satisfactory. 
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He  wanted  to  know  had  the  necessary 
notices    been  inserted    in    The  Dublin 
Gazeitey  and  he  desired,  also,  to  know 
whether  any  claim  for  compensation  had 
been  made,  and  if  any  payments  had 
been  made  in  respect  of  compensation  ? 
He  also  wished  to  ask  to  whom  the  money 
was  to  be  repaid  ?    One  gentleman,  Mr. 
McBimey,  Dublin,  who  was  connected 
with  the  promotion  of  the  former  Bill, 
and  who,  he  (Mr.  Jordan)  was  almost 
sure,  had  paid  the  whole  of  this  £3,275 
by  way  of  deposit,  was  now  dead.    An- 
otiier  gentleman,  Mr.  Bloomfield,  who 
was  connected  with  the  railway,    and 
who  had,  he  believed,  paid  no  money 
by  way  of  deposit,  however,  was  alive, 
and  he  (Mr.  Jordan)  should  not  like  to 
see  the  money  go  into  the  wrong  hands. 
He  should  like   to  see  it  paid  to  the 
proper  person — that  was  to  say,  to  the 
heirs  and  succesors  of  that  gentleman 
who  had  paid  it  originally  in  the  form 
of  a  deposit.    It  was  only  fair,  at  any 
rate,  that  he  (Mr.  Jordan)  should  have 
information  upon  the  subject,  being  in- 
terested in  the  part  of  the  country  to 
which  the  original    Bill  applied.     He 
would  move,  if  it  were  competent  for 
him  to  do  so,  that  the  Eesolution  be  re- 
ported upon  this  day  three  months. 

Mb.  SFEAKEE  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  is  not  competent 
for  him  to  make  that  Motion.  The  hon. 
Member  can  move  that  the  debate  be 
now  adjourned. 

Mb.  JOEDAN  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  delay  the  Bill.  All  he  wanted  was 
some  satisfactory  information  in  the 
matter.  It  would  be  as  well  for  him, 
perhaps,  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

The  CHAIEMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.CouBTNEY)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin)said, 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  he  would  pre- 
vent him  (Mr.  Courtney)  from  giving 
him  an  answer.  As  to  the  Motion  now 
before  the  House,  he  oould  satisfy  the 
hon.  Member  and  give  him  all  the  in- 
formation he  sought  in  the  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  had  correctly  stated  the 
facts.  This  railway  was  one  of  the  many 
projects  sanctioned  by  Parliament,  and 
subsequently  abandoned.  When  Par- 
liamentary powers  were  applied  for,  a 
deposit  was  paid  in  as  an  earnest  that 
the  railway  construction  was  to  be 
carried  out,  and  in  order  to  meet  any 
claim  which  might  arise  in  consequence 


of  the  action  of  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill.  That  deposit,  in  the  present  in- 
stance, as  the  hon.  Member  had  stated, 
owing  to  the  non-fulfilment  of  the  con- 
ditions upon  which  Parliamentary 
powers  were  given,  was  forfeited  to  the 
Crown.  This  Bill  was  a  release  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown  of  the  money  so  for- 
feited. The  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to 
be  assured  as  to  whether  any  demands 
for  compensation  had  been  settled,  and 
he  also  wished  to  be  certain  that  the 
money  would  be  paid  to  the  persons 
rightly  entitled  to  it.  This  Bill,  which 
was  in  the  strictest  accordance  with  all 
previous  measures  dealing  with  such 
questions,  released  the  claim  of  the 
Crown,  and  ordered  the  High  Court  in 
Dublin  to  pay  the  money  deposited, 
subject  first  of  all  to  the  payment  of  all 
claims  established  against  it  to  the  per- 
sons who  were  entitled  to  it,  and  who 
paid  the  money  in  the  first  instance,  or 
to  their  survivor  or  survivors.  The  first 
thing  the  High  Court  did  in  a  case  of 
this  kind  was  to  advertise  for  any  claims, 
and  when  claims  were  established,  after 
a  certain  interval  there  was  a  settlement, 
and  the  Court  proceeded  to  distribute 
the  money  to  those  entitled  to  it.  What- 
ever guarantees  the  hon.  Member  wished 
to  have  rested  with  the  High  Court, 
which  followed  the  ordinary  course  in 
regard  to  sums  paid  into  Court,  first  in 
advertising  for  claims,  then  in  examining 
those  claims,  and  paying  those  which 
were  genuine,  and,  subsequently,  in 
paying  the  remaining  money  to  those 
entitled  to  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  iDStniction  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Enniskillen,  Bundoran,  and  Sligo 
Railway  Bill,  that  they  have  power  to  make 
provision  therein  pursuant  to  the  said  Resolu- 
tion. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE, 

(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— SECRET  INQUIRY 

AT  FALCARRAGH,  CO.  DONEGAL. 

Mr.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.)  (for  Mr. 
T.,M.  Healy)  (Longford,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Does  Mr.  Hamilton,  B.M., 
deny  that  any  investigations  in  further- 
ance of  the  secret  inquiry  ho  was  hold- 
ing at  Falcarragh,  County  Donegal,  in 


2S9 


Criminal  Law  and 


COMMONS}      Troesdure,  ifc.  Act,  1887.    240 


respect  of  the  alleged  conspiracy  against 
Mr.  Olpherts,  a  local  landlord,  were 
conducted  in  Mr.  Olpherts*  house  by 
Detective  Beeves,  who  accompanies  and 
assists  Mr.  Hamilton  B.M.  ;  were 
Thomas  Carr,  Alexander  Wilson,  and 
James  Lindsay  examined  in  Mr. 
Olpherts'  library  by  Detective  Reeves 
in  presence  of  Mr.  Olpherts  and  his  son, 
or  were  they  questioned  at  all  by 
Reeves  ;  and,  if  bo,  by  whose  authority 
and  under  what  legal  process ;  was 
Thomas  Carr  asked  why  Mr.  Olpherts 
found  it  impossible  to  have  his  pigs  con- 
veyed last  month  to  Derry  Market,  and 
James  Lindsay  whether  he  was  told  that 
Mr.  Hugh  Boyle,  grocer,  Falcarragh, 
refused  to  fetch  a  little  box  to  Derry  for 
Mr.  Olpherts;  was  Brian  M'Callin,  a 
labourer  in  Mr.  Olpherts'  employment, 
taken  from  his  work  to  the  library,  and 
by  Beeves  asked  his  name,  his  residence, 
whether  Hugh  Boyle,  grocer,  Falcar- 
ragh, refused  in  his  presence  to  carry  to 
Derry  for  Mr.  Olpherts  a  certain  box, 
and  whether  he  had  any  information  to 
give ;  whether,  as  this  examination  had 
not  the  desired  result,  M'Callin  was  told 
to  go.  Beeves  remarking  to  Mr.  Olpherts 
that  there  was  no  use  in  bringing  that 
man  up  ;  and,  whether  Mr.  Hugh  Boyle, 
the  grocer  who  was  alleged  by  Beeves 
to  have  refused  to  carry  for  Mr. 
Olpherts,  was  then  summoned  before 
Mr.  Hamilton,  B.M.,  at  the  secret  in- 
quiry, and  sent  to  gaol  for  refusing  to 
answer  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  8ECBETABY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Resident  Magistrate  does  deny  the  al- 
legation contained  in  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  Question.  District  Inspector 
Beeves  reports  that  the  inquiries  he 
made  of  Mr.  Olpherts'  three  servants 
iiamed,  related  entirely  to  the  Boycot- 
ting of  that  gentleman,  which  was  not 
embraced  in  the  Bosident  Magistrate's 
inquiry.  He  did  see  these  servants  in 
Mr.  Olpherts'  house.  Mr.  Olpherts  and 
his  son  were  not  present.  The  District 
Inspector  acted  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duty.  Hugh  Boyle  is  a  public  carrier, 
also  a  grocer,  in  the  neighbourhood; 
and  it  was  in  regard  to  alleged  refusals 
on  his  part  to  carry  goods  for  Mr. 
Olpherts  that  District  Inspector  Beeves 
made  inquiries  of  Carr  and  Lindsay. 
He  likewise*  questioned  M'Callin.  Ho 
did  not,  however,  say  there  was  no  use 
in  bringing  him  up.    Hugh  Boyle  was  ' 
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examined  as  a  witness  before  the  Besi- 
dent  Magistrate  touching  the  Plan  of 
Campaign ;  and  refusing  to  answer 
questions  he  could  have  answered  in 
regard  to  that  conspiracy,  was  committed 
to  prison. 

The  LOBD  MAYOB  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  it  was 
by  direction,  and  with  the  knowledge  of 
the  magistrates,  that  Mr.  Beeves  held 
the  inquiry  ;  and  I  wish  to  know  if  the 
Government  have  a  right  to  hold  a 
private  and  unsworn  inquiry  in  a  private 
house,  preliminary  to  the  statutory  in- 
quiry at  the  Petty  Sessions  Court-house 
before  the  Magistrates  ? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  It  is  certainly 
in  the  power,  and  it  is  the  duty,  of  a 
police  officer  to  make  inquiries  when  a 
crime  has  been  committed.  This  is  not 
a  preliminary  inquiry  under  Section  1  of 
the  Crimes  Act,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  think.  It  is  quite  clear  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  entirely 
confused  two  different  inquiries  which 
were  going  on  at  the  same  time,  or 
nearly  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Were  the  witnesses 
who  were  examined  by  Beeves  at  Mr. 
Olpherts'  house  afterwards  summoned 
to  the  sworn  inquiry,  and  questioned  on 
the  same  affairs  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  He  was  not 
questioned  on  the  same  affairs.  Boyle 
was  alleged  to  be  guilty  of  two  separate 
offences  —  one  was  Boycotting  Mr. 
Olpherts.  The  other  subject  on  which 
he  was  supposed  to  be  able  to  give 
evidence  was  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
He  was  examined  on  one  point  by  the 
police  officer,  and  on  the  other  by  the 
magistrate. 

Mr.  HENBY  H.  F0WLEB(  Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman state  under  what  authority, 
either  in  this  country  or  in  Ireland, 
have  police  officers  a  right  to  hold  such 
an  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  understand 
it  was  the  universal  practice  both  in  this 
country  and  in  Ireland. 

Mr  CONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) inquired  on  what  authority  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  Boyle  could 
answer  questions  about  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  have  no 
doubt  he  could  have  done  so. 
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THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)— REGENrS 

PARK. 

Mb.  NORRIS (Tower  Hamlets, Lime- 
house)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  If  he  is  able  to  state  that  such 
arrangements  have  now  been  made  with 
Sir  Charles  Warren,  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  Police,  as  to  ensure  proper  con- 
trol and  supervision  in  and  around  the 
Regent's  Park,  with  a  view  to  prevent 
a  recurrence  of  the  disgraceful  scenes 
which  have  for  some  time  past  taken 
place  there  ;  if  he  proposes  to  have  the 
vacant  grass  land  between  Gloucester 
Gate  and  the  North  Gate  properly  en- 
closed, or  to  adopt  other  means  for 
public  security  and  the  prevention  of 
misconduct  within  the  area  of  the  Park  ; 
and,  if  he  will  define  the  relative  posi- 
tion of  the  ''  Woods  and  Forests,"  the 
'  Department  of  Works,"  and  the  police, 
with  reference  to  the  Park  and  roads, 
and  state  the  Acts  of  Parliament  under 
which  their  duties  are  respectively 
carried  out  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plxjnket)  (Dublin  University):  The 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  has  made 
certain  alterations  in  the  system  of  pa- 
trolling the  roads  in  Regent's  Park, 
which  have,  I  believe,  ensured  a  better 
control  of  disorderly  persons;  and  I 
have  put  myself  in  communication  with 
the  Crown  Estates  Paving  Commis- 
sioners, with  a  view  to  improving  the 
lighting  of  the  Inner  Circle — a  change 
which.  I  am  assured  by  the  Police 
Authorities  will  greatly  assist  them  in 
the  performance  of  their  duties.  The 
enclosing  of  the  grass  land  between 
Gloucester  Gate  and  the  North  Gate 
would,  I  think,  prevent  a  considerable 
amount  of  misconduct  in  that  part  of 
the  Park;  and  I  have  applied  to  the 
Treasury  to  sanction  the  necessary  ex- 
pense of  such  enclosure.  As  to  the 
third  paragraph,  of  the  Question,  I  am 
afraid  I  can  not  add  much  to  the  defini- 
tion which  I  gave  in  answer  to  my  hon. 
Friend  on  the  7th  of  this  month,  except 
to  say  that  the  Acts  of  Parliament  on 
which,  that  definition  rests  are,  as  re- 
gards the  position  of  the  Woods  and 
Forests  and  the  Department  of  Works, 
the  14  &  15  Vict.,  o.  42,  sees.  22  &  23 ; 
as  regards  the  duties  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  within  Regent's  Park  the  35  & 
36  Vict.^  c.  15,  sees.  7  &  8. 


BANKRUPTCY  ACT  (IRELAND) -J.  R. 
GUY  AND  THOMAS  MORONEY. 

Mr.  MURPHY(Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  John 
R.  Guy,  a  bankrupt,  was  within  the 
past  year  tried  and  convicted  by  a  jury 
on  a  charge  of  concealment  of  property 
and  other  offences  against  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act,  and  sentenced  to  six  months' 
imprisonment ;  whether  he  was  released 
by  order  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  after 
a  few  weeks'  imprisonment ;  whether 
Thomas  Moroney  has  been  now  confined 
in  prison  for  more  than  a  year,  without 
any  trial  or  conviction,  on  a  commit- 
ment by  the  Judge  for  unsatisfactory 
answering  in  the  Bankruptcy  Court; 
and,  whether  the  Lord  Lieutenant  will 
order  the  release  of  Thomas  Moroney  aa 
well  as  of  John  R.  Guy  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)(  Manchester,  E.),  inreply,  said, 
John  R.  Guy  was  released  by  direction 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  upon  the  medical 
officer's  Report  that  further  confinement 
would  endanger  his  life.  There  did  not 
appear  to  be  any  ground  to  apprehend 
that  further  imprisonment  would  en- 
danger the  life  of  Thomas  Moroney,  and 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  had,  therefore,  no 
power  to  interfere. 

TRAMWAYS   ACTS    (IRELAND)  —  PRO  • 
VISIONAL  ORDERS. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  several  Orders  in 
Council  under  the  Irish  Tramways  Acta 
were  passed  more  than  two  years  ago, 
which  the  promoters  have  never  since 
taken  out,  and  on  which  the  required 
deposits  of  5  per  cent  on  the  estimates 
of  the  works  have  not  been  paid ;  whe- 
ther the  lines  so  sanctioned  are  mostly 
narrow  gauge  with  excessively  steep 
gradients,  similar  to  the  Skull  and 
Skibbereen  Tramway,  which  has  proved 
a  complete  failure  ;  whether  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Irish  Public  Works  has 
reported  against  this  class  of  tramways 
and  against  the  adoption  of  any  but  the 
standard  Irish  railway  guage ;  whether 
serious  liabilities  are  entailed  on  the 
ratepayers  should  the  promoters  fail  to 
complete  and  work  the  lines  once  their 
construction  has  been  commenced ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  foregoing  cir- 
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cumstances,  the  Privy  Council  ^ill  at 
once  cancel  all  Tramway  Orders  which 
have  been  lying  over  for  a  consider- 
able time,  and  have  not  been  taken 
up,  and  on  which  the  deposits  have  not 
been  paid  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mb.  A. 
J.  Balfouk)  (Manchester,  E.) :  There 
are  five  cases  in  which  Committees  of 
the  Privy  Council  more  than  two  years 
ago  recommended  Orders  undertheTram- 
ways  Acts,  and  in  which  the  promoters 
have  failed  to  take  further  action.  Two  of 
the  lines  so  recommended  were  of  the 
narrow  guage.  There  are  no  Orders  to 
be  cancelled,  as  no  such  Orders  have 
been  made.  If  Orders  should  be  ap- 
plied for  in  cases  which  have  been 
lying  over  for  a  considerable  time,  the 
Privy  Council,  before  proceeding  further 
with  them,  would  no  doubt  take  into 
consideration  the  lapse  of  time  and  other 
circumstances  which  have  occurred  since 
the  lines  were  recommended  and  see 
that  no  injustice  is  done. 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD   OF  WORKS— 
THE  BLACKWALL  TUNNEL. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Knutsford  Division  of 
Cheshire,  On  what  grounds  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  have  changed 
their  original  intention  of  proceeding  at 
once  with  the  vehicular  tunnel  at  Black- 
wall  ;  when  does  the  Board  expect  to  be 
able  to  commence  the  vehicular  tunnel ; 
how  long  will  it  take  to  complete  the 
foot  tunnel ;  and,  what  is  the  estimated 
cost? 

Mr.  TATTON  EGEETON  (Cheshire, 
Knutsford):  In  answer  to  the  hon. Mem- 
ber's first  Question,  I  must  refer  him  to 
my  answer  given  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  Bow 
Division  (Sir  John  Colomb).  The  Board 
will  be  ready  to  enter  into  the  first  con- 
tract as  soon  as  the  question  of  re- 
housing the  artizans  displaced  on  the 
north  approach  has  been  decided  by  the 
Home  Secretary,  to  whom  an  early 
application  will  be  made  to  allow  of 
re  -  housing  in  adjoining  workmen's 
houses  and  unoccupied  artizans'  dwell- 
ings, constructed  on  surplus  land  sold 
by  the  Board.  The  general  plans  have 
to  be  approved  by  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy, the  Dock  and  Hailway  Com- 
panies,  and  they  will  be  laid  before 
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them  within  10  days.  The  Board's 
engineer  advises  us  the  first  tunnel  will 
be  complete  in  12  months  from  date  of 
commencement.  The  estimate  from 
drawings  will  not  be  made  until  their 
general  approval. 

LITERATURE,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART— THE 
NATIONAL  GALLERY— RENEWAL  OF 
THE  GRANT. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther application  has  been  made  on  behalf 
of  the  National  Gallery  Trustees  for  the 
renewal  of  the  grant  of  £10,000  to  the 
Gallery  for  the  purchase  of  pictures ; 
whether  any  reply  has  been  received; 
and,  whether  he  would  have  any  objec- 
tion, when  complete,  to  lay  a  copy  of 
this  Correspondence  upon  the  Table  ? 

The  CHANCELLOKof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  The  House  is  familiar 
with  the  arrangement  concluded  in  1885, 
on  the  occasion  of  the  purchase  of  two 
pictures  from  the  Blenheim  Collection 
for  £87,500.  In  assenting  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  this  very  large  sum  of 
money  the  then  Board  of  Treasury  inti- 
mated to  the  Trustees  of  the  National 
Gallery  that  the  ordinary  purchase  grant 
of  £10,000  a-year  would  be  suspended 
for  some  years,  and  this  decision  was 
made  known  to  Parliament.  At  the 
same  time,  the  then  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers)  expressed  his 
readiness  to  consider  favourably  any 
proposal  of  the  Trustees  should  any 
exceptionally  advantageous  opportunity 
occur  of  acquiring  works  of  a  repre- 
sentative character,  and  of  a  school  or 
period  of  which  examples  are  wanting  in 
the  Gallery.  Since  1885  several  appli- 
cations have  been  made  by  the  Trustees 
for  a  renewal  of  the  purchase  grant; 
but,  so  far  as  I  have  had  to  deal  with 
them,  I  have  said  frankly  that  I  was 
not  prepared  to  depart  from  the  arrange- 
ment made  in  1885.  I  consider  that  con- 
tinuity of  policy  is  indispensable  in  such 
matters,  on  pain  of  Parliament  never 
putting  faith  m  declarations  of  intention 
made  by  the  Executive  Government ; 
and  so  I  have  refused  to  entertain  ap- 
plications for  a  renewal  of  the  annual 
grant. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  lay  the 
Correspondence  on  the  Table  ? 
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Mb.  GOSCHEN  eaid,  he  thought  that 
no  public  advantage  would  be  seryed  by 
doing  80.  Such  a  practice  was  likely  to 
lead  to  the  members  of  Departments 
adopting  a  controversial  style  of  corre- 
spondence instead  of  writing  in  a  busi- 
ness-like manner. 

INLAND  REVENUE— EXCISE- 
LICENCES  TO  BREWERS'  HOUSES. 

Mr.  CALEB  WEIGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Leigh)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  If  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Beturn 
showing  the  number  of  new  licences 
granted,  and  of  old  licences  renewed,  or 
refused  to  be  renewed,  by  the  Licensing 
Justices  during  each  year  since  the  pass- 
ing of  *'  The  Licensing  Act,  1874  "  (No. 
338,  August,  1883);  in  continuation  of 
that  Return  to  the  end  of  1887,  and  in 
reference  to  every  licence  refused  re- 
newal, to  state  whether  the  licence  has 
one,  two,  or  three  endorsements,  or 
none ;  and  also  showing  the  number  of 
licensed  premises  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  owned  by  brewers  and 
distillers  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Long)  (Wilts, 
Devizes)  (who  replied)  said  :  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  promise  made  on  the 
14th  of  May,  the  Home  Office  is  en- 
deavouring to  obtain  information  as  to 
the  number  of  victuallers',  beer-house, 
and  other  licences  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors,  the  renewal  of  which  has 
been  refused  in  the  year  1886  and  four 
preceding  years  by  the  Justices  of  each 
Licensing  District,  showing  in  each  case 
the  ground  of  refusal,  especially  when 
such  ground  was,  in  any  instance,  that 
the  licence  was  not  required,  and  show- 
ing also  the  result  of  appeal,  if  any. 
Pending  this  Return  the  Government 
could  not  assent  to  a  Motion  for  the 
Return  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member. 
It  would  be  impossible  to  obtain  infor- 
mation as  to  the  number  of  licences 
owned  by  brewers. 

CIVIL    SERVICE   EXAMINATIONS- 
ERROR  IN  AN    EXAMINATION  PAPER. 

Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
in  an  examination  paper  on  arithmetic 
set  at  an  open  competition  for  female 
derkdiips  held  in  March,  1888,  the  fol- 
lowing question  was  put : — 


''  4.  Express  15,  35,  63,  and  72  as  decimals 
of  their  least  common  multiple.  If  the  product 
of  these  decimals  be  multiplied  by  the  cube  of 
the  least  common  multiple  of  the  given  numbers 
and  divided  by  their  greatest  common  measure, 
show  that  the  result  is  unity.  Explain  the 
reason  of  this  in  general  terms  without  at- 
tempting the  full  numerical  calculation ;  " 

whereas  the  result  ought  to  have  been 
945  and  not  unity ;  whether  any  steps 
were  taken  to  inform  the  competitors  of 
the  error  in  the  question ;  and,  whether 
he  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  to  this  case,  with 
a  view  to  the  prevention  of  similar  mis- 
takes, which  must  tend  to  embarrass 
competitors  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jacksoh) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  (1)  The  question  was 
given  as  stated  above ;  (2)  the  error  was 
not  discovered  in  time  to  allow  all  can- 
didates to  be  informed  of  the  alteration 
that  should  be  made,  and  therefore  no 
candidate  was  informed  of  it ;  (3)  the 
answers  to  this  question  were  specially 
examined  a  second  time  to  obviate  any 
possibility  of  hardship  ;  and  (4)  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners  do  their  ut- 
most to  prevent  the  occurrence  of  errors ; 
but  in  all  examination  papers  tJiere 
must  be  a  possibility,  however  carefully 
guarded  against,  of  mistakes  being 
made. 

TRAWLING    (SCOTLAND)    BILL- BEAM 

TRAWLING. 

Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,Whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  consent  to  allow  the  Trawling 
(Scotland)  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time 
on  the  understanding  that  a  Proviso  will 
be  inserted  in  Committee  authorising 
the  Fishery  Board,  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  to  make 
orders  from  time  to  time  authorising 
beam  trawling  in  specified  areas  in  cases 
where  it  is  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Fishery  Board  that  such  trawling 
will  not  be  injurious  to  the  industry  of 
the  line  fishermen  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drews Universities) :  The  Government 
are  not  prepared  to  assent  to  the  course 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member.  The 
question  is  one  which  should  be  dealt 
with  in  a  Government  Bill  and  not  in  a 
Bill  brought  in  by  a  private  Member. 
The  Government  are  not  prepared  to 
take  action  at  present. 
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LOSS  OF  LIFE  AT  SEA-EXAMINA- 
TIONS FOR  BOATSWAINS,  &c.— LEGIS- 
LATION. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PEARCE  (Lanark, 
GoTan)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  his  intention  to 
introduce  a  short  Bill,  or  otherwise  give 
effect  to  the  following  recommendations 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Loss  of  Life 
at  Sea : — 

**That  a  simple  professional  examination 
should  be  required  for  the  rating  of  boatswains 
and  carpenters  ;  that  seamen  with  the  rating  of 
A.B.  should  bo  required  to  have  continuous 
records  of  their  services ;  and  that  advance 
notes  should  be  legalised,  but  strictly  limited  in 
all  cases  to  the  advance  of  one  month's  wages  ?  ** 

The  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.)»  in  reply, 
said  he  had  given  directions  for  clauses 
to  be  drawn  dealing  with  the  three 
Recommendations  to  which  his  hon. 
Friend  referred.  Ho  proposed  to  circu- 
late those  clauses  among  the  Associa- 
tions and  other  persons  connected  with 
shipping ;  and  if  the  replies  he  received 
were  so  generally  favourable  as  to  lead 
him  to  imagine  that  legislation  on  the 
subject  would  be  non-contentious,  he 
would  try  to  find  an  opportunity  for  it 
this  year ;  otherwise,  he  feared  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  do  so. 

LAW  AND  POLICE-ARREST    AND  DE- 
TENTION OF  MR.  JOHN  MARA. 

Me.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  the  fresh  evidence 
has  yet  been  forthcoming  against  Mr. 
John  Mara,  detained  on  remand  by  Mr. 
Newton  on  the  charge  of  picking  pockets, 
made  against  him  on  June  2  by  two  de- 
tectives ;  if  he  could  state  what  was  the 
evidence  on  which  Mr.  Mara  was  arrested 
and  remanded ;  what  is  the  nature  of  the 
expected  evidence  for  which  he  is  de- 
tained, who  are  the  witnesses  for  whom 
the  police  are  now  searching,  and  have 
they  yet  been  found ;  if  they  are  not  yet 
found,  how  long  a  time  is  it  customary 
to  detain  prisoners  on  suspicion  of  com- 
mitting a  crime  against  whom  no  evi- 
dence justifying  committal  or  conviction 
is  forthcoming ;  on  what  ground  did  Mr. 
Newton  refuse  the  bail  that  has  already 
been  tendered ;  is  there  any  limit  to  the 
powers  of  the  police  to  arrest  on  suspi- 
cion ;  if  so,  what  are  those  limits ;  is 
there  any  limit  to  the  powers  of  a  police 


magistrate  to  remand  waiting  further 
evidence;  and,  will  he  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  notes  of  the 
evidence  given  in  Mr.  Newton's  Court 
at  Marlborough  Street  in  this  case  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  magistrate  that  the 
case  will  be  further  heard  to-morrow. 
Mara  was  remanded  on  evidence  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  magistrate,  made 
out  aprtrnd  facte  case  of  attempting  to 
pick  the  pockets  of  ladies  at  a  crossing 
in  Hyde  Park.  The  magistrate  does 
not  know  the  nature  of  the  evidence 
which  will  be  given  to-morrow.  He 
informs  me  that  it  is  customary  to  detain 
a  prisoner  charged  with  an  offence  of 
this  nature  until  all  the  evidence  is  heard. 
The  magistrate,  in  the  exercise  of  his 
discretion,  refused  bail  after  hearing  the 
evidence.  The  police  have  by  statute 
the  power  to  arrest  any  person  whom 
they  have  good  cause  to  suspect  of 
having  committed,  or  being  about  to 
commit,  a  felony.  The  power  to  remand 
is  entirely  within  the  magistrate's  dis- 
cretion. I  must  decline  to  lay  the  notes 
of  evidence  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
as  the  hon.  Member  will  feel  that  it 
would  be  most  improper  that  the  House 
of  Commons  should  interfere  with  the 
discretion  of  a  magistrate  in  dealing 
with  a  part-heard  case  in  a  Court  of 
criminal  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  CAINE  asked,  on  what  ground 
the  magistrate  had  refused  bail  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  it  was  in  the 
exercise  of  his  discretion. 

Mr.  CAINE  gave  Notice  that  he  would 
repeat  the  Question  on  Monday. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL-SCHOOL  BOARD  FOR 
LONDON— TRANSFER  TO  THE  LON- 
DON  COUNTY  COUNCIL. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
born)  (for  Sir  Richard  Temple)  (Wor- 
cester, Evesham)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
he  will  exempt  the  School  Board  for 
London  from  any  liability  under  the 
Local  Government  Bill  to  have  its  duties 
and  responsibilities  transferred  to  the 
London  County  Council  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Long)  (Wilts, 
Devizes)  (who  replied)  said :  There  is 
no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  duties  and  responsibilities 
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of  the  School  Board  for  London  should 
be  transferred  to  the  London  Countj 
Council ;  and  when  Clause  8  of  the 
Local  Government  Bill  is  reached  in 
Committee,  the  Government  will  be  quite 
prepared  to  consider  anj  Amendment 
with  the  view  of  showing  clearly  that  no 
Bucharrangement  maybe  made  under  the 
clause. 

COUNTY  ELECTORS  ACT,  1888  -  DE- 
CLARATIONS  FOR  PARLIAMENTARY 
ELECTORS. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  Whether  in  the  County 
Electors  Act  of  May  16,  1888,  Clause  6, 
Section  1,  the  date  fixed  for  sending  in 
declarations—  namely,  September  5,  ap- 
plies to  boroughs  and  counties  for  Par- 
liamentary and  Municipal  Registers  as 
well  as  to  the  new  County  Registers,  or 
whether  the  date  which  has  hitherto 
been  fixed — namely,  September  12,  will 
remain  the  last  day  for  sending  in  de- 
clarations for  Parliamentary  elections  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's),  in  reply, 
said,  that  Section  6  (1)  of  the  County 
Electors  Act  made  September  5  the  last 
day  for  sending  in  declarations. 

METROPOLIS  —  HOSPITAL  SUNDAY 
FUND— COLLECTIONS  IN  THE  PARKS 
AND  OPEN  SPACES. 

Mb.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  on  Feb- 
ruary 24,  1888,  he  approved  an  addition 
to  the  by-laws  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  under  which  additional  by-law 
the  collections  for  the  Hospital  Sunday 
Fund  have  since  been  prevented  on  the 
open  spaces  under  the  control  of  the 
Board;  whether  he  is  aware  that. one 
prosecution  has  been  actually  com- 
menced, and  other  prosecutions  are  now 
being  threatened  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  against  working  men 
and  others  for  making  collections  on 
such  open  spaces  in  connection  with 
otherwise  lawful  public  objects;  whe- 
ther he  will  state  to  the  House  the  facts 
on  which  his  decision  to  create  this  new 
offence  was  based ;  whether  public  col- 
lections have  been  for  more  than  40 
J  ears  made  on  the  open  spaces  of  the 
(etropolis  for  political;  social^  and  pub- 


lic charitable  objects;  and,  whether  he 
will  state  any  cases  of  evil  resulting 
therefrom  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir ;  at  the  time  named  I  did  approve  a 
by-law  prohibiting  persons  from  solicit- 
ing or  gathering  money  in  certain  Parks 
and  open  spaces  from  persons  frequenting 
the  same.  I  have  not  been  able  to  as- 
certain at  present  whether  the  Hospital 
Sunday  Fund  collection  has  been  pre- 
vented under  this  by-law.  I  am  informed 
by  the  Board  that  in  two  or  three  cases 
the  names  of  the  offenders  have  been 
taken,  the  Board  awaiting  the  result  of 
the  case  now  pending  before  a  magis- 
trate. In  1887  complaint  was  made  to 
the  Board  by  a  ratepayer  that  the  prac- 
tice of  soliciting  money  after  meetings 
was  being  abused.  A  Committee  of 
the  Board  thereon  made  inquiry ;  and 
they  found  reason  to  believe  that  certain 
persons  availed  themselves  of  the  per- 
mission to  hold  public  meetings  for  the 
sake  of  collecting  money  for  their  own 
purposes,  and  made  a  living  by  it.  I 
cannut  say  whether  collections  have 
been  made  for  more  than  40  years  in  the 
open  spaces  of  the  Metropolis ;  but  I  am 
informed  by  the  Board  that  it  has  not 
until  recently  been  the  practice  in  the 
Parks  under  their  control.  The  Board 
do  not  allege  any  evil  result  beyond 
annoyance  of  which  members  of  the 
public  complained ;  and  they  proposed 
the  by-law  with  the  view  of  protecting 
the  public  from  the  abuse  to  which  the 
practice  was  liable. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  Home  Secretary,  whether  he 
was  aware  that  under  this  by-law  the 
Sunday  music  provided  by  the  Sunday 
League  in  the  Parks  would  be  abso- 
lutely stopped,  as  no  collections  could  be 
made? 

Mr.  J.  ROWLA.NDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
inquired  whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  it  would  be  for  the 
public  benefit  to  stop  the  collection  for 
this  music  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  he  had 
given  all  the  information  in  his  posses- 
sion to  the  House.  The  practice  had 
grown  up  quite  recently  in  the  Parks 
under  the  control  of  the  Board.  He 
would  inquire  whether  any  evils  had 
resulted  from  these  public  collections. 

Mb.  BRADLAUQH  asked  whether, 
as  a  m^ttor  of  ordinary  law,  persoz^s 
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oonld  not  be  prosecuted  if  they  asked 
for  money  for  private  purposes  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  he  never 
attempted  to  solve  questions  of  ordinary 
law  with  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  J.  EO  WLANDS  asked,  what  was 
the  custom  with  regard  to  those  Parks 
which  were  not  under  the  control  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  he  was 
not  aware,  but  would  inquire. 

Mr.  CUNNINQHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  whether,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  disturbance  might  pro- 
bably arise  from  the  cairying  out  of  this 
by-law,  he  would  order  that  these  pro- 
secutions should  be  discontinued  where 
the  collection  had  been  made  for  a  bond 
fide  political  meeting  ? 

Mr.  MATTHE  wS  said,  he  was  afraid 
it  was  beyond  his  power  to  make  such 
an  order. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  that  as  this 
was  a  matter  affecting  the  whole  of  the 
Metropolis,  and  as  these  collections  had 
been  made  for  a  period  of  over  30  years, 
he  should,  in  the  event  of  obtaining  no 
more  satisfactory  answer  on  Monday, 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  to 
call  attention  to  the  subject  as  a  matter 
of  urgent  public  importance. 

LABOURERS  (IREIAND)  ACT-EREC- 
TION OF  LABOURERS  COTTAGES— 
FERMOY  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  on  the  2nd  of  May  last  a  Resolution 
was  carried  by  the  Board  making  the 
expenses  of  the  erection  a  Divisional 
instead  of  a  Union  charge ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Local  Government  Board  will 
insist  on  the  Guardians  furthering  the 
construction  of  suitable  dwellings  for 
the  poor  labourers  at  this  the  most  suit- 
able time  of  the  year  for  building  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  shall 
now  reply  to  the  Question  in  the  form 
in  which  it  appeared  on  yesterday's 
paper.  It  is  the  fact  that  the 
erection  of  157  cottages  has  been 
authorized  in  the  Fermoy  Union ;  1 3 
cottages,  authorized  by  Provisional 
Order  confirmed  by  Parliament  in 
1884,  have  been  built;  144  others  were 
authorized  by  Provisional  Order  made 
in  June,  1887;  but  none  of  these  have 
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yet  been  built.  The  latter  Order  became 
absolute  in  October  last,  and  an  arbi- 
trator was  appointed  by  the  Board  of 
Works  in  February  last ;  but  the  arbi- 
tration proceedings  necessarily  took  some 
time.  The  Board  of  Guardians  origi- 
nally made  the  whole  Rural  Sanitary 
District  the  area  of  charge,  and  it  was 
accordingly  so  fixed  by  the  Provisional 
Order  of  1887.  Such  a  resolution  as 
that  referred  to  was  passed  by  the  Guar- 
dians in  May  last,  but  it  was  inoperative 
inasmuch  as  the  Guardians  have  no 
power  to  alter  an  area  of  charge  deter- 
mined by  a  Provisional  Order  which  has 
become  absolute.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, the  Local  Government  Board 
cannot  take  any  steps  with  the  view  of 
compelling  the  Guardians  to  hasten  their 
proceedings  in  the  case. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— ACTION  AGAINST  '*THE 
TIMES." 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General 
Whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  the 
suggestion  which  has  appeared  in  the 
public  Press,  in  reference  to  an  im- 
pending action  against  The  Ttmes^  to 
the  efi^ect  that  the  Government  have 
placed  at  his  disposal  information  re- 
specting the  Irish  Members  of  this 
House  which  is  in  the  possession  of  the 
Government  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiCHAKD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  : 
I  have  not  seen,  nor  have  I  any  know- 
ledge of,  any  suggestion  or  statements 
which  have  appeared  in  the  Press.  The 
hon.  Member  must,  I  think,  be  aware 
that  I  should  be  guilty  of  gross  breach 
of  duty  if  I  were,  directly  or  indirectly, 
to  answer  this  Question,  or  to  make  any 
statement  respecting  it  from  which  any 
inference,  direct  or  indirect,  could  be 
drawn 

The*  lord  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.):  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment is  not  under  a  similar  obligation  ; 
and  I  would  ask  him  if  the  Government 
have  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Attorney  General,  for  the  purposes  of  a 
private  action,  any  real  or  imaginary  in- 
formation ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,,  E.) :  I  abso- 
lutely decline  to  give  any  information 
whateyer. 
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PERU    AND    CHILI— THE    PERUVIAN 
BONDHOLDERS. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberbeen,  N.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
a  ^rotoool  was  signed  in  Santiago,  on 
the  11th  of  April  last,  between  Senor 
Don  Augusto  Matte,  Chilian  Minister 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  and  Hugh  Fraser, 
Esq.,  Her  Majesty's  Minister,  resident 
in  Chili,  relating  to  the  terms  of  a  con- 
tract known  as  the  Grace- Aranlbar  Con- 
tract, recently  entered  into  between  the 
Peruvian  Bondholders  Committee  and 
the  Gh>vernment  of  Peru  ;  if  it  is  a  fact 
that  in  that  Protocol  it  is  clearly  repre- 
sented that  Chili  will  submit  to  no 
departure  from  the  terms  of  her  Treaty 
of  Peace  with  Peru,  and  that  Mr. 
Fraser,  in  signing  the  Protocol,  assented 
thereto  ;  whether,  since  the  said  Proto- 
col was  signed,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  received  any  other  proposals  in 
writing  from  the  Chilian  Government 
for  a  settlement  of  the  claims  of  Peru- 
vian bondholders ;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  said  Protocol, 
and  the  other  proposals,  if  any,  of  the 
Chilian  Government  ? 

The  under  SEOEETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
(Chatham)  :  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
will  allow  me  to  answer  this  Question. 
On  the  12th  of  April  last  Mr.  Fraser 
announced  that  the  Chilian  Govern- 
ment had  made  confidential  proposals 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Articles  of  the 
Grace-Aranlbar  Contract  to  which  they 
had  taken  exception,  and  also  proposals 
for  the  settlement  of  the  claims  of  the 
bondholders  against  Chili.  These  pro- 
posals, so  far  as  relates  to  the  contract, 
have  been  transmitted  in  the  form  of  a 
Protocol,  which  was  signed  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  at  Santiago  ad  referen- 
dum :  and  the  Chilian  Government,  in  a 
separate  document,  have  submitted  cer- 
tain bases  of  arrangement  for  a  combined 
settlement  of  the  bondholders'  claims  on 
Chili  and  Peru.  The  proposals,  being 
confidential,  cannot  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

THE    AUSTRALUN    COLONIES- 
CHINESE  IMMIGRANTS. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HE  ATON  (Canter- 
\\a^)  aal^ed  the  IJnder  Secretary    of 


State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  was 
in  a  position  to  give  the  House  the  sub- 
stance of  any  cable  messages  received 
from  Australia  embodying  the  result  of 
the  Conference  at  Sydney  on  the  Chinese 
question  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETABY  op 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  pe  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  I  will  read  to  the 
House  a  telegram  which  has  been  re- 
ceived this  morning  from  the  Governor 
of  New  South  Wales,  reporting  the 
result  of  the  Conference  held  at  Sydney. 
Tlie  telegram  is  as  follows  : — 

*'  14th  June. — At  the  Australasian  Conference 
held  in  Sydney  on  the  12th,  13th,  and  14th 
instant,  at  which  the  Colonies  of  New  South 
Wales,  Victoria,  South  Australia,  Queensland, 
Tasmania,  and  Western  Australia  were  repre- 
sented, the  question  of  Chinese  immigration, 
and  your  cablegram  to  the  Governor  of  South 
Australia  in  connection  therewith,  were  fully 
considered.  The  members  of  the  Conference 
are  sensible  of  the  wish  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  meet  the  views  of  the  Colonics, 
and  have  specially  deliberated  upon  the  possi- 
bility of  securing  legislation  which,  while  effec- 
tive, should  be  of  a  character  so  far  as  possible 
in  accordance  with  the  feeling  and  views  of  the 
Chinese  Government.  They  have  not  over- 
looked the  political  and  commercial  interests  of 
the  Empire,  nor  the  commercial  interests  of  the 
Colonies.  In  1886  the  total  exports  to  China 
from  New  South  Wales,  Victoria,  South 
Australia,  Queensland,  and  Tasmania  were 
valued  at  £16,000,  out  of  a  total  export  trade 
amounting  to  £38,700,000.  Our  imports  from 
China  in  the  same  year  were  valued  at  £846,000. 
While  the  custom  of  the  Colonies,  therefore,  is 
very  valuable  to  China,  that  country  offers  no 
present  outlet  of  importance  for  Australasian 
trade.  There  has  never  been  any  attempt  on 
the  part  of  any  of  the  Colonies  to  close  their 
markets  to  the  imports  of  the  Chinese  Empire, 
althoupfh  most  if  not  all  of  them  are  now  pro- 
duced m  g^eat  quantities  in  the  British  Empire 
of  India.  The  suggestion  that  any  restrictions 
which  are  to  be  imposed  should  be  of  a  general 
nature,  so  as  to  g^ve  power  to  exclude  European 
or  American  immigprants,  has  been  very  care- 
fully deliberated  upon,  but  no  scheme  for 
giving  effect  to  it  has  been  found  practicable. 
As  the  length  of  time  to  be  occupied  in  nego- 
tiations between  the  Imperial  Government  and 
the  Government  of  China  is  uncertain,  and  as 
the  Colonies,  in  the  meantime,  have  reason  to 
dread  a  large  influx  from  China,  the  several 
Governments  feel  impelled  to  legislate  imme- 
diately to  protect  their  citizens  against  an  in- 
vasion which  is  dreaded  because  of  its  results, 
not  only  upon  the  labour  market,  but  upon  the 
social  and  moral  condition  of  the  people.  At 
the  same  time,  the  Conference  is  most  anxious 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  should  enter 
into  communication  with  the  Government  of 
China  with  a  view  to  obtaining,  as  soon  as 
possible,  a  Treaty  under  which  all  Chinese, 
except  officials,  travellers,  merchants^  students, 
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They  now  confidently  rely  upon  the  support 
and  assistance  of  Ucr  Ar-ijcsly*8  Government  in 
their  endeavour  to  prevent  their  country  from 
being  overrun  by  an  alien  race,  who  are  in- 
capable of  assimilation  in  the  body  politic, 
strangers  to  our  civilization,  out  of  sympathy 
with  our  aspirations,  and  unfitted  for  our  free 
institutions,  to  which  their  presence  in  any 
number  would  be  a  source  of  constant  danger." 


and  similar  classes  should  be  entirely  excluded 
from  the  Australasian  Colonies.  By  way  of 
assisting  to  bring  about  such  an  understanding, 
the  Conference  has  recommended  the  abolition 
of  the  poll  tax  now  levied  upon  Chinese  immi- 
grants. While  believing  that  the  local  legisla- 
tion now  proposed  will  accomplish  its  object, 
the  Colonies  would  prefer  that  the  exclusion  of 
the  Chinese  should  be  brought  about  by  inter- 
national agreement  of  a  friendly  nature,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  United  States.  The  Conference 
further  desires  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  induce  the  Governments  of  the  Crown 
Colonies  of  Hong  Kong,  Straits  Settlements, 
and  Labuan  to  at  once  prohibit  the  emigration 
of  all  Chinese  to  the  Australasian  Colonies, 
unless  they  should  belong  to  the  classes  above 
mentioned.  The  Chinese  who  may  claim  to  be 
considered  British  subjects  in  those  Colonies 
are  very  numerous,  and  the  certainty  that 
their  migration  hither  was  prevented  would 

g've  great  and  general  satisfaction.  The  Reso- 
tions  arrived  at  by  the  Conference,  and 
which  have  been  embodied  in  a  draft  Bill,  are 
as  follows:— 

1 .  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Conference, 
the  further  restriction  of  Chinese  immigration 
is  essential  to  the  welfare  of  the  people  of 
Australasia. 

2.  That  this  Conference  is  of  opinion  that 
the  desired  restriction  can  best  be  secured 
through  the  .diplomatic  action  of  the  Imperial 
€h>vemment  and  by  uniform  Australasian  legis- 
lation. 

3.  That  this  Conference  resolves  to  consider 
a  joint  representation  to  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  desired 
diplomatic  action. 

4.  That  this  Conference  is  of  opinion  that 
the  desired  Australasian  legislation  should  con- 
tain the  following  provisions  : — 

(I.)  That  it  shall  apply  to  all  Chinese,  with 
specified  exceptions. 

(2.)  That  the  restriction  should  be  by  limita- 
tion of  the  number  of  Chinese  which  any  vessel 
may  bring  into  any  Australian  port  to  one 
passenger  to  every  500  tons  of  the  ship's  bur- 
then. 

(3.)  That  the  passage  of  Chinese  from  one 
Colony  to  another  without  consent  of  the 
Colony  which  they  enter  be  made  a  misde- 
meanour. 

The  first  and  fourth  Resolutions  were  in- 
dorsed by  all  the  Colonies  except  Tasmania, 
who  dissented,  and  Western  Australia,  who  did 
not  vote;  while  the  second  and  third  wore 
carried  unanimously.  As  a  whole,  therefore, 
they  faithfully  represent  the  opinion  of  the  Par- 
liaments and  peoples  of  Australia. 

In  conclusion,  the  Conference  would  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  treatment  of 
Chinese  in  the  Australian  Colonies  has  been 
invariably  humane  and  considerate  ;  and  that, 
in  spite  of  the  intensity  of  popular  feeling 
during  the  recent  sudden  influx,  good  order  has 
been  everywhere  maintained. 

In  so  serious  a  crisis  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ments have  felt  called  upon  to  take  strong  and 
decisive  action  to  protect  their  peoples  ;  but  in 
so  doing  they  have  been  studious  of  Imperial 
interesU,  of  international  obligations,  and  of 
their  reputation  as  law-abiding  communitieB* 

fiaron  ffenrff  d$  Wmn9 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL -COUNTY  COUN- 
CILLORS. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Conybeare  (Cornwall, 
Camborne), 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  tl;ie 
duty  had  been  cast  upon  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  of  fixing  the  number  of 
County  Councillors  for  each  county. 
The  printed  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  entirely  provisional.  He 
would  be  perfectly  prepared  to  cousidor 
any  representations  made  to  him  on 
the  subject. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— TREATMENT 
OF  PRISONERS  AT  LOUGHREA. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land  a  Question  of  which  I  have  given 
private  notice.  It  is  this — Whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  state- 
ment made  as  to  11  prisoners  who  were 
arrested  under  the  Coercion  Act  in 
Loughrea  on  the  day  before  yesterday, 
and  detained  for  one  night  in  the  Bride- 
well.   The  statement  is — 

**  That  we  protest  against  the  treatment  that 
we  have  received  since  our  arrest  Wo  were 
taken  from  our  beds  at  3  o'clock  on  Wednesday 
morning  and  marched  to  the  police  barrack, 
where  we  were  detained  until  2  o'clock,  when 
we  were  taken  over  to  the  Petty  Sessions  Court, 
and  forced  to  listen  to  the  reading  of  depositions 
until  6  o'clock,  when  our  application  for  bail 
was  refused,  and  we  were  committed  to  Lough- 
rea Bridewell~we  consisting  of  1 1  men — where 
there  is  only  accommodation  for  three,  and 
where  even  the  beds  of  these  three  were  almost 
wet,  and  quite  filthy.  In  the  interests  of  those 
who  may  be  committed  to  gaol  we  feel  bound 
to  make  this  protest." 

I  wish  to  know  whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  this  protest ;  and  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  undertake  to 
ascertain  if  there  is  truth  in  this  state- 
ment of  treatment,  endangering  the 
lives  of  these  men ;  and,  further,  I  wish 
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to  ask  him  whether  he  can  furnish  any 
information  to  the  House  as  to  a  colli- 
sion which  took  place  yesterday  in  the 
town  of  Loughrea  between  the  people 
and  the  police,  at  which  some  30  people 
are  said  to  have  bet^n  injured  ? 

The  chief  SEORETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  I  only 
got  Notice  of  the  Question  when  I  came 
down  to  the  House  at  2  o'clock.  1 
immediately  telegraphed  to  Dublin  ;  but 
I  have  received  as  yet  no  information  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  DILLON:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  any  security — as  this  is 
a  matter  which  may  affect  the  lives  of 
these  men,  and  as  the  offence  with 
which  they  are  charged  is  a  trivial  one 
— can  he  give  the  House  any  assurance 
that,  if  the  facts  turn  out  to  be  true,  he 
will  take  some  steps  to  see  that  these 
people  are  not  injured  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  Of  course. 
Sir,  the  Irish  Government  will,  in  this 
as  in  every  other  case,  do  all  they  can  to 
secure  the  proper  treatment  of  pri- 
soners. 


ORDERS    OF   THE  BAY, 


GERMANY— DEATH  OF  HIS  IMPERIAL 
MAJESTY  FREDERICK  III. 

The  first  LOED  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  to 
have  to  inform  the  House  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  received  infor- 
mation of  the  death  this  morning,  at  a 
quarter  past  11,  of  His  Majesty  the 
Qerman  £2mperor.  It  will  be  my  duty, 
on  Monday,  to  move  an  Address  to  the 
Crown  and  to  the  Empress  of  Germany, 
expressing  the  deep  sorrow  and  concern 
of  this  House  at  the  calamity  which  has 
overtaken  the  Royal  Family  and  the 
people  of  Germany. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby): 
Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  absence  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  I  have  only  to  say  how  deeply 
all  sections  of  this  House  associate 
themselves  with  the  sentiments  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  expressed, 
and  with  the  grief  that  is  felt  at  an 
event  which  is  not  only  an  affliction  to 
this  country,  in  consequence  of  the  con- 
nection of  the  late  Emperor  of  Germany 
with  the  Royal  Fanlily  of  England,  but 
which,  I  am  sure,  is  felt  to  be  an  irrepar- 
able loss  by  all  the  nations  of  the  civi- 
lized world. 

yOL.  OCOJLXyil.   [thibd  sbeies.] 


NATIONAL  DEBT   (SUPPLEMENTAL) 

BILL.— [Bill  264.] 

(Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  Mr.   Witliam 

Henry  Smithy  Mr,  Jackson,) 

THIRD   READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
that  before  the  Bill  was  read  a  third 
time  he  should  like  to  have  some  expla- 
nation or  assurance  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Mr.  GoBchen)  in  reference  to 
the  question  of  annuities  in  the  Bill. 
The  market  price  of  3  per  cent  was 
taken  as  the  basis  for  calculating  an- 
nuities, and  he  thought  the  House 
ought  to  have  some  information  in  re- 
gard to  the  annuities  under  the  Trustee 
Savings  Banks  Act.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  Return  from  the  National  Debt 
Commissioners  made  on  the  11th  of 
May,  1888,  and  it  would  be  found  that 
the  value  of  the  assets,  according  to 
Acts  of  Parliament,  differed,  being  fixed 
in  one  at  £47,944,217,  and  by  the  other 
at  £45,853,108,  and  showing  a  large 
deficiency.  That  deficiency  would  have 
to  be  met  by  the  Commissioners  of  the 
National  Debt,  and  he  should  like  to 
have  an  explanation  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  what  the  effect  of  the 
present  Bill  would  be  upon  the  deficit. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  had  mentioned  this  Bill  yester- 
day, but  he  wished  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  understand  that  if  it  was  in  any  way 
inconvenient  he  would  not  press  for  the 
information  he  had  then  asked  for. 
Probably  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  give  it  before  the 
end  of  the  Session.  He  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt)  wanted  to  know  what 
measures  had  been  taken  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Debt  which  was  still  uncon- 
verted ?  There  was,  however,  another 
matter  upon  which  he  would  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  question  in 
regard  to  the  Bill.  Great  changes  had 
now  been  made  in  the  position  of  the 
National  Debt.  The  Treasury  had  been 
good  enough,  in  reply  to  his  Motion,  to 
give  a  Paper  containing  some  fuller  in- 
formation as  to  past  transactions  in 
reference  to  the  Debt  than  had  boon 
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^yen  before ;  but  what  appeared  to  him 
to  be  desirable  and  perfectly  feasible 
was  that  the  Commissioners  for  the  Be- 
daction  of  the  National  Debt — as  a 
Department  of  the  State — should  make 
an  Annual  Report  of  their  transactions, 
just  as  the  Post  Office,  the  Inland  He- 
venue,  and  the  Customs  did.  It  was  a 
Department  comprising  many  officers, 
and  supported  at  considerable  expense, 
and  it  was  only  experts  and  those  who 
understood  these  most  complicated  mat- 
ters who  were  able  to  give  information 
upon  them.  The  transactions  were  of 
an  extremely  complicated  character,  and 
there  ought  to  be  a  Report  presented 
year  by  year.  He  would  go  further, 
and  he  should  like  to  have  the  history 
of  what  had  been  done  with  reference 
to  the  Debt  since  the  great  war  in  1815. 
He  believed  there  were  ample  materials 
for  compiling  such  a  history,  and  it  was 
certainly  information  that  ought  to  be 
in  the  hands  of  the  public.  He  would, 
therefore,  be  glad  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Goschen)  would  hold  out  a 
prospect  of  making  this  an  interesting 
leature  in  connection  with  the  reform 
of  the  Debt  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  career  would  take  a 
distinguished  part. 

Mr.  W.  BECKETT  (Notts,  Basset- 
law)  said,  that  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer replied,  he  wished  to  put  a 
question  as  to  the  reduction  of  interest 
in  connection  with  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks.  The  margin  of  profit 
made  oy  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
was  now  very  small ;  and  as  the  re- 
duction of  interest  on  Consols  would 
convert  that  profit  into  a  loss,  he  would 
like  to  know  when  it  was  intended  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  interest  payable  by 
the  Post  Office  Banks  ;  and  whether  it 
should  not  be  reduced  at  the  same  time 
as  that  of  the  Trustee  Savings  Banks  ? 
The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
OUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  In  answer  to  the 
question  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr. 
Tanner),  the  point  he  has  raised  is  one 
of  considerable  interest,  but  really  it  is 
not  touched  by  the  provisions  of  the 
present  Bill.  The  annuities  dealt  with 
by  the  present  Bill  are  annuities  to  be 
granted  after  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
If  the  hon.  Member  desires  further  in- 
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formation  as  to  the  deficiency  in  the 
Trustee  Savings  Banks  fund,  of  course  I 
shall  have  to  prepare  to  give  it.     With 
reference  to  the  question  put  to  me  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Basset- 
law  Divisionof  Notts  (Mr.  W.  Beckett)  as 
to  the  reduction  to  be  made  in  the  inte- 
rest upon  the  deposits  in  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks,  it  is  clear  that  the  rate 
of  interest  will  have  to  be  reduced.  The 
same  kind  of  measure  will  have  to  be 
applied  to  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
as  I  was  compelled  to  suggest  in  the 
case  of  the  Trustee  Savings  Banks.     I 
cannot  say  the  precise  date  or  the  precise 
form  in  which  the  change  will  be  made, 
but  it  is  a  question  which  must  claim  the 
early  attention  of  the  Government.    It 
is  extremely  difficult  to   deal  with  all 
these  matters  at  the  same  moment,  as 
all  of  them  involve  questions  of  great 
complexity,   and  must    be  approached 
with  the  greatest  care,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent injustice.     In  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  I  may  say  that 
I  am  at  present  engaged  in  considering 
the   best  means  of  dealing   with    the 
amount  still  outstanding  from  the  con- 
version.    Perhaps  I  may  take  this  op- 
portunity of  stating  that  the  amount  of 
Consols  which   is   still  outstanding  is 
£40,467,771,  and   the   amount  of  Re- 
duced  is   £6,009,968,  making   a   total 
of   £46,477,739.     These  are  the  latest 
figures  I  have  been  able  to  obtain,  and 
the  reduction  is  still  going  on,  as  the 
conversion  is  still  open  to  those  residing 
at  considerable  distances.    With  regard 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, all  I  can  say  is  that  it  is  in 
contemplation  to  have  that  Report  made 
annually  by  the  Commissioners  for  the 
Reduction  of  the  National  Debt.     It  is 
extremely  desirable  to  place  clear  and 
precise    information    upon    all    these 
matters  before  the  House,  and  I  can 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
House  that  I  will  do  what  I  can  in  the 
way  of  making  further  improvements  in 
the  statement  of  the  National  Debt,  and 
in  simplifying,  as  far  as  I  can,  what  I 
admit  are,  in  their  present  form,  some- 
what complicated  figures.     I  will  also 
consider  to  what  extent  the  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  can  be 
carried  out  by  issuing  an   exhaustive 
Report  of  the  history  of  the  National 
Debt    during  a  course  of   years.     Of 
course^  I  have  ver^  able  as^istauce  ia 
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prodacing  such  a  Eeport,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  that  Sir  Eivers  WilsoD,  the 
Uontroller  General,  will  give  his  beat 
attention  to  the  undertaking. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  said,  he  believed  that 
such  a  Paper  would!  be  a  most  inte- 
resting document.  He  hoped  that  it 
would  be  issued  in  such  a  form  that 
those  who  wished  to  compare  the  state 
of  the  National  Debt  now  with  what  it 
was  in  other  years  would  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  doing  so. 

Ma.  GOSCHEN :  I  cannot  accept  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member,  because 
it  sometimes  involves  difficult  matters 
when  we  undertake  to  make  comparisons 
in  a  Return  of  this  kind,  and  might 
throw  the  subject  into  some  confusion. 
Therefore,  I  cannot  bind  myself  as  to 
the  form  in  which  the  Betum  shall  be 
made,  or  how  far  it  will  follow  the  form 
of  the  Betum  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners.  It  is  a 
difficult  task  to  adjust  the  figures  in 
such  a  way  as  both  to  have  a  compara- 
tive and  statistical  interest  and  not  to 
avoid  confusing  the  public  mind  to  a 
certain  extent.  I  will  examine  the  point, 
and,  if  it  is  desirable,  will  see  that  the 
document  is  reprinted. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  he  hoped  that  the  Annual  Ee- 
tum  which  was  called  by  his  name,  and 
which  he  had  moved  for  at  the  request 
of  the  Treasury  for  many  years,  would 
be  continued,  although,  perhaps,  another 
column  might  be  added  to  it. 

Mr,  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  hoped  that  the  Government  would 
take  this  opportunity  of  the  reduction  of 
the  interest  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  to  devise  some  scheme  by  which 
indirect  pressure  would  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  holders  of  deposits  to 
induce  them  to  become  larger  holders  of 
Consols,  in  order  to  get  as  large  a 
number  of  persons  as  possible  inte- 
rested in  the  National  Debt  of  the 
country. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  entirely  sympa- 
thize with  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member, 
and  I  think  the  House  will  sympathize 
with  it  also.  It  is  extremely  desirable 
that  the  depositors  in  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  should  become  large  owners  of 
Consols.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  num- 
ber is  increasing,  and  I  will  endeavour 
to  formulate  a  plan  by  which  it  pifiy  con- 
tinue to  inqrease. 


Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
said,  he  was  not  sure  that  he  was  quite 
in  Order ;  but  he  wished  to  ask,  with  re- 
gard to  the  interest  to  be  allowed  in  the 
case  of  Savings  Banks,  whether  it  was 
the  object  of  the  Government  to  assimi- 
late Post  Office  Savings  Banks  and  the 
National  Securities  Savings  Banks,  so 
that  the  interest  in  both  cases  should  bo 
as  far  as  possible  the  same  ? 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
said,  he  wished  to  know  whether,  in 
dealing  with  the  interest  of  the  Trustee 
Savings  Banks,  any  steps  would  be  taken 
to  prevent  the  wrongful  use  of  the  name 
of  the  Government  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN :  The  hon.  Member 
should  be  aware  that  there  is  a  Com- 
mittee about  to  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  management  of  Trustee  Savings 
Banks,  and  one  of  the  questions  with 
which  they  will  have  to  deal — in  regard 
to  which  I  shall  put  a  Notice  on  the 
Paper  this  evening — is  the  description 
which  is  sometimes  given  of  these  banks, 
and  which  occasionally  involves  to  some 
extent  the  deception  of  the  public.  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Esslemont),  I  did  not  say  that 
the  amount  of  interest  would  be  precisely 
the  same  in  the  Trustee  Savings  Banks 
as  in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  ;  but 
the  relative  rates  will  be  maintained  as 
they  are  now,  there  being  a  reduction 
of  i  per  cent  in  both  cases. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)  BILL.— [Bill  182.] 
(Mr,  Ritchie^  Mr,    William  Henry  Smith,  Mr, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Secretary 
Matthews,  Mr,  Long.) 

coMMiTTEB.     [^Pfogress  lAth  June,'] 

[sixth  night.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

PART    I. 

County  Councils. 

Clause  2  (Composition  and  election  of 
Council  and  position  of  chairman). 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  said,  that  before  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  St.  Pancras 
(Mr.  Lawson)  moved  the  first  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle* 

JC-  2  [Sixth  NighW] 
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man  the  President  of  the  Local  Goyem- 
xnent  Board  (Mr.  Eitchie)  to  the  wording 
of  the  second  line  of  this  clause.  He 
did  so  in  no  hostile  sense,  but  with  a 
view  of  securing  that  the  drafting  of  the 
Bill  should  be  improved.  The  clause 
spoke  of  ''  the  administrative  business 
of  the  justices  of  the  county."  He 
thought  that  that  was  a  new  phrase  in 
legislation.  It  was  certainly  a  very 
slip-shod  phrase,  if  he  might  use  the 
word,  and  it  would  be  very  difficult  to 
devise  what  the  transference  of  adminis- 
trative business  precisely  meant.  He 
would  suggest  the  substitution  of  the 
words  '^ jurisdiction  and  power,"  phrases 
with  which  they  were  perfectly  familiar. 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GO  VEENMENT  BO  AED  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  he 
was  much  obliged  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  having  called  his  atten- 
tion to  the  matter,  but  he  would  rather 
not  make  any  alteration  then.  He 
would,  however,  consider  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  suggestion. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.),  in 
moving,  in  page  3,  line  7,  to  insert  as  a 
paragraph — 

**  The  preparation  and  reyision  of  a  basis 
or  standard  for  the  county  rate,  which,  with 
such  additions  and  modiflcafcions  as  may  be 
necessary,  shall  be  the  basis  or  standard  for 
all  rates  leviable  in  the  county," 

said,  in  moving  that  Amendment,  he 
could  not  understand  why  Clause  5  pro- 
vided that  in  relation  to  the  preparation 
or  revision  of  a  basis  or  standard  for  the 
county  rate,  or  in  relation  to  appeals  by 
any  overseers  or  persons  against  that  or 
any  other  rate,  should  be  retained  in  the 
hands  of  the  Justices,  and  not  trans- 
ferred with  the  other  powers  to  the 
County  Council.  The  rating  question 
in  the  counties  was  a  very  big  one,  and 
he  did  not  think  it  should  continue  on 
its  present  basis.  The  state  of  assess- 
ment and  valuation  in  the  counties  was 
extremely  unsatisfactory.  What  they 
wanted  to  arrive  at  was  a  uniform  sys- 
tem of  valuation  and  assessment.  He 
was  quite  certain  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  knew  that  there  had  been 
many  unsatisfactory  incidents  connected 
with  the  present  system.  Some  resi- 
dences were  said  to  be  so  spacious  and 
splendid  that  it  was  impossible  to  fix 
the  assessment,  because  not  letable. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  also 

.  Jlfi*.  ff^nry  H.  Fowlfr 


be  aware  that  there  had  been  cases 
where  the  Chairman  of  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  had  himself  appealed 
against  the  assessment  made  by  the 
Committee  of  the  Union,  and  had  got  it 
reduced.  He  maintained  that  the  ideal 
at  which  they  should  aim  was  the  Metro- 
politan model.  He  was  not  very  proud 
of  the  way  in  which  the  government  of 
the  Metropolis  had  been  administered, 
but  the  system,  as  a  rule,  was  good. 
Under  the  Act  of  1869  fchere  was  a  quin- 
quennial valuation,  so  that  every  five 
years  the  whole  property  of  the  Metro- 
polis was  revalued,  'and  the  rateable 
value  fairly  represented  the  property  of 
the  Metropolis,  while  the  contributions 
to  the  rates  kept  abreast  with  the  wealth 
of  the  community.  Perhaps  he  might 
be  allowed  to  point  out  how  the  system 
worked,  because  he  thought  it  would  be 
generally  appreciated .  Every  five  years 
there  was  a  revaluation ;  the  overseers' 
forms  were  filled  up  as  to  the  rent  and 
terms  of  holding,  and  the  occupier  had 
notice  of  increase  or  decrease,  and  could 
appeal  to  the  Assessment  Committee. 
The  surveyor  of  taxes  was  always  pre- 
sent, and  had  such  large  powers  that  he 
could  insist  on  his  own  value  being 
taken,  so  as  to  make  unfairness  or 
jobbery  almost  impossible.  Of  course, 
there  were  provisions  for  intermediate 
valuations  between  the  quinquennial 
periods.  When  any  property  was  rated 
for  the  first  time  or  the  assessment  in- 
creased, it  was  placed  in  a  provisional 
list  by  the  overseers,  and  notice  of  the 
increase  in  the  value  was  given  to  the 
owner,  who  could  object,  if  he  chose,  and 
go  before  the  Assessment  Committee. 
Then,  if  he  were  not  satisfied  with  the 
decision  of  the  Assessment  Committee, 
he  could  carry  the  case  still  further  and 
appeal  to  the  Assessment  Sessions,  and 
thence  to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench. 
The  Assessment  Committee  inserted  the 
new  rateable  value  in  a  supplemental 
list,  which,  together  with  all  other  lists, 
was  taken  into  consideration  when  the 
quinquennial  valuation  was  made.  The 
advantage  of  this  system,  he  thought 
everybody  would  admit,  was  obvious, 
especially  in  regard  to  the  application 
of  the  Schedule  to^Jthe  Act  of  1869,  under 
which  there  was  a  certain  fixed  propor- 
tion deducted  from  the  gross  value, 
sometimes  amounting  to  a  sixth,  some- 
times a  fifth,  and  sometimes  a  fourth. 
He  believed  that  it  would  be  impossible 


^65  tocal  ^ovimment  {Jums  15,  1888]    (England  and  Wales)  Bill    266 


to  obtain  an  equal  and  regular  system 
of  assessment  upon  valuation  except 
under  some  provision  of  this  kind  and 
he,  therefore,  moved  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  7,  after  **  namely/*  insert  as 
paragraph  (i), — The  preparation  and  revision 
of  a  basis  or  standard  for  the  county  rate, 
which,  with  such  additions  and  modifications 
as  may  be  necessary,  shall  be  the  basis  or  stan- 
dard for  all  rates  leyiable  in  the  county." — 
(Mr.  Lawson.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  DUQDALE  (Warwickshire,  Nun- 
eaton) said,  he  had  been  somewhat  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  hon.  Member  refer  to 
the  work  of  the  Assessment  Committee 
as  purely  administrative  business.      He 
should  have  described  it  as  one  of  the 
most     essentially     judicial     duties    of 
Quarter  Sessions.    The  methods  of  the 
assessment   and  the    levying   of  rates 
were  laid  down  in  a  Statute  of    1852, 
which  provided  for  the  appointment  of 
a  County  Bate  Assessment  Committee, 
and  it  gave  them  power  of  levying  rates, 
of  having  all  the  officers  before  them, 
and  examining  them  on  oath.     After 
that  was  done,  the  rate  was  sent  to  the 
overseers  and  submitted  to  the  Vestry, 
and  the  overseers  were  required  to  for- 
ward any  objections  they  might  have  to 
the  County  Hate  Assessment  Committee, 
who  were  compelled  to  fix  a  day  for 
hearing    such    appeals.      The    County 
Hate  Assessment  Committee  thereupon 
appointed  a  meetiDg,  heard  the  over- 
seers, or  whoever  made  an  objection  to 
the  basis  of  the  rate,  and,  after  hearing 
them,  settled  the  rate,  and  laid  it  before 
the  general  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions. 
The  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  could 
alter  it  in  any  way  they  liked ;  and  by 
the  Act  of  1852,  when  confirmed  by 
them,  it  became  the  basis  for  thie  county 
rate.     So  far  he  did  not  think  there  was 
very  much  objection  to  the  functions  of 
the  Court  of   Quarter   Sessions   being 
transferred  to  the  County  Council ;   but 
Sections  17  and  18  of  the  Act  of  1852 
gave  parishes  and  persons  affected  a  right 
of  appeal  to  the  Quarter  Sessions  against 
the  ^cision  of  the  County  Bate  Basis 
Committee.      Section   17,   which    gave 
that  power  of  appeal,  placed  appellants 
in  the  usual  position  of  persons  appeal- 
ing.    They  were  to  issue  notices  and 
state  the  grounds  of  appeal,  and  to  go 


through  all  the  forms  of  procedure  in 
an  ordinary  case  of  appeal.  When 
the  cases  came  on  for  hearing,  the 
Quarter  Sessions  were  required  to  hear 
witnesses  on  oath,  and  he  did  not  think 
the  County  Council  would  be  a  proper 
tribunal  to  perform  such  a  duty  as  that. 
Therefore,  although  he  thought  the 
making  of  the  basis  might  be  transferred 
to  the  County  Council,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  it  would  be  unWise  to  put  on 
them  the  judicial  business  of  hearing 
appeals. 

Mr.  BITCEIE  said,  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  St.  Pancras  (Mr.  Lawson)  did  not 
quite,  as  far  as  he  could  see,  embrace 
all  the  matters  which  he  had  referred 
to  in  his  speech.  The  hon.  Member 
desired  to  have  a  new  system  of  valua- 
tion and  a  uniform  system  of  assess- 
ment. In  regard  to  that,  the  Govern- 
ment were  in  entire  accord  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  Originally,  these  matters 
formed  a  portion  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill;  but  so  many  clauses  were 
intricate  and  controversial  that,  at  the 
last  moment,  it  was  found  quite  im- 
possible to  deal  completely  and  satis- 
factorily with  so  large  a  question  as  that, 
in  addition  to  the  other  important  sub- 
jects in  the  Bill.  They,  therefore,  struck 
those  clauses  out ;  but  he  hoped  that 
they  might  have  an  early  opportunity 
of  dealing  with  the  whole  question  of 
valuations,  and  he  was  Inclined  to  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  they 
were  to  take  any  standard  on  which  the 
present  system  was  to  be  amended  or 
reformed,  probably  the  system  existing 
in  the  Metropolis  was  the  system  which 
they  ought  to  take.  Therefore,  although 
there  was  no  proposal  of  that  kind  in 
the  Bill  at  present  before  the  Commit- 
tee, he  could  assure  the  Committee  it 
was  not  because  he  was  not  fully  aware 
of  the  great  importance  of  the  subject. 
He  earnestly  hoped  that  within  a  rea- 
sonable time  the  Government  would  be 
able  to  deal  with  the  whole  question, 
As  far  as  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  Paper  was  concerned, 
it  dealt  with  two  questions.  One  of 
them  was  the  question  of  the  basis  of 
the  standard  county  rate,  and  the  other 
was  the  question  of  the  basis  of  the 
standard  of  all  rates  leviable  in  the 
county.  In  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  preparation  of  a  basis  for  tho  County 
Bate,  he  had  listened  attentively  to  what 
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his  bon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Nuneaton  Division  of  War- 
wickshire (Mr.  Dugdale)  had  said,  and 
he  agreed  with  most  of  the  observations 
which  fell  from  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  As  the  Committee  were  aware, 
they  did  not  propose  in  the  Bill  to  transfer 
the  duty  of  the  preparation  of  the  stan- 
dard or  basis  of  the  county  rate  to  the 
Oounty  Council,  because  they  desired  to 
deal  with  that  question  also  in  connection 
with  the  whole  system  of  valuation  ;  but 
they  had  received  large  numbers  of  re- 
presentations from  Quarter  Sessions  in 
all  parts  of  the  country,  strongly  urging 
them,  along  with  the  duty  of  levying  the 
rate,  to  transfer  the  preparation  of  the 
basis  of  the  rate  to  the  County  Council. 
They  were,  therefore,  prepared  to  accept 
that  portion  of  the  proposals  which  were 
made  in  yarious  Amendments  on  the 
Paper,  in  accordance  with  the  view  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  They 
were  prepared  to  propose  an  Amend- 
ment by  which  not  only  the  levying 
of  the  county  rate,  but  the  preparation 
of  the  basis  of  the  county  rate,  should  be 
transferred  to  the  County  Councils.  But 
in  reference  to  the  appeals  which  were 
twofold — an  appeal  by  the  parish  against 
the  assessment  of  the  county  autho- 
rities, and  another,  an  appeal  by  an  in- 
dividual against  the  rating  in  his  par- 
ticular case — these  appeals  appeared  to 
the  Government  to  have  an  important 
judicial  element  connected  with  them ; 
and  they  did  not,  therefore,  propose  to 
make  a  transfer  as  far  as  the  question  of 
appeals  was  concerned,  but  they  proposed 
to  leave  the  question  of  appeal,  as  now, 
in  the  hands  of  the  judicial  authorities 
which  now  exist  edin  the  counties — 
namely,  the  Quarter  Sessions.  He  hoped 
the  suggestion  he  had  made  would  meet 
with  the  acceptance  of  hon.  Members 
who  had  put  down  Amendments  on  the 
Paper.  He  proposed  to  move  the  in- 
sertion of  the  following  Amendment,  in 
paffe  3,  line  12 — ''  And  the  preparation 
and  revision  of  the  basis  of  the  plan  for 
the  county  rate."  With  regard  to  other 
rates,  he  wished  \o  remark  that  there 
were  a  large  number  of  Unions  which 
overlapped  counties,  and  until  they  had 
all  matters  brought  within  the  area  of 
the  county  they  could  not  give  the 
County  Authority  power  to  deal  with 
them.  Some  Unions  were  in  as  many  as 
three  counties,  and  if  they  gave  to  the 
county  the  power  of  fixing  the  basis  for 
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all  rates,  there  might  be  three  different 
bases  in  the  same  Union. 

Mb.  HENE  age  (Great  Grimsby)  said, 
that  although  he  was  obliged  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  concession 
he  had  made,  he  did  not  think  that  it 
went  quite  far  enough.  Speaking  of  the 
experience  he  had  gained  in  connection 
with  the  County  of  Lincoln,  he  might 
say  that  they  had  been  now  waiting  for 
15  years  for  a  new  county  rate.  The 
whole  assessment  at  the  present  moment 
was  entirely  unsatisfactory — for  instance, 
the  docks  of  Grimsby  had  sprung  up  and 
had  made  the  value  very  different  from 
what  it  was.  Then,  again,  the  assess- 
ment for  the  different  Unions  was  framed 
on  entirely  different  principles,  so  that 
it  was  utterly  impossible  to  arrive  at 
any  uniform  basis  by  a  comparison. 
Therefore,  unless  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  go  one  step  further,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  they  would  be  in  ex- 
actly the  same  position  after  the  Bill  was 
passed  as  they  occupied  now.  He  had 
placed  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
giving  the  County  Council — 

**  The  revisioxi  of  the  present  county  and  poor 
rate  assessments,  and  the  preparation  of  one 
uniform  basis  or  standard  of  assessment  for  all 
rates  leviable  within  the  area  of  their  jurisdic- 
tion under  this  Act,  as  well  as  the  hearing  and 
deciding  of  all  appeals  in  relation  to  the  county, 
district,  or  local  rates." 

The  object  of  his  Amendment  was  to  se- 
cure that  there  should  be  one  uniform 
assessment  for  all  purposes,  whether  for 
county  rate,  district  rate,  or  local  rate. 
He  himself  would  go  much  further, 
and  desired  that  there  should  be  one 
collection  and  one  Department.  What 
he  desired  was  that  in  consultation  with 
the  Bevenue  officers  some  authority  or 
other — and  he  could  not  conceive  a  better 
authority  than  a  County  Council — should 
have  power  to  lay  down  an  assessment 
that  should  be  the  sole  assessment  for 
all  purposes  throughout  the  county.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Would 
undertake  to  bring  in  a  valuation  Bill, 
or  some  clause  that  would  enable  a  pro- 
vision of  that  nature  to  be  carried  out. 
As  far  as  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went,  he  was  much  obliged 
to  him  for  the  concession  he  had  made, 
although  he  thought  it  did  not  go  far 
enough. 

Mb.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.) 
said,  he  thought  there  ought  to  be  power 
on  the  part  of  one  parish  to  appeal 
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against  the  course  pursued  in  another,  in- 
stead of  allowing  matters  to  go  on  as  they 
did  at  present.  One  parish  ought  to  be 
ahle  to  go  in  and  see  that  another  parish 
was  kept  up  to  its  proper  valuation. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
said,  he  had  heard  with  satisfaction  the 
concession  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  made  in  this  matter ; 
on  the  wider  subject  of  valuation  gene- 
rally, he  thought  it  was,  perhaps,  un- 
reasonable to  press  the  Government  at 
this  stage.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Nimeaton  Division  of 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Dugdale)  that  as 
regarded  rating  the  functions  of  Quarter 
Sessions  should  be  limited  to  hearing 
appeals.  He  should  like  to  point  out 
that  this  was,  in  fact,  to  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment  he  had  on  the 
Paper,  which  exactly  carried  out  the 
▼iew  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  It  provided  that  the  County 
Council  should  have  'Hhe  preparation 
and  revision  of  the  basis  or  standard  for 
the  county  rate."  He  had  also  an 
Amendment  on  Clause  5  reserving  ap- 
peals to  the  Quarter  Sessions.  He 
understood  that  to  be  the  principle 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  said,  he 
was  afraid  he  had  not  followed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  clearly,  and 
he  therefore  wished  to  ask  him  what 
was  the  purport  and  extent  of  the 
clauses  it  was  originally  intended  to 
include  in  the  Bill  which  dealt  with 
the  question  of  the  basis  for  the  as- 
sessment of  the  rate?  Was  it  to  extend 
beyond  the  county  rate,  and  apply  to 
the  whole  of  the  rates  in  the  county  ? 
He  had  no  desire  to  raise  any  objection 
against  the  Bill  of  the  Government ;  but 
he  was  bound  to  express  his  very  g^eat 
regret  at  the  statement  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  felt  himself  compelled 
to  make.  If  there  was  a  subject  of  pri- 
mary importance,  then  he  maintained 
that  in  any  scheme  for  the  reform  of 
County  Councils  the  question  of  assess- 
ment and  the  fixing  of  all  the  rates 
within  the  county  on  a  uniform  system 
was  of  the  greatest  importance.  It  was 
not  a  question  which  needed  argument, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
deny   its    importance,  because  it  was 


originally  part  of  his  measure.  Com- 
paring it  with  other  matters  that  were 
contained  in  the  Government  proposals, 
what  could  there  be  so  important  for  the 
simplification  of  the  affairs  of  county 
government  as  securing  a  uniform  assess- 
ment of  property,  and  why  should  it  not 
be  undertaken  now?  The  Government 
hadintended  to  undertakeit,  and  it  formed 
the  subject  of  a  certain  number  of  clauses 
in  the  Bill  with  that  object.  They  were 
not  very  numerous,  and  they  were  not 
clauses  which  were  likely  to  be  discussed 
in  a  contentious  spirit.  The  uniformity 
of  assessment  was  not  a  Party  question. 
Every  Member  of  that  House,  to  what- 
ever Party  he  belonged,  was  bound  to 
desire  uniformity  of  assessment,  at  any 
rate  throughout  the  county,  if  not 
throughout  the  country  altogether. 
Since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  the 
Assessment  Clauses  in  the  Bill,  and  after- 
wards withdrew  them,  certain  things 
had  happened — for  instance,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  withdrawn  the 
Licensing  Clauses,  which  were  conten- 
tious, and  would  have  occupied  much 
more  time  in  discussion.  He  would 
therefore  suggest  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  take  an  opportunity 
of  revising  his  intention  of  not  including 
the  Assessment  Clauses  within  the  Bill, 
with  the  view  of  reinstating  those 
clauses,  and,  at  any  rate,  of  giving  his 
Bill  a  more  respectable  appearance 
when  it  was  passed  in  the  shape  of  an 
Act  than  it  now  presented.  The  func- 
tions to  be  handed  over  to  the  County 
Councils  were  very  limited  in  their 
nature.  They  were  to  manage  the  main 
roads,  to  look  after  the  lunatic  asylums, 
and  they  were  to  have  something  to  do, 
although  he  did  not  know  exactly  how 
much,  with  the  police.  Those  were  not 
very  large  functions — in  fact,  hardly 
sufficient  to  justify  the  creation  of  the 
new  Body  and  the  position  it  was  in- 
tended to  occupy  in  the  county.  There 
was  a  clause,  it  was  true — namely,  the  8th 
clause,  which  was  of  a  very  remarkable 
character — to  enable  by  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil all  the  administrative  business  of 
almost  every  Department  to  be  handed 
over  without  any  actual  discussion  or 
assent  on  the  part  of  Parliament  to  the 
future  County  Councils.  That  clause 
would  have  to  be  discussed  in  due  time. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  meet  entirely 
with  the  acceptance  of  the  House;  but 
before  anything  of  that  kind  was  at- 
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tempted,  which  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  himself  regarded  as  an  important 
matter,  in  the  future  establishment  of 
County  Councils,  surely  they  should  en- 
deavour to  deal  with  the  question  of  as- 
sessment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  the  House  that  he  entirely  agreed 
in  the  opinion  that  the  securing  of 
uniformity  of  assessment  in  the  counties 
was  a  great  object,  and  he  took  it  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  origi- 
nally thought  he  could  accomplish  that 
object  in  this  measure,  and  that  it  would 
not  be  necessary  to  introduce  a  separate 
Assessment  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man only  withdrew  the  clauses  because 
he  thought  they  would  occupy  too  much 
time.  He  had  an  opportunity  now  of 
reinstating  them,  and  it  was  perfectly 
certain  that  they  would  be  discussed  in 
a  non- contentious  spirit.  All  desired 
that  the  Bill  should  be  reasonably 
amended,  wherever  it  was  necessary,  so 
that  when  it  became  law  it  should  be 
as  complete  as  possible.  Moreover,  it 
would  reflect  greater  credit  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  on  the  Government, 
and  on  the  House  if  they  could  succeed 
in  carrying  these  clauses. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  he  should  like  to  say 
a  few  words  on  this  subject,  seeing  that 
it  was  one  in  which  he  took  a  consider- 
able interest  when  he  first  entered 
Parliament  25  years  ago.  No  one  would 
accuse  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  of 
any  desire  to  defeat  the  Bill.  So  far  as 
he  was  aware,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  supported  the  Government  wherever 
he  could,  and  had  acted  fairly  and 
straightforwardly  in  the  discussion  of 
the  measure ;  but,  in  spite  of  that,  the 
effect  of  the  acceptance  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  proposal  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  so  insidiously  made 
would  be  tantamount  to  the  defeat  of 
the  Bill.  He  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  remember  what  had  hap- 
pened already  on  the  subject  of  assess- 
ment. The  first  Select  Committee  upon 
which  he  ever  sat  in  that  House  was 
one  appointed  in  1866,  and  it  was 
engaged  for  that  whole  Session  upon 
this  single  question  of  assessment.  If 
hon.  Members  knew  anything  of  the 
discussions  which  took  place  in  that 
Committee  they  would  be  aware  that 
the  subject  was  discussed  with  an  utter 
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absence  of  Party  spirit;  but  there  were 
numberless  Divisions  and  endless  differ- 
ences of  opinion  in  regard  to  points  of 
valuations,  as  to  the  amount  of  deduction 
to  be  made  in  calculating  the  rateable 
value  of  property,  and  especially  as  to 
the  powers  to  be  given  in  relation  to  the 
Revenue  officers  arising  from  a  uniform 
assessment  for  Imperial  and  local  pur- 
poses. The  result  of  the  inquiry  of  the 
Committee  was  that  a  Bill  was  intro- 
duced by  different  Governments  on  more 
than  one  occasion  in  that  House — a  Bill 
of  35  or  40  clauses — but  no  Government 
ever  succeeded  in  passing  it  into  law, 
although  Members  of  all  shades  of 
opinion  were  agreed  as  to  the  desira- 
bility of  introducing  the  principle  of 
uniformity  of  assessment.  Yet  with  all 
this  information  before  him,  and  with  the 
Departmental  knowledge  he  must  have 
obtained  when  at  the  Local  Government 
Board,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  calmly, 
at  this  stage  of  the  Bill,  with  he  did  not 
know  how  many  clauses  contained  in  it, 
in  the  middle  of  June,  asked  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  introduce  this  most 
difficult  and  complicated  subject  into  the 
Bill,  and  add  some  25  or  30  clauses  to 
it.  If  that  was  not  practically  an 
attempt  to  defeat  the  Bill  he  did  not 
know  what  was.  It  was  their  duty  to 
act  in  an  impartial  spirit.  The  first 
thing,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  done  was  to 
institute  reform  of  county  government. 
When  that  was  done,  no  doubt,  the 
powers  of  the  tribunal  instituted  might 
from  time  to  time  be  increased  ;  but  it 
would  be  as  absurd  to  try  to  place  in 
this  Bill  all  the  matters  with  which 
county  government  might  have  to  deal, 
as  to  insert  in  a  measure  for  the  reform 
of  Parliament  all  the  social  changes 
which  those  who  promoted  Parliamentary 
reform  might  hope  to  secure  from  a  re- 
formed Parliament.  Therefore,  with  as 
strong  a  feeling  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  possibly  entertain  of  the 
desirability  of  securing  uniformity  of 
valuation  for  Imperial  and  local  taxa- 
tion through  the  machinery  they  were 
now  setting  up,  and  with  the  firm  inten- 
tion, as  expressed  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  of  taking  the  subject 
up  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  the 
Government  could  not  consent  to  en- 
cumber and  defeat  their  Bill  by  insert- 
ing such  clauses  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman suggested. 
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Mb.  EATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon)  said,  he  could  not  altogether 
agree  with  the  remarks  which  had  fallen 
from  the  right  bon.  Gentleman.  For  ^0 
years  they  had  looked  for  the  promised 
Valuation  Bill,  and  they  wanted,  if  pos- 
sible, to  get  some  instalment  without 
waiting  for  another  30  years.  He  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  whether  something  might 
not  be  done  by  this  measure,  and  by  a 
very  simple  addition  to  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  pointed  out  that 
it  was  impossible  to  take  up  the  last 
part  of  the  Amendment,  making  the 
standard  for  the  county  rate  the  stan- 
dard and  basis  for  all  the  rates  of  the 
county,  because  in  a  great  many  counties 
the  boundaries  of  the  county  cut  the 
boundaries  of  the  Union.  That  was  a 
very  reasonable  objection ;  but  in  a  great 
many  counties  that  was  not  the  case, 
and,  as  he  understood  the  Bill,  it  was  in- 
tended that  where  they  did  cut  the 
boundary  of  counties  there  was  to  be  a 
revision  of  boundaries.  He  thought 
the  following  addition  to  the  Amend- 
ment would  meet  the  case — namely, 
'*  where  or  as  soon  as  the  boundaries  of 
the  county  do  not  cut  the  boundaries  of 
the  union."  If  the  Government  would 
adopt  that  principle,  it  would  be  possible 
to  give  a  good  instalment  of  what  they 
all  wished 

Ma.  EITGHIE  said,  he  was  afraid  it 
would  be  impossible  to  deal  with  the 
question  in  the  off-hand  way  suggested 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  would 
be  necessary  to  give  suggestions  as  to 
the  lines  upon  which  the  boundaries 
were  to  be  settled.  Such  directions 
would  be  absolutely  necessary,  and 
clauses  that  would  be  essential  for  the 
proper  carrying  out  of  the  view  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  very  nume- 
rous. Therefore,  to  come  to  a  satisfac- 
tory concession  in  a  few  lines,  as  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  was 
hardly  possible. 

Mb.  LAWSON  asked  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  inclined  to  go  no  further 
than  the  first  line  of  the  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  EITCBUEE  :  We  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  first  line. 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  that,  in  those 
circumstances,  he  should  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment^  by  leave,  wiihdraum. 


Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  line  12,  after  the  word  ''  found/' 
to  insert  *'  the  preparation  and  revision  of  a 
basis  or  standard  for  the  county  rate."— (ITr. 
Chauning. ) 

Question,  '<  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  HENEAGE,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment in  the  same  clause,  to  insert,  at  the 
end  of  line  15 — 

"The  appointment,  control,  and  dismissal 
of  chief  constables,  and  the  manaffemont  of 
the  police  in  pursuance  of  this  Act," 

said,  his  object  was  to  hand  over  the 
control  of  the  police  to  the  County 
Councils.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
since  he  put  the  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  circumstances  had  very  consider- 
ably altered,  because  the  Licensing 
Clauses  of  the  Bill  had  been  withdrawn ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  still  objected 
to  the  proposal  of  the  Government  to 
give  the  control  of  the  police  to  a  joint 
committee  of  the  magistrates  and  the 
members  of  the  County  Council.  For 
his  own  part,  he  was  in  favour  either  of 
one  or  the  other ;  and  eventually  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  control  of  the 
county  police  would  be  given  to  the 
County  Council.  Therefore,  in  order 
to  clear  the  way,  he  proposed  to  give 
them  that  control  now  by  his  Amend- 
ment; but  he  wished  to  make  it  per« 
fectly  clear  that  he  should  prefer  that  it 
should  still  remain  in  the  hands  of  the 
magistrates  than  it  should  be  handed 
over  to  a  joint  committee.  If  he  did 
not  carry  his' Amendment  now,  he  should 
support  an  Amendment  to  provide  that 
the  control  should  be  retained  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates  instead  of  being 
handed  over  to  a  joint  committee.  His 
objection  to  a  joint  committee  was  that 
it  would  be  no  joint  committee  at  all. 
It  would  be  a  committee  either  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  or  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil. How  was  it  to  be  elected  ?  Accord- 
ing to  the  Bill,  it  was  to  be  elected  one- 
half  by  the  magistrates  and  the  other 
half  by  the  County  Council,  so  that  one- 
half,  under  any  circumstances,  must  be 
magistrates ;  and  if  the  County  Council, 
in  electing  their  half,  elected  one-half 
magistrates,  three-fourths  of  the  entire 
committee  would  be  magistrates.  If, 
on  the  other  hand,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  magistrates  from  having  a  predomi- 
nant voice  on  the  committee,  the  Coun« 
cil  decided  not  to  elect  magistrates  at  all, 
the  effect  would  be  to  exclude  the  most 
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efficient  magistrates.  That  was  his  chief 
objection  to  the  present  proposal  of  the 
Bill ;  but,  for  many  other  reasons,  he 
thought  that  the  County  Councils  had 
better  deal  with  the  police  altogether. 
There  were  many  duties  which  the 
police  would  have  to  perform  under  the 
County  Councils  with  which  the  magis- 
trates would  have  nothing  to  do. 
He,  therefore,  hoped  the  Government 
would  either  agree  to  place  the  police 
under  the  County  Councils,  or  ii  they 
thought  it  would  be  better  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  that  the  control  of  the 
police  should  remain  in  the  bands  of 
the  magistrates,  let  them  take  that 
course.  He  sincerely  hoped  that  they 
would  not  agree  to  appoint  a  joint  com- 
mittee. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  15,  at  end,  to  insert  the  words 
'*the  appointment,  control,  and  dismissal  of 
chief  constables,  and  the  management  of  the 
police  in  pursuance  of  this  Act."  —  (Mr, 
Heneage.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper,  which  he  intended  to 
move  in  Clause  5,  in  regard  to  the 
powers,  duties,  and  liabilities  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  with  regard  to  the 
police,  and  perhaps  it  would  be  conve- 
nient to  the  Committee  to  take  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  question  on  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  moved  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend.  This  was  a  very 
serious  question,  and  one  which  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  pass  by 
in  a  light  way.  They  were  only  seeking 
to  retain  the  powers  possessed  by  the 
magistrates  in  regard  to  the  police,  and 
they  looked  upon  it  as  a  question  of 
vital  consequence  to  the  interests  of  the 
country.  He  looked  upon  the  mainte- 
nance of  law  and  order  as  the  one 
which,  above  all  others,  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates ;  and  if  upon 
them  devolved  the  duty  of  maintaining 
law  and  order,  the  police  should  be  ab- 
solutely under  their  control.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  proposed  to 
place  them  under  the  control  of  the 
County  Council ;  whereas  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  proposed,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
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Constable,  which  was  to  be  retained  by 
the  Quarter  Sessions,  to  place  them 
under  the  joint  custody  of  a  Committee 
appointed  by  the  Quarter  Sessions,  and 
one  appointed  by  the  County  Council. 
He  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  contended 
that  that  was  an  unfortunate  arrange- 
ment for  many  reasons.  He  wished  to 
put  the  case  very  shortly — and  he  hoped 
without  any  prejudice — before  the  Com- 
mittee. He  thought  they  ought  in  this 
country  to  maintain,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, the  control  of  the  police  in 
the  hands  of  those  persons  who  hap- 
pened, from  circumstances,  to  be  in 
a  position  to  undertake  the  duties  of 
magistrates.  Men  of  all  classes,  as  soon 
as  they  were  in  a  condition  to  support 
the  position,  tried  by  every  means  in 
their  power  to  be  made  magistrates.  It 
was  a  very  laudable  desire.  \^Laughter,~\ 
He  saw  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  was  very  much 
amused;  but  he  had  no  doubt  that  there 
were  a  good  many  persons  who  were 
anxious  to  become  magistrates  and  per- 
form the  duties  connected  with  the 
office.  If  they  took  away  the  position 
they  now  occupied  from  the  magistrates 
and  their  sons,  and  did  not  g^ve  them 
something  to  do  in  the  country — [Zaw^A- 
ter."]  He  knew  that  would  provoke  a 
laugh  from  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
But  if  they  drove  these  men  away  and 
prevented  them  from  rendering  services 
that  were,  in  his  humble  opinion,  of  great 
advantage  to  the  counties,  they  would 
only  drive  them  into  the  towns  for 
amusement,  instead  of  allowing  them 
to  learn  the  most  useful  part  of  man's 
education — namely,  the  administration 
of  law  and  justice.  That  was  one  point 
he  wished  specially  to  call  attention  to ; 
but  there  was  another — and  there  he 
felt  he  was  treading  on  delicate  ground 
— but  he  would  not  mention  names  or 
places.  Instances  had  occurred  lately — 
he  would  not  say  where,  or  whereabouts, 
although  a  good  deal  had  been  stated 
in  that  House  on  the  subject— where,  if 
the  whole  control  over  the  police  had 
been  in  the  hands  of  the  County  Coun- 
cils, there  was  every  reason  to  believe 
that  in  many  instances  there  would 
have  been  a  grave  dereliction)  of  duty. 
\_Di8sentr\  Hon.  Members  shook  their 
heads;  but  in  dealing  with  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  it  was  most  im- 
portant to  look  at  all  the  considerations 
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inYolyed,  and,  after  mature  consideration, 
to  come  to  the  conclusion  which  they 
believed  to  be  the  best,  not  only  for 
particular  localities  and  individuals,  but 
for  the  whole  country.  He  believed  it 
would  be  far  wiser,  more  prudent,  and 
far  better  in  the  interests  of  the  country 
that  the  police  should  remain,  as  they 
were  at  present,  under  the  control  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  it  was  with  that 
object  he  had  ventured  to  put  down  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name 
on  the  Paper. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  said,  the  Committee  had  in 
this  case  a  means  of  testing  the  earnest- 
ness and  sincerity  of  the  Government  in 
conferring  upon  the  County  Councils 
as  much  power  and  dignity  as  they  un- 
doubtedly ought  to  have.  If  the  magis- 
trates were  to  lose  many  of  the  powers 
which  they  had  hitherto  enjoyed,  and 
which  they  esteemed  so  highly,  why  not 
give  the  new  County  Councils,  which 
were  to  replace  them,  all  the  power  and 
dignity  the  magistrates  had  enjoyed,  and 
especially  with  regard  to  the  control  of 
the  police  ?  He  was  of  opiuion  that  the 
only  way  in  which  they  could  make 
local  government  successful  was  to  give 
all  the  dignity  and  power  they  could  to 
the  elected  representatives  of  the  people. 
On  that  account  he  was  anxious  that  the 
control  of  the  police  should  be  given  to 
these  Councils.  There  had  been  no 
complaint  that  the  control  which  the 
large  Corporations  possessed  over  the 
police  had  worked  badly.  On  the  con- 
trary, all  the  evidence  showed  that  it 
had  worked  well,  and  he  asserted  fear- 
lessly that  some  of  the  scandals  of  police 
administration  which  had  appeared  lately 
in  the  newspapers — and  some  of  the  in- 
stances occurred  not  far  from  where  he 
was  speaking — could  not  have  occurred 
in  localities  that  were  controlled  by 
Watch  Committees.  For  that  reason  he 
supported  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  moved  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage).  Last  Session  he  had  to 
bring  before  the  House  an  instance  of 
the  brutal  treatment  on  the  part  of  the 
police  of  a  child  in  his  own  Division, 
and  that  case  would  have  been  inquired 
into  with  much  less  friction  in  a  borough 
where  the  Watch  Committee  had  control. 
Having  been  a  member  of  a  Watch 
Oommittee,  his  own  opinion  was  that  it 
was  most  desirable  that  the  representa- 


tives of  the  people  should  control  the 
police  of  the  district  in  which  they  were 
elected.  He  believed  that  course  would 
bring  about  a  far  larger  amount  of 
sympathy  between  the  people  whom  the 
police  controlled  and  the  police  them- 
selves. Nowadays  there  was  a  strong 
tendency  to  convert  the  police  iuto  a 
(^ua«i- military  force.  He  objected  to 
that,  because  he  wanted  to  see  the  police 
in  closer  sympathy  with  the  people,  and 
to  bring  that  about  it  was  necessary  that 
they  should  be  placed  under  the  control 
of  elected  representatives  of  the  people. 
He  believed  that  the  Amendment  would 
accomplish  that  object.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  North- 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
spoke  of  the  preservation  of  law  and 
order ;  but  there  were  few  instances  of 
the  violation  of  law  and  order  in  towns 
where  a  popularly  elected  Watch  Com- 
mittee controlled  the  police.  It  was 
only  where  the  police  were  under  the 
control  of  the  magistrates  or  the  Go- 
vernment that  these  questions  of  law 
and  order  cropped  up.  The  best  way 
to  preserve  law  and  order  was  to  place 
the  police  under  the  entire  control  of 
elected  representatives. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amendment 
(Mr.  Heneage)  had  declared  his  desire 
that  the  police  should  remain  as  they 
were,  under  the  control  of  the  magis- 
trates. 

Mr.  heneage  said,  he  had  not  said 
anything  of  the  sort.  What  he  had  said 
was,  that  rather  than  leave  them  under 
the  control  of  a  joint  committee  he  should 
prefer  that  they  should  remain  as  they 
were 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
there  were  four  proposals  before  the 
Committee,  and  it  would,  perhaps,  be 
better  to  consider  them  separately. 
There  was  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  who  wished  the 
police  to  be  under  the  control  of  a  joint 
committee.  The  proposal  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
North- West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  was  that  they  should  remain 
as  they  were.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Great  Grimsby 
(Mr.  Heneage)  desired  them  to  be  under 
the  control  of  the  County  Councils  ;  and 
he  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  had  a  further 
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proposal  that  they  should  be  under  the 
control  of  the  Home  Office.     He  did  not 
propose  to  consider  the  advantages  or 
disadvantages  of  all  these  proposals  at 
once,  but  he  wished  to  suggest  only  the 
objections  he  entertained  to  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
police  should  be  under  the  control  of  the 
elected  Body.      Now,  an  elected  Body 
would  not  be  always  and  altogether  in 
favour  of  law  and  order.     In  certain 
cases  the  elected  Body  would  be  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  one  classjof  the  community, 
and  that  class  might  be  opposed  to  the  law. 
In  the  mining  counties,  for  instance,  it 
would  be  altogether  in  the  hands  of  the 
Miners'  Organization ;  and  the  Minors' 
Organization  was,  like  every  trade  or- 
ganization, not  always  in  favour  of  law 
and  order.     These  trade  organizations, 
if  they  used  their  power,  would  be  able 
to  command  a  majority  in  the  County 
Councils.      Now,  the    police  ought  to 
have  nothing  to  do  with  one  class  of 
the  community  or  another.     Their  only 
business  was  to  carry  out  certain  laws 
passed  in  that  House,  and  they  ought 
not  to  be  influenced  in  any  way  by  any 
local  or  popular  feeling.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last  (Sir  Walter  Foster) 
said  that  all  the  evidence  was  in  favour 
of  the  management  of  the  police  in  large 
towns  by  an  elected  Watch  Committee. 
He  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  denied  alto- 
gether that  there  was  any  evidence  what- 
ever to  justify  the  assertion.     On  the 
contrary,  the  weight  of  evidence  went 
against  the  theory  that  the  Watch  Com- 
mittee of  the  towns  managed  their  police 
either  as  well  as  they  were  managed  in 
the  counties,  or  in  London,  or  in  Ireland. 
There  were  certain  Acts  of  Parliament 
that  were    never  put   in   force  at   all 
by  Town  Councils.    In  some  places,  like 
Leicester,  the  authorities  refused  to  put 
in  force  the  Vaccination  Acts ;   in  other 
places  these  elected  Bodies  would  not 
put   in  force  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Acts;    and    in   others    they 
would  not  allow  the  police  to  interfere 
with  licensed  houses,  because  a  good 
many  of  them  belonged  to  members  of 
the  Town   Councils ;    in  many  of   the 
boroughs  they  would  not  allow  the  police 
to  interfere  in  any  way  with  weights  and 
measures ;  and  in  others  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act  was  a  dead  letter.    He  was, 
therefore,  justified  in  saying — and  he 
did  so  without  fear  of  contradiction — 
that  these  elected  Bodies  did  not  con- 
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duct  their  business  satisfactorily  on  the 
whole.  He  thought  that  before  this 
Bill  was  brought  in  it  would  have  been 
prudent  to  have  had  a  searching  inves- 
tigation into  the  manner  in  which  the 
Town  Councils  had  managed  their 
affairs.  The  Commission  which  had 
considered  the  question  in  1839,  just 
before  the  new  Constabulary  were  estab- 
lished, made  this  Beport — 

''  It  appears  to  us  essential  that  any  paid  con- 
stabulary should,  as  far  as  possible  without  im- 
peding their  general  action,  be  under  the  judi- 
cial supervision  of  the  local  magistrates." 

That  Commission,  at  aU  events,  was  in  fa- 
vour of  the  police  being  under  the  control 
of  persons  who  were  responsible  for  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order ;  and  for 
these  reasons  he  strongly  opposed  the 
Amendment. 

Viscount  LYMINGTON  (Devon, 
South  Molton)  said,  he  was  sorry  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Great  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  had 
moved  his  Amendment.  In  his  opi- 
nion it  was  positively  a  mischievous 
Amendment,  and,  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  views  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
on  other  questions,  he  was  sorry  that  it 
had  been  moved.  It  was  impossible  for 
him,  and  he  hoped  that  it  was  impos- 
sible for  any  other  Unionist,  in  view 
of  the  question  of  Ireland,  to  vote  for  a 
proposal  to  hand  over  the  control  of 
police  entirely  to  elected  Councillors. 
ylronual  cheers J\  He  heard  the  cheer 
which  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House  gave ;  but  they  did  not  shake 
his  position  in  the  least.  If  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  North - 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
went  io  a  Division  he  should  certainly 
vote  with  him,  because  on  other  grounds 
— not  upon  political  grounds,  but  upon 
grounds  of  principle  —  he  considered 
that  the  police  and  its  administration 
should  be  under  the  control  of  and 
directed  by  a  Judicial  Body — he  was 
in  favour  of  placing  the  police  under  the 
control  of  a  committee  of  magistrates, 
instead  of  handing  them  over  to  a  com- 
mittee of  elected  Councillors.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  there  were  many  objec- 
tions to  the  compromise  which  had  been 
offered  by  the  Government.  He  knew 
from  considerable  experience — having 
served  for  many  years  on  the  police 
committee  of  his  own  county — that  there 
were  questions  of  friction  and  of  diffi- 
culty that  might  arise ;  but,  on  the  other 
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hand,  he  preferred  the  compromise  pro- 
posed by  the  Gbvemment  to  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Great  Grimsby.  He 
thought  the  Committee  ought  to  view 
the  matter  as  a  very  serious  one.  They 
need  not  only  look  to  Ireland  ;  but  there 
were,  unfortunately,  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  where  popular  feeling  or 
popular  excitement  for  the  moment  might 
interfere  most  unjustly  and  most  unfairly 
with  the  practical  administration  of  the 
law.  [OiM  of  "Where?"]  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  asked  him  '* Where?"  he 
should  like  to  recall  their  attention  to 
the  position  of  affairs  in  many  of  the 
Welsh  counties.  The  point  was  that  it 
was  the  law ;  and  the  law,  until  Parlia- 
ment thought  fit  to  abrogate  it,  should 
be  maintained.  This  was  no  question 
whether  the  law  was  just  or  unjust;  and 
hon.  Members  were  returned  to  that 
Efbuse  by  a  democracy  in  their  consti- 
tuencies, and  if  the  law  was  unjust  they 
should  get  Parliament  to  repeal  it,  but 
as  long  as  the  law  existed  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Executive,  with  complete 
impartiality,  to  see  that  it  was  carried 
out.  What  he  objected  to  was  that 
they  should  be  asked  to  offer  any  oppor- 
tunity or  means  by  which  in  times  of 
excitement,  or  in  the  passion  of  the 
moment,  the  laws  might  be  defeated, 
and  their  administration  be  obstructed 
by  pressure  being  put  on  the  police, 
and  the  police  prevented  from  carry- 
ing out  their  first  and  primary  duty. 
Before  he  sat  down,  he  desired  to  say 
that  if  the  police  were  to  be  prevented 
from  performing  that  duty,  experience 
had  repeatedly  shown  that  the  only  force 
on  which  the  country  could  rely  was  one 
which  it  was  most  invidious  and  objec- 
tionable to  use  in  such  circumstances — 
namely,  the  military. 

Mb.  W.  E. GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  Sir,  I  am  afraid  that  I 
shall  not  be  able  to  keep  the  debate 
on  so  high  a  level  as  that  to  which  it 
has  been  raised  by  my  noble  Friend 
(Viscount  Lymington),  who,  according 
to  his  speech,  seems  to  imagine  that 
the  real  question  at  issue  is  not  the 
control  of  the  police,  but  that,  at  all 
events, the  important  consequential  ques- 
tion is  the  dismemberment  of  the  Em- 
pire. The  touching  appeals  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  addressed  to  those  whom 
he  calls  Unionists  shows  that  he  is 
dol^  impressed  with  the  ma|^nitude  of 


the  subject  we  are  now  discussing 
The  challenge  of  the  noble  Lord  is 
very  serious,  because  he  says  no 
Unionist  will  support  the  proposal 
except  the  renegade  who  proposed  it. 
But  my  noble  Friend  will  find  there  are 
more  renegades  than  one,  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Ohamberlain)  had, 
in  debating  this  very  Bill,  stated  that  he 
objected  to  the  proposal  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  that  his  vote 
would  be  in  favour  of  placing  the  police 
under  the  control  of  the  County  Councils. 
Having  now  done  justice  to  the  lofty  and 
statesmanlike  elements  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  introduced  into  the  debate, 
I  will  descend  to  the  more  humble  mode 
of  conducting  the  discussion,  which  I 
think  the  Committee  will  be  content  to 
pursue.  I  regret  that  in  some  speeches 
— not  from  the  Treasury  Bench-— an 
element  of  suspicion  and  distrust  has 
been  introduced.  It  has  been  stated, 
with  a  good  deal  of  tact  and  caution,  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  and  with 
much  greater  courage  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  followed  him,  that  they  cannot 
really  trust  popularly  elected  Bodies  with 
the  administration  of  the  police  in  con- 
nection with  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order.  I  venture  to  express  the  confi- 
dent conviction  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  comes  to  defend  the 
proposal,  he  will  not  found  his  defence 
upon  any  such  ground  as  that  a  represen- 
tative Body  cannot  be  trusted  in  this  mat- 
ter, because,  if  no  representative  Body 
can  be  trusted,  how  deplorable  is  the 
position  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  great 
towns,  who  amount  to  half  the  popula- 
tion of  the  country,  and  who  are  in  the 
most  serious  danger  in  respect  of  life 
and  property  in  consequence  of  the 
arrangements  made  for  giving  them  the 
control  of  the  police.  I  have  no  mis- 
trust of  anybody  in  this  matter.  I  am 
far  from  saying  that  the  magistrates 
have  misused  their  powers  in  this  re- 
spect ;  and  it  is  not  because  they  have 
mismanaged  the  police,  but  because  I 
think  that  the  plan  proposed  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  more  excellent, 
more  historical,  more  traditional,  more 
Conservative,  and  more  agreeable  to 
the  ancient  usage  of  the  country  that 
I  shall  heartily  support  his  proposal.  I 
must  say  one  wokI,  however,  with  re- 
gard to  the  magistrates.    They  are  a 
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Judicial  Body,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
as  a  Judicial  Body  they  are  particularly 
well  qualified  to  exercise  control  over 
the  police  in  the  matter  of  the  Oame 
Laws.  I  think  in  that  respect  their 
control  of  the  police  might  be  attended 
with  a  certain  amount  of  injurious  effect. 
I  am  far  from  making  any  imputation 
on  the  magistrates;  but  I  doubt  very 
much  whether  the  magistrates,  per- 
sonally concerned  as  they  are  to  so 
large  and  special  extent  with  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  Game  Laws,  are  on 
that  account  the  best  chosen  authority 
for  the  control  of  the  police.  However, 
I  do  not  want  to  put  the  case  on  that 
ground.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  yesterday  that  ho  had  an  appre- 
hension that  the  Bill  was  likely  to  lead 
to  expense.  Well,  Sir,  I  am  afraid  that 
is  not  altogether  a  chimerical  apprehen- 
sion. We  are  now  going  to  create  a 
separate  Body  for  the  management  of 
the  police.  But  every  new  Body  means 
new  expense,  and  upon  the  ground  of 
economy,  if  that  were  the  only  ground, 
I  shall  certainly  prefer  a  plan  which 
keeps  the  police  under  some  Body^which 
is  about  to  exist  for  other  purposes, 
than  a  plan  which  creates  a  new  Body 
for  the  sake  of  this  arrangement.  I 
think,  however,  what  has  been  said  in 
this  and  in  former  debates  is  of  very 
great  importance.  We  are  now  about 
to  create  new  offices  of  considerable 
moment— at  least,  new  offices  which  we 
wish  to  wear  considerable  dignity,  and 
we  can  onlv  invest  them  with  dignity 
by  giving  them  special  functional  And, 
for  my  part,  I  own  to  the  desire  of 
giving  to  the  County  Councils  every 
duty  which  it  cannot  be  shown  that  they 
are  disqualified  from  performing,  or 
which  it  cannot  be  shown  that  they  will 
perform  worse  than  others.  It  is  most 
important  that  in  creating  these  County 
Councils  we  should  not  run  the  risk  of 
setting  up  in  any  shape  whatever  offices 
of  great  prominence  which,  at  the  same 
time,  will  not  be  sustained  in  the  mind 
and  view  of  the  people  by  adequate 
duties  ;  because  the  immediate  conse- 
quence would  be  that  the  quality  of  the 
men  who  will  seek  election  will  infallibly 
and  very  seriously  decline.  The  County 
Authorities  in  my  own  recollection  have 
had  no  connection  whatever  with  the 

foiice.    At  the  time  when  I  came  into 
Parliament  there  was  not  the  slightest 
connection  between  the  county  and  th^ 
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police.  The  police  were  a  parochial 
afi'air ;  they  were  appointed  parochially, 
such  as  they  were.  No  doubt  they  are 
defective,  and  require  to  be  improved ; 
but  they  are  not  defective  because  they 
are  appointed  under  a  representative 
authority.  Go  as  far  back  as  you  will 
in  history,  and  you  will  find  that  the 
management  and  appointment  of  police, 
as  well  as  the  responsibility  for  the 
maintenance  of  life  and  property,  was 
admitted  to  be  one  of  the  very  first  and 
most  essential  functions  of  self-govern- 
ment. In  my  opinion,  self-government 
without  the  maintenance  and  control  of 
the  police,  and  without  responsibility 
for  the  preservation  of  life  and  property, 
is  a  mere  skeleton  or  phantasm  of  self- 
government.  And  how  came  the  magis- 
trates to  exercise  the  functions  that 
they  now  exercise?  Simply  on  this 
account  —  that  it  was  thought  right, 
very  properly,  to  put  the  county  police 
on  a  new  and  better  footing,  and  there 
was  no  other  County  Authority  whatever 
to  whom,  except  the  magistrates,  the 
management  of  the  police  could  be  en- 
trusted. When  I  come  to  a  case  like 
that  of  the  Municipality  of  London, 
where  there  are  4,000,000  people  to  be 
protected  in  person  and  property,  it 
may  be  wise  to  adjourn  for  a  reasonable 
time  the  transfer  of  the  Police  Autho- 
rity ;  but,  unquestionably,  in  principle, 
in  my  opinion,  whether  it  be  in  London, 
Liverpool,  Birmingham,  Glasgow,  or 
elsewhere,  the  normal  and  the  perma- 
nent arrangement — nay,  the  only  ar- 
rangement— agreeable  to  the  ancient 
usages  of  the  country,  is  an  arrangement 
which  entrusts  to  the  inhabitants,  and 
the  representatives  of  the  inhabitants, 
the  appointment  and  the  control  of  those 
who  are  to  see  to  the  security  of  life 
and  property.  I  earnestly  contend  that 
that  is  not  only  a  tolerable,  enduring, 
and  allowable  mode  of  securing  that 
life  and  property,  bat  that  it  is  the  best 
of  all  modes. 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The  im- 
portance of  the  question  now  before  the 
Committee  is,  I  think,  fully  recognized 
by  us  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  has  adverted  to  ancient  usages ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  we  should  derive 
much  benefit  in  respect  of  this  discussion 
from  the  system  of  parish  constables. 
The  old  police  of  \he  country  was  of 
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the  most  imperfect  and  inefficient  kind. 
But  I  think  I  could  show  that  the  police 
force,  such  as  it  was,  and  totally  in- 
efficient as  it  was,  was  not  entirely 
divorced,  as  this  proposal  would  diyorce 
it,  from  something  of  judicial  authority. 
The  old  parish  constable  was  under  the 
authority  of  the  Court  Leet,  and, 
primarily,  he  was  the  servant  of  the  law, 
and  not  the  servant  of  a  merely  public 
body,  such  as  the  Vestry,  or  any  elective 
body.  Judicial  authority  of  some  sort 
has  always  been  deemed  necessary  in 
this  matter,  and  to  divorce  them  wholly 
from  such  authority  would  not  be  wise 
or  expedient.  There  is  a  great  deal  of 
truth  in  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — ^namely,  that  when  the  ancient 
and  parochial  system  of  police  was  set 
aside  and  superseded,  there  was  no 
other  visible  body  in  the  country  to 
whom  the  management  of  the  police 
could  have  been  committed,  except 
Quarter  Sessions ;  but  I  apprehend  that 
if  the  Acts  dating  from  the  beginning 
of  this  Reign  were  carefully  looked  at, 
that  was  not  the  only  consideration 
which  guided  Parliament  in  the  matter. 
Is  it  true  that  we  can  expect  greater 
impartiality  and  calmness  and  more 
judicial  temper  in  the  administration  of 
the  law  from  a  purely  elective  body 
than  from  the  magistrates,  or  a  body  in 
which  the  magisterial  element  has  its 
influence?  I  think  not.  I  agree  that 
a  poacher  in  some  parts  of  England  has 
not  much  chance  if  he  comes  before  a 
preserver  of  game ;  but  it  does  not  seem 
to  me  to  touch  the  sort  of  control  which 
we  think  it  desirable  to  keep  up. 
Though  I  am  far  from  saying  a  word 
that  would  imply  distrust  of  an  elective 
body  that  had  the  confidence  of  the 
people,  yet  I  do  think  the  influences 
which  operate  on  an  elective  body  is  a 
matter  to  be  borne  in  mind.  It  is  im- 
possible that  they  should  not  be  swayed 
not  merely  by  a  general  sympathy  with 
the  people,  which  is  a  good  thing,  but 
by  sympathy  with  temporary  gusts  of 
popular  feeling,  which  is  not  always  a 
good  thing,  and  may  lead  to  uncertainty 
in  respect  to  the  administration  of  the 
law.  No  doubt,  when  prejudice,  passion, 
and  feeling  come  into  collision  with  some 
particular  law^  and  when  a  special  law 
becomes  unpopular,  a  great  gust  of 
popular  feeling  arises  which  does  not 
represent  the  true  feeling  of  the  country, 
but  onl^  the  passion  of  the  zaon^eQt; 


and  it  must  be  recognized  that  a  body 
of  men  dependent  for  election  on  the 
sympathy  of  the  masses  may  be  less 
able  to  resist  that  gust  of  feeling  than  the 
magistrates.  An  hon.  Member  opposite 
spoke  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
Watch  Committees  of  the  boroughs  ad- 
ministered the  police.  I  admit  that  it 
deserves  admiration,  but  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said  there  was  never  any 
disturbance  of  law  and  order  in  the 
boroughs,  I  would  point  out  that 

Sib  WALTER  FOSTER:  I  said 
that  certain  breaches  of  the  law  which 
had  occurred  lately  could  not  have  arisen 
under  the  borough  system. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  do  not  know 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  in  his 
mind  at  this  moment,  but  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  forgotten  the  in- 
cident at  Cardiff.  I  do  not  think  elec- 
tioneering influences  are  desirable  things 
to  introduce  into  the  administration 
of  the  police.  Can  it  be  said  that  be- 
cause there  are  magistrates  in  one  county 
who  are  not  in  sympathy  with  the 
people,  that  where  they  are  drawn  from 
the  people,  they  do  not  represent  all 
classes  and  ranks  of  life  ?  Such  a  posi-* 
tion  cannot  be  maintained.  What,  then, 
is  there  to  lead  us  to  say  that  they  are 
not  to  have  any  share  in  the  enforcement 
of  the  part  of  the  law  which  is  committed 
to  them  here  ?  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
Bill,  in  offering  to  the  County  Councils 
a  joint  share  in  the  management  and 
administration  of  the  police,  is  as  large 
a  concession  as  can  reasonably  be  made 
on  this  subject.  The  whole  system  of 
the  financial  part  of  the  administration 
is  committed  to  the  care  of  the  County 
Councils,  and  the  various  duties  they 
have  to  perform  are  certainly  sufficient 
to  satisfy  the  ambition  of  any  man  likely 
to  become  member  of  a  County  Council 
without  the  extraordinary  course  of  put- 
ting  the  whole  force  responsible  for  law 
and  order  into  the  hands  of  a  purely 
elective  Body. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow,  Bridgeton)  said,  he  felt  bound  to 
say  a  word  or  two  with  regard  to  the 
observation  of  the  Home  Secretary  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  importance  that  the 
police  should  be  under  the  control  of 
the  judicial  authorities.  He  took  ex- 
ception to  that  observation  as  a  matter 
of  principle.  If  there  was  any  autho- 
rity which  would  do  its  work  better  by 
being  confined  strictly  to  its  own  duties, 
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for  yery  obvious  reasons  it  was  the 
jtidioial  authority.  And  when  the  noble 
Lord  behind  him  (Yisoount  Lymington) 
shrank  from  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment, because  it  would  be  setting  up  a 
bad  example  for  Ireland  in  the  future, 
when  he  asked  whether  they  would 
hand  over  the  control  of  the  police  in 
Ireland  to  elective  Councils,  he  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan)  would  ask  him  whe- 
ther he  was  ready  to  accept  the  alter- 
native, and  hand  over  the  control  of 
the  police  in  Ireland  to  the  Justices  of 
the  Peace?  But  they  need  not  go  to 
Ireland.  Let  them  look  at  Scotland, 
where  law  and  order  were  maintained, 
and  in  no  part  of  which  were  the  police 
under  judicial  authority.  They  were 
under  the  Commissioners  of  Supply. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  said,  he  was  in 
a  position  to  state  the  exact  contrary. 
The  police  force  in  Scotland  was  under 
a  judicial  authority — namely,  the  SheriflF 
of  the  county. 

Mk.  DONALD  CRAWFORD 
(Lanark,  N.E.)  said,  with  the  greatest 
deference  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate,  he  wished  to  say  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  OenUeman 
was  in  error.  The  Sheriff  had,  no  doubt, 
a  voice  in  the  control  of  the  police,  but 
no  one  knew  better  than  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  the  Sheriff 
had  two  distinct  functions,  one  judicial 
and  the  other  representative  of  the 
Crown.  It  was  not  in  his  judicial 
capacity  that  he  was  connected  with  the 
police. 

Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  said,  he 
thought  the  Lord  Advocate  by  his  inter- 
ruption had  not  attained  the  end  which 
in  a  moment  of  hurry  he  had  in  view — 
namely,  for  throwing  doubt  on  his  argu- 
ment. The  Chief  Constable  in  a  Scotch 
county  was  selected  by  a  Committee  of 
the  Commissioners  of  supply,  who  were 
not  judicial  persons.  He  would,  however, 
pass  from  the  counties  to  the  boroughs  of 
Scotland,  where  law  and  order  was  pre- 
served, sometimes  in  the  most  trying  cir- 
cumstances and  in  the  most  admirable 
manner,  by  the  police  who  were  under 
an  elective  authority,  not  only  such  as 
they  had  in  English  boroughs,  but  such 
as  they  were  now  desirous  of  establish- 
ing in  the  counties.  What  great  city 
was  there  in  which  they  could  imagine 
it  more  difficult  to  keep  order  than  in 
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Glasgow  ?  And  yet  its  police  were  most 
admirably  managed  by  a  purely  elective 
Council.  In  addition  to  its  great  float- 
ing population,  there  was  in  Glasgow  a 
large  imported  population  from  Ireland, 
belonging  to  the  two  conflicting  parties 
in  that  country,  but  the  police  dis- 
charged their  duties  in  a  manner  which 
was  unsurpassed  in  any  other  part  of 
the  country,  and  they  were  under  an 
elected  authority  which  contained  no 
Aldermen  or  selected  Councillors.  In 
his  opinion,  the  more  purely  elective 
they  made  their  authority  the  more 
they  would  bring  on  the  side  of  the 
authority  those  moral  forces  which  were 
the  basis  of  law  and  order.  He  be- 
lieved there  was  much  less  danger  of 
favouritism  and  jobbery  in  an  elective 
than  in  a  nominated  Body.  Of  all 
important  concessions  that  could  be 
made  in  the  shape  of  self-government, 
almost  the  most  important  was  the  dis- 
posal of  offices  of  responsibility  and 
emolument,  and  he  believed  that  this 
had,  perhaps,  as  much  to  do  with  the 
question  to  which  the  noble  Lord  behind 
him  had  referred  as  any  other  part  of  the 
question.  They  were  going  to  give 
Home  Rule  to  counties,  and  were  they 
to  keep  from  them  about  the  best  and 
most  important  piece  of  patronage  in 
the  counties  ?  In  Northumberland,  on 
the  election  of  Chief  Constable,  after  a 
committee  of  magistrates  had  carefully 
selected  three  candidates,  a  majority  of 
the  magistrates,  from  personal  motives 
and  under  personal  pressure,  appointed 
a  candidate  who  proved  to  be  a  most 
unsuitable  person,  and  whose  appoint- 
ment was  most  unfortunate  for  the 
county.  He  did  not  believe  that  would 
have  been  done  if  the  great  influence 
now  exercised  in  the  county  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Blackpool 
Division  of  Lancashire  (Sir  Matthew 
Ridley)  had  at  the  time  been  exercised 
as  extensively  as  it  was  at  that  moment. 
But  the  thing  was  done,  and  he  believed 
it  always  might  be  done  in  any  nomi- 
nated Body,  and  it  was  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  such  abuses,  as  well  as 
for  the  purpose  of  separating  adminis- 
trative from  judicial  functions,  that  he 
should  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said,  he 
had  no  intention  of  intervening  in  the 
discussion,  but  thought  it  right  to  make 
a  short  statement  with  reference  to  the 
management;   of  ^he   police   in    Scot* 
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land.  It  was  perfectly  true  that  it  was 
not  in  his  judicial  but  in  his  adminis- 
trative capacity  that  the  Sheriff  of  a 
coanty  in  Scodand  took  charge  of  the 
police  in  its  administrative  work.  He 
took  that  to  be  true  of  every  magistrate, 
but  it  did  not  alter  the  fact  that,  as  in 
England,  a  judicial  officer  was  entrusted 
with  the  control  of  the  police ;  and  not 
only  had  the  Sheriff  control  of  the  police 
in.  a  county,  but,  if  at  any  time  disturb- 
ance arose  in  a  borough,  and  he  came  on 
the  spot  and  took  the  steps  necessary  to 
put  an  end  to  it  by  means  of  the  borough 
police,  the  magistrates  of  the  borough 
could  not  interfere  with  his  orders  and 
directions.  He  was  the  executive  officer 
of  the  State,  and  the  responsible  ad- 
ministrative official  to  take  charge  of  the 
police  in  that  capacity  in  all  cases.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  referred  to  the  fact 
that  in  the  boroughs  the  police  were 
administered  by  elective  Bodies,  but  he 
ventured  to  point  out  that  in  that  respect 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  entirely 
mistaken.  The  police  were  not  under 
the  orders  of  the  borough  council,  but 
under  the  orders  of  the  magistrates,  who 
were  gentlemen  elected  and  chosen  by 
the  Town  Council  as  Aldermen  were  in 
England,  but  had  to  take  the  position 
of  judicial  officers  as  well. 

Mb.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  said,  it 
was  no  accidental  or  verbal  distinction 
which  existed  between  the  functions  of 
the  Sheriff  as  Judge  and  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Crown  in  his  county,  and 
it  was  in  the  latter  capacity  only  that  he 
had  certain  authority  over  the  police. 
The  control  of  the  police  rested  with  a 
body  of  men  who  were  in  no  sense  a 
judicial  body — namely,  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply,  who  were  qualified 
in  virtue  of  certain  property,  and  it  was 
to  a  police  committee,  nominated  by 
them,  that  the  control  of  the  police  was 
entrusted,  an  arrangement  which  cor- 
responded in  all  respects  to  the  police 
in  an  English  county.  It  was  entirely 
a  mistake  to  say  that  the  control  of  the 
police  was  made  dependent  on  judi- 
cial functionaries  either  in  counties  or 
boroughs. 

Ma.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  he  did  not  wish  to  refer 
either  to  Scotland  or  Ireland  in  the  few 
observations  he  had  to  make  on  this 
subject.  All  he  desired  was  to  submit 
one  or  two  practiced  considerations  in 
connection  with  the  Bill,  which  related 
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solely  to  England  and  Wales.     In  that 
light  it  appeared  to  him  that  there  was 
a  good  deal  of  force  in  the  objection 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  Amendment  (Mr.  Heneage) 
to  the  dual  control  of  the  police,  and  that 
being  so  there  remained  the  choice  be- 
tween the  County  Councils  on  the  one 
hand  and  the  magistrates  on  the  other. 
If  they  were  to  transfer  the  police  to  the 
County  Councils,  it  would  be  acknow- 
ledged that  that  would  be  a  very  con- 
siderable change,  and  if  it  was  to  be 
made,  the  least  hon.  Members  could  do 
was  to  offer  some  serious  reasons  for 
making  it.     What  reasons   had    been 
given  in  the  whole  of  the  discussion? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Sir  George  Trevelyan)  had,  by  way  of 
illustration,  cited  a  certain  case  which  he 
said  occurred  in  Northumberland.     He 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  was  unable  to  speak  on 
that  subject  from  personal  knowledge  ; 
but  he  believed  it  was  a  solitary  in- 
stance,   probably  the    only  one  which 
could  be  quoted.     [An  hon.  Member  : 
No,  no !]    Then  he  hoped  they  would 
have    other    illustrations,   because  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  went  on  to  say 
that  there  was  less  jobbery  in  elective 
Bodies    in     appointing    to    important 
offices    than  there   was  in   nominated 
Bodies,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that, 
so  far  as  he  and  the  great  majority  of 
the  Committee  were  concerned,  that  was 
totally  opposed  to  their  experience.  Was 
it  pretended  that  the  administration  of 
the  police,  as  conducted  by  the  magis- 
trates in  the  past,  was  to  be  generally 
condemned  ?  They  had  heard  something 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Chester  about 
the   scandalous  administration    in   the 
past,  but  he  believed  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  stood  alone  in  the  assertion  he  made. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  last 
night,  expressly  repudiated  the  making 
of  any  charge  against  the  magistrates, 
so  far  as  their  duties  were  performed, 
although  he  complained  of  the  manner 
in  which  they  were  appointed  ;  and  that 
repudiation  was  re-affirmed  that  day  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  some  remarks  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Game  Laws ;  but  he  ex- 
pressly guarded  himself  against  making 
any  imputation  against  the  magistrates. 
That  being  so,  he  (Mr,  Chaplin)  was 
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bound  to  come  to  the  conclusion,  which 
was  a  perfectly  fair  one,  that  up  to  the 
present  time  no  good  reason  had  been 
advanced  for  making  any  change  in  the 
system  which  by  general,  if  not  by 
universal,  admission  wasacknowledged  to 
have  worked  well  up  to  the  present  time. 
Who  was  in  future  to  be  responsible 
for  the  administration  of  the  law — the 
County  Council  or  the  magistrates  ? 
There  was  no  question  that  for  some 
time  it  must  be  the  magistrates  in  whose 
hands  the  responsibility  was  to  rest. 
Why,  then,  should  they  be  deprived  of 
the  means  of  discharging  the  respon- 
sibility? The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  made  a 
somewhat  sweeping  assertion  when  he 
said  that  the  County  Council  ought  not 
to  be  entrusted  with  every  duty  unless  it 
was  shown  they  were  qucdified  to  under- 
take them.  But  how  were  they  to  prove 
a  negative  ?  How  were  they  to  prove 
they  were  disqualified  for  duties  until 
they  had  shown  themselves  unfit  to  per- 
form them  ?  He  would  rather  put  it  in 
the  other  way — ^reversing  the  contention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — and  say, 
"  Give  to  the  County  Councils,  and  im- 
pose upon  them  every  duty  that  you 
like,  as  soon  as  it  is  shown  that  they 
are  qualified  to  perform  them."  He 
was  opposed  to  binding  these  new 
Councils  with  too  many  and  too  onerous 
duties  until,  at  all  events,  they  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  how  these 
bodies  performed  their  duties.  He 
hoped  that  when  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Heneage)  went  to  a  Division,  and 
he  supposed  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  go  to  a  Division,  they — on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House — aocom- 

fanied  by  a  great  number  of  good 
riends  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
would  go  solid  against  the  Amendment. 
Then,  when  the  Amendment  was  re- 
jected, it  would  remain  to  consider  at  a 
future  time  whether  the  control  of  the 
police  was  to  be  entrusted  to  the  autho- 
rity contemplated  by  the  Government 
in  the  Bill,  or  whether  it  should  be  left, 
as  in  his  opinion  it  ought  to  be,  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates  as  at  present. 
Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxto'i)  said,  there  were  some  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  who  re- 
garded this  matter  as  inferior  in  im- 
portance to  none  in  the  Bill.  He,  for 
one,  must  express  his  surprise  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
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West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
was  not  in  his  place  to  take  what  he 
(Mr.  James  Stuart)  regarded  as  the 
popular  side,  at  any  rate,  upon  this 
important  matter.  He  listened  with 
astonishment  to  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews), and  to  that  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald).  He  listened  with  astonish- 
ment to  those  speeches,  because  in  them 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  argue  in  favour  of,  was  the  atatiu 
quo  in  respect  to  the  police.  He  was 
astonished  that  those  two  Gentlemen 
were  prepared  to  support  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  contained  in  this 
clause.  If  it  was  desirable  to  remove 
the  police  from  the  danger  of  popular 
control,  which  was  really  the  essence  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary,  surely,  then,  the 
argument  was  that  the  police  should 
remain  as  they  were,  and  dead  against 
the  proposal  of  this  Bill,  which  was  to 
put  the  police  under  a  joint  committee 
of  the  two  Bodies  specified  in  the  Bill.  It 
ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  why  the 
police  were  placed  under  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  If  they  looked  through  the 
country  it  would  be  seen  that  the  police 
had,  by  the  wisdom  of  Parliament, 
always  been  placed  under  the  control 
of  the  Body  most  nearly  representative 
of  those  among  whom  the  police  acted. 
In  the  boroughs  they  were  put  in  the 
hands  of  the  representative  Body,  and 
the  boroughs  were  the  only  places  where 
they  had  representative  Bodies  ;  in  the 
counties,  the  nearest  approach  to  a 
representative  Body  was  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  In  the  case  of  London,  they 
found  that  the  very  reason  for  not  put- 
ting the  police  under  the  control  of  any 
Body  short  of  Parliament  was  given  by 
Sir  Eobert  Peel  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Act, 
and  the  reason  given  was  this,  that  there 
was  no  representative  Body  in  the  Me- 
tropolis in  whose  hands  the  control  of 
the  Police  Force  could  be  placed.  Now, 
why  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  argued 
that  the  police  should  be  put  in  the 
hands  of  the  Councils,  was  that  Parlia- 
ment was  creating  a  representative  Body 
in  the  counties  where  no  representative 
Body  had  hitherto  existed.  If  the  Go- 
vernment followed,  as  nearly  as  they 
could,  the  conditions  which  ha4  been 
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laid  down  previously,  they  would  place 
the  police  in  the  hands  of    the   new 
Bodies.    They  need  not   go   very   far 
from  their  own  doors  to  see  the  evils 
which  arose  when  the  police  were  en- 
tirely managed  by  some  Body  away 
from    and    outside    the    people.       He 
asserted,  without  referriug  in  detail  to 
a  matter  which  he  would  have  to  refer 
to  again, — he  meant  the  question  of  the 
London  police — there  was  no  place  in 
England  where  the  control  of  the  police 
was  more  removed  from  the  people  than 
London,  and  there  was  no  place  in  Eng- 
land where  there  was  more  dissatisfaction 
generally  in  connection  with  the  police. 
He  did  not  put  that  at  the  door  of  the 
police,  but  at  the  door  of  the  method  of 
their  control.  If  they  went  over  the  water 
to  Ireland,  where  they  found  nearly  con- 
tinual the  conflict  between  the  people 
and  the  police,  the  police  were  controlled 
from  a  great  distance.    It  had  been 
noticed  by  people  coming  to  this  coun- 
try how  ready  the  people  were  to  assist 
the  action  of  the  law.     People  here 
assisted  the  action  of  the  law  because 
they  knew  the  control  over  the  execution 
of  the  law  emanated,  to  a  very  great 
extent,  from  among  themselves,  much 
more,  at  any  rate,  than  it  did  in  other 
countries.     Even  as  the  police  were  now 
constituted,  in  the  counties  they  were 
more  under  the  control  of  the  people 
than  they  were  on  the  other  side  of  the 
water.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  spoke  as  if  a  popularly 
elected  Body  would  be  subject  to  the 
whims  of  every  passing  impulse,  and  as 
if  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  or  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  Police  in  London  were 
Bodies  of  persons  who,  like  the  gods,  were 
entirely  free  from  the  influence  of  human 
affairs.    They  needed  to  go  no  further 
than  London  to  see  that  the  controlling 
Bodies  were  certainly  not  altogether  free 
from  the  pressure  of  certain  prejudices, 
and  he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  whether  there  were 
not   as  many   instances   of    unelected 
Bodies,  controlling  the   police  in   this 
country,  being  affected  by  passing  events 
as  there  were  of  elected  Bodies?    Al- 
though a  previous  speaker  had  referred 
to  some  temporary  difficulty  at  Cardiff, 
that  was  altogether  exceptional.      The 
borough  police  of  this  country  had,  as  a 
whole,  been  well  conducted  and  managed, 
and,   as  a  whole,  had  been  free  from 
those  influences  which  the  right  hon. 
O^ntlem^n  Xhe  Qom^  Secretary  sought 


to  attribute  to  the  police  in  the  counties 
if  they  were  made  subject  to  popular 
control.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
feared  popular  control  in  that  way, 
why  did  he  introduce  popular  con- 
trol in  the  Bill  to  the  extent  it  was 
introduced?  He  (Mr.  James  Stuart) 
had  abstained  intentionally  from  enter- 
ing into  the  question  which  affected 
Londoners  more  than  any  other  body 
of  persons — namely,  the  relation  of 
the  police  in  London  to  the  people. 
He  had  done  so  because  the  question 
would  come  up  again  for  discussion. 
He  dealt  with  the  matter  on  general 
grounds,  and  he  repeated  that  there  was 
no  question  which  to  him  was  of  more 
importance,  there  was  none  which  re- 
quired more  discussion,  there  was  none 
on  which  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  would 
criticize  more  closely  the  votes  of  those 
Liberals  who  sat  upon  the  Opposition 
Benches,  but  who  generally  voted  with 
the  Government. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R 
Holderness)  said,  he  thought  it  was  very 
unfortunate  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  moved  the  Amendment 
(Mr.  Heneage)  had  coupled  together 
two  subjects,  each  of  which  seemed 
worthy  of  discussion.  These  subjects 
were  the  control  of  the  police  and  the 
appointment  of  the  Chief  Constables. 
His  sympathies  were  entirely  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  one; 
in  the  other  they  were  entirely  op- 
posed to  him.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  in  his 
speech  just  now,  pointed  out  that  no 
one  had  shown  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  County  Councils  would  be 
capable  of  undertaking  the  duties  pro- 
posed to  be  entrusted  to  them.  But  he 
would  point  out  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
that  when  they  were  constituting  a  new 
and  great  Body  like  the  County  Council 
there  ought  to  be  some  strong  reasons 
shown  for  withholding  from  them  a 
duty  so  important  as  the  duty  of  con- 
trolling the  police.  He  held  that  the 
more  power  that  was  given  to  these 
assemblies,  the  greater  would  be  the  posi- 
tion they  would  occupy  in  the  county. 
Nor  did  he  believe  there  was  any 
reason  whatever  to  suppose  that  popu- 
larly elected  Bodies  had  any  sympathy 
at  all  with  disorder.  There  were  ex- 
ceptional cases,  no  doubt,  but  he  thought 
it  could  be  shown  that  elected  bodies 
generally  did  exercise  with  rigour  the 
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executive  powers  entrusted  to  them  in 
the  direction  of  suppressing  disorder. 
Ho  must  say  there  was  one  difficulty 
which  presented  itself  to  his  mind — it 
was  one  of  those  anomalies,  however, 
which  he  supposed  were  frequently 
found  in  our  system.  The  magistrates 
of  a  county  were  responsible  for  the 
peace  of  the  county,  and  it  certainly  did 
seem  an  anomalous  condition  of  things 
to  deprive  them  of  all  power  of  keeping 
the  peace.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
same  circumstances  existed  at  present  in 
the  boroughs,  and  although  it  was  an 
anomaly,  it  was  one  of  those  which 
had  been  found  to  work  well.  There- 
fore he  supposed  it  might  be  equally 
applied  to  the  counties.  That  was  the 
only  consideration  which  seemed  to  be 
against  placingthe  control  of  the  police  in 
the  hanas  of  the  County  Councils,  but  he 
should  not  oppose  the  proposal  on  that  ac- 
count. He  desired,  however,  to  say  a  word 
in  reference  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Chief  Constables.  That  appeared  to  be  a 
matter  of  much  greater  importance.  He 
did  not  believe  the  appointment  of  any 
high  official  could  be  satisfactorily  made 
by  any  large  body  whatever,  by  the 
Quarter  Sessions  or  the  County  Council. 
He  had  been  informed  by  various  people 
who  were  familiar  with  the  working  of 
Quarter  Sessions  that  when  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Chief  Constable  came  up  it  did 
happen  that  gentlemen  who  did  not 
usually  attend  the  Sessions  turned  up 
in  considerable  numbers.  He  did  not 
think  there  was  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  County  Councils  would  be  any  freer 
than  Quarter  Sessions  from  this  pecu- 
liar fallibility  of  human  nature.  Per- 
sonally, he  thought  elected  Bodies  were 
much  more  likely  to  be  swayed  in  that 
direction  than  Quarter  Sessions ;  his 
belief  was  that  Chief  Constables  ought  to 
be  appointed  by  some  individual,  be  he 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, with  the  power  of  removal  by 
address  from  the  County  Council;  and 
he  had  a  strong  suspicion  they  would 
get  better  men  in  that  way,  and  that 
there  would  be,  by  address  from  the 
County  Council,  a  check  upon  the  ap- 
pointment of  men  who  were  not  fit  for 
the  office.  He  was,  under  these  cir- 
oumstances,  in  some  doubt  as  to  the  way 
he  ought  to  vote.  He  had  to  weigh  in 
his  mind  which  was  the  more  important 
feature  of  the  case — the  appointment  of 
the  Chief  Constable  or  the  control  of  the 
police.    He  was  bound  to  say  that,  on 
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the  whole,  the  control  of  the  police 
being  placed  under  the  County  Councils 
was  of  more  urgent  importance  than 
the  appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable, 
and  it  would,  therefore,  bo  his  un- 
happy fortune  on  this  occasion  to  dis- 
sociate himself  from  very  many  of  his 
hon.  Friends. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  he 
thought  there  was  a  little  confusion  in 
the  debate  arising  from  the  mixing  up 
of  the  administrative  and  the  judicial 
control  of  the  police.  The  Committee 
would  see  the  essential  difference  if  they 
would  allow  him  to  recall  to  their  minds 
what  was  the  position  of  the  police  both 
administratively  and  judicially  in  the 
boroughs  of  the  Kingdom.  He  knew 
nothiug  about  the  law  of  Scotland,  but 
he  knew  how  the  police  were  adminis- 
tered in  the  borouglis  with  large  popula- 
tions. The  administrative  control  of 
the  police  in  those  boroughs  was  in  the 
hands  of  a  Watch  Committee  appointed 
by  the  Town  Council  of  the  borough,  and 
if  the  contention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  was  cor- 
rect, that  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  amounted 
to  a  divorce  of  the  police  from  all  judi- 
cial control,  the  greatest  sinner  in  that 
respect  would  be  the  borough  which 
the  Home  Secretary  had  the  honour 
to  represent,  in  which  he  ventured  to 
say  the  police  were  as  well  and  as 
efficiently  managed  as  they  were  in  any 
county  in  England.  But  in  boroughs 
there  was  also  judicial  control  of  the 
police,  the  judicial  control  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary alluded  when  he  went  through  all 
the  various  processes  of  issuing  sum- 
monses controlling  the  action  of  the 
police  with  reference  to  the  preservation 
of  the  peace,  and  that  maintenance  of 
law  and  order  to  which  so  many  hon. 
Members  had  alluded.  That  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  magistrates,  and  was 
not  in  the  hands  of  Town  Councils.  If 
they  went  into  the  counties,  they  found 
the  magistrates  exercised  a  two-fold 
jurisdiction.  As  the  magistrates  are 
responsible  for  he  maintenance  of  law 
and  order,  they  controlled  the  police 
in  the  exercise  of  those  functions 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  had  alluded ; 
but  the  administrative  control  of  the 
county  police  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
Police  Oommittee  of  the  county,  which 
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was  appointed  by  the  Quarter  Sessions, 
and  really  he  did  not  suppose  for  one 
moment  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  would  con- 
tend that  that  was  a  judicial  function 
at  all.  That  was  a  purely  administrative 
function  which  the  magistrates  had  dis- 
charged with  great  efficiency  and  eco- 
nomy.    The  point,  therefore,  was  not 
whether  they  were  going    to   transfer 
what  was  judicial,  but  whether,  when 
they  were  setting  up  in  the  county  a 
popularly  elected  Body,  who   were  to 
have  control  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
finances,  they  should    not    place    that 
elected  Body    in    precisely    the    same 
position  in  regard  to  the  administrative 
control  of  the  police  as  Town  Councils 
were  placed  in  the  boroughs.    Of  course, 
they  might  argue  from  theory  or  from 
experience;  they  might  argue  that  a 
nominated  Body  as  magistrates  were  a 
better  Body  for  exercising  these   func- 
tions  than  an   elected    Body;  but  the 
whole  theory  of  the  Bill  was  that  it  was 
desirable  to  transfer  the  administrative 
functions  of  nominated  Bodies   to  the 
hands  of  elected  Bodies ;  and  the  argu- 
ments   which    had   been  addressed   to 
the    Committee  against  elected  Bodies 
applied  not  only  to  this  clause,  but  to 
every  other  clause  of  the  Bill.     If  they 
wanted  to  judge  from  experience  they 
must  take  the  experience  of  the  large 
boroughs.     He  was  surprised  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary raise    some    doubt    about    the 
administration  of   the  police  in  large 
boroughs.      Birmingham,    Manchester, 
Leeds,  Liverpool,  had  all  larger  popula- 
tions than  most  of  the  counties;  they 
had  a  larger  number  of  police,  and  they 
had  a  more  difficult  population  to  deal 
with.      They  contained  large  numbers 
of  the  criminal  classes,  and  they  were 
subjected  to  what  had  been  called  popular 
gusts  of  feeling.     Yet  no  one  had  ever 
complained  that  the  administration  of 
the  police  there  had  been  ineffective  or 
unsatisfactory,  or  that  in  any  way  the 
administration  of  law  and  order  had  been 
prejudiced  by  being  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the   elected  representatives  of  those 
boroughs.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  alluded  to  the  case 
of  Torquay ;  he  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
inteuded  to  quote  that  as  an  illustration 
of  his  point.   There  the  police  were  in 
-  no  way  interfered  with  by  the  elected 


Body.    The  elected  Body  was  the  prose- 
cutiug  Body  in  that  case,  and  the  police 
were  perfectly  independent.     Speaking 
from  his  own  experience   in  a  Watch 
Committee,  the  police,  in  the  discharge 
of  their  functions,  in  the  preservation  of 
Laws,  were  not  interfered  with  by  the 
Town  Council.     For  all  purposes  of  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order  the  police 
were  under  the  control  of  the  magistrates. 
If  any  question  arose  the  magistrates 
communicated  with  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  if  it  was  necessary  action  was  taken 
through  the  magistrates.     All  that  the 
supporters  o.f  this  Amendment  argued 
was  that  the  administration  and  finan- 
cial control  of  the  police  and  the  patron- 
age of  the  police  should  follow  the  ad- 
ministration and  financial  control  of  all 
the  other  business  of  the  county.     The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the   Holderness  Division  of  York 
(Commander   Bethell)  referred   to  the 
question    of  the    appointment    of    the 
Chief  Constable.      He  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  thought  be  could  show  to  the 
Committee,  if  they  could  go  through  the 
various  elections  which  had  taken  place, 
that  the  election  of  a  Chief  Constable  in  a 
large   borough  was  not  conducted   on 
those    principles     of    popular    election 
which  prevailed  in  counties.     The  ap- 
pointment of  a  Chief  Constable — say,  at 
Birmingham,   or  any  other  large  town 
— vested  in   the  hands  of  the   Watch 
Committee,    which  was  a  small  Body. 
There  had  just  been  a  Chief  Constable 
elected  in  Staffordshire,  and  the  election 
had  aroused  as  much  interest  among  the 
magistracy  as  a  Parliamentary  Election 
Votes    had    been    sought    East    and 
West,    and    North    and    South.      He 
had    no    doubt    the    Quarter   Sessions 
elected  the  very  best  man,  but  to  say 
that  there    had    been    anything   of    a 
judicial  character  in  the    election  pro- 
ceedings was  to  caricature  judicial  func- 
tions.    The  principle  which  underlay  the 
whole  of  this  question  was,  were  they 
prepared  to  maintain  that  constituents 
who  were  competent  to  elect  men  to  sit 
in  the  House  of  Commons  to  control  all 
the  naval  and  military  expenditure,  and 
to  control  the  policy  of  the  Empire,  were 
incapable  of  electing  a  Body  of  men  in 
order  to  control  financially  the  police 
force  in  the  counties  in  which  they  lived. 
If  popular  election  was  worthy  of  the 
name,  if  popular  government  could  be 
trusted  to  any  extent,  it  surely  could  be 
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trusted  to  the  extent  which  the  very 
small  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Heneage)  proposed.  He 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  trusted  the  Go- 
vernment would  accept  the  Amendment, 
and  that  they  would  not  maim  the 
Representative  Councils  of  the  Counties 
by  depriving  them  of  functions  which 
similarly  elected  Bodies  in  great  towns 
had  efficiently  discharged  for  upwards 
of  half  a  century. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  that  what  they 
all  desired  was  that  now  they  were  con- 
stituting new  county  authorities  they 
should  make  adequate  provision  for  the 
maintenance  of  that  force  which  had  the 
preservation  of  law  and  order  in  its 
hands  in  a  state  of  effieiency.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
had  drawn  an  analogy  from  the  case  of 
towns,  and  had  endeavoured  to  prove 
from  that  analogy  that  they  would  be 
perfectly  safe  in  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion of  the  police  in  the  counties  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  manner  as  had  been  for 
a  long  time  past  done  in  towns.  But  he 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  had  ventured  once  before 
in  discussing  this  question  to  point  out 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
there  was  a  very  marked  and  wide  differ- 
ence between  a  borough  and  a  county 
for  purposes  of  this  kind.  He  ventured 
again  to  press  upon  the  Committee  that 
there  was  that  very  real  distinction,  a 
distinction  which  made  it  essential  that 
they  should  consider  this  question  of 
counties  altogether  apart  from  the  ques- 
tion of  how  the  matter  was  arranged  in 
the  large  towns  for  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  no  doubt  competent  to 
speak.  What  was  the  position  in  large 
boroughs,  at  Birmingham,  and  Liverpool, 
and  Wolverhampton  ?  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  the  administration  of  the 
police  was  in  the  hands  of  elected 
Bodies,  but  he  was  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
would  acknowledge  that  the  representa- 
tion of  individual  interests  in  the  borough 
he  represented  was  very  much  more 
complete  than  it  was  possible  for  them 
to  hope  for  in  the  case  of  the  smaller 
areas  over  whioh  the  County  Councils 
would  have  to  exercise  control.  The 
Town  Councils  of  the  large  boroughs 
consisted  of  a  very  large  number  of  repre- 
sentatives ;  they  were  elected  in  consider- 
able number  from  all  parts  of  the 
borough,  and  they  represented  all  seo- 
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tions  of  the  community  within  the 
borough.  A  borough  itself  was  a  com- 
paratively small  area  ;  although  the 
population  was  large  it  was  confined 
within  a  very  limited  space,  and  the 
condition  of  affairs  in  every  part  of  the 
borough  was  within  the  knowledge  of 
all  the  members  of  the  council  having 
to  administer  the  police  who  had  the 
care  of  law  and  order.  But  what  was 
the  condition  of  things  in  counties? 
They  had  a  very  large  number  of  dis- 
tricts in  the  counties,  some  of  them  rural, 
some  of  them  municipal  boroughs,  and 
if  they  were  to  follow  out  the  analogy 
of  the  boroughs,  the  fit  and  proper  system 
would  be  not  to  give  the  control  of  the 
police  to  the  County  Councils  at  all  or 
to  any  Joint  Committee,  but  to  have  a 
separate  police  force  for  all  the  various 
districts  over  which  the  District  Councils 
which  were  to  be  created  should  have 
separate  administrative  control.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  pro- 
pose that,  and  no  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  proposed  it.  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  was  that  the 
County  Council — which  was  elected  from 
a  very  large  area,  an  area  which  con- 
tained many  smaller  areas  often  very 
widely  scattered,  and  very  often  in  no 
sense  connected  by  interest  or  associa- 
tion— that  they  should  give  to  the  County 
Council  which  represented  all  the  various 
places  in  the  county  the  control  of  the 
police  for  the  whole  area  of  the  county 
including  both  rural  and  urban  districts. 
Now,  in  some  counties  the  area  was  so 
large  and  the  population  was  so  great 
that  the  number  of  representatives 
which  were  to  be  retained  in  order  to 
make  a  workable  Council  compelled  them 
to  limit  very  much  indeed  the  num- 
ber of  representatives  to  be  returned 
from  the  various  areas,  and  many  of 
these  areas,  some  of  them  boroughs, 
some  large  urban  districts,  others 
rural  districts,  would  only  return  one 
or  two  members.  Now,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  did  not  think  that  it 
could  be  in  any  sense  considered  that 
the  representatives  of  these  districts  or 
the  ratepayers  of  these  districts  could 
have  that  complete  control  over  the 
police  force  which  the  ratepayers  of  a 
borough  had  over  their  police  force. 
That  being  so,  and  the  county  itself  con- 
sisting of  a  very  large  area  of  very 
scattered  population,  and  a  very  large 
number  of  districts,  hardly  any  one  of 
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which  had  connection  with  the  other, 
they  considered  that  the  Eepresentative 
Council  of  that  county  was  not  in  the 
same  sense  as  qualified  to  efficiently 
represent  all  the  various  communities, 
as  able  to  give  that  same  kind  of  control 
over  the  police  force  as  a  Town  Council 
of  a  borough  was.  These  things  con- 
sidered, let  him  observe  what,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Oovemment,  was  the  best 
means  for  providing  for  the  adequate 
administration  of  the  police  force.  They 
found  that  hitherto  it  had  been  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  the  magistrates.  They 
recognized  at  once  that,  haviug  set  up  a 
great  Representative  Institution,  they 
could  not  propose  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  the  representatives  of  the 
people  duly  elected  were  to  have  no  con- 
trol over  the  administration  of  the  police 
force,  but  they  considered  that,  having 
set  up  an  entirely  new  Body  under  the 
circumstances  he  had  named,  it  would 
not  be  wise  to  put  the  entire  control  of 
this  force  which  was  responsible  for  law 
and  order  throughout  the  great  county 
area  under  the  new  Body.  They,  there- 
fore, thought  it  was  a  perfectly  justifi- 
able proposal  that  along  with  this  new 
Body  they  should  associate  the  old  body 
which  had  for  so  many  years  adequately 
performed  its  duties  respecting  the  ad- 
ministration of  police.  He  did  not  anti- 
cipate that  there  was  at  all  likely  to  be 
any  conflict  whatever  in  connection  with 
this  matter.  He  knew  that  some  of  his 
hon.  Friends  thought  that  possibly  there 
might  be  some  conflict  between  the  two 
component  parts  of  the  joint  committee, 
but  the  Government  did  not  think  there 
would  be  anything  of  the  kind.  There 
were  many  joint  committees  at  the 
present  time,  some  of  which  had  been 
mentioned  before,  where  nothing  like 
the  conflict  which  had  been  spoken  of 
arose,  or  was  likely  to  arise.  The  sole 
and  only  desire  of  the  Government  had 
been,  in  handing  over  to  the  new  Au- 
thority these  large  powers,  to  obtain 
efficiency.  There  had  been  no  question 
whatever  of  suspicion  on  their  part  of 
the  newly-elected  Bodies.  It  would, 
indeed,  be  a  sorry  compliment  to  these 
gpreat  Bodies,  which  the  Government,  as 
their  authors,  would  be  naturally  the 
last  to  pay,  if  they  were  to  say  that  they 
had  a  suspicion  as  to  the  way  in  which 
they  would  exercise  their  authority. 
What  they  were  seeking  to  obtain  was 
a  Body  so  composed  as  would  in  their 


opinion  be  the  best  for  maintaining  in 
efficiency  the  police  force  ;  and  in  asso- 
ciating the  old  and  new  Bodies  for 
that  object,  they  thought  they  had 
arrived  at  a  solution  of  the  difficulty 
which  met  exactly  the  requirements  of 
the  case,  and  which  did  not  in  any  shape 
or  form  reflect  the  smallest  discredit  or 
suspicion  upon  the  new  Authorities. 

Mr.  bo  wen  ROWLANDS  (Car- 
diganshire) said,  he  confessed  he  was 
unable  to  follow  the  arguments  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  to  show  the  difl'erence  between 
the  new  Councils  as  the  representatives 
of  the  interests  of  the  counties  and  the 
Watch  Committees  and  Town  Councils  as 
the  representatives  of  the  interests  of 
the  boroughs.  As  he  was  unable  to 
follow  the  course  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  arguments,  he  did  not 
intend  to  attempt  any  refutation  of  them. 
He  hoped  that  the  Government  would 
carry  out  loyally  their  expressed  inten- 
tion of  endeavouring  to  make  the  County 
Council  as  representative  a  Body  as  cir- 
cumstances would  allow,  and,  in  his 
opinion,  as  far  as  it  was  representative 
it  warranted  the  analogy  which  had 
been  drawn  between  its  functions  and 
these  of  existing  Town  Councils.  On 
the  general  question  he  did  not  know 
whether  one  ought  not  to  sympathize 
with  the  Government  in  this  matter, 
because  they  seemed  to  him  to  be  any- 
thing but  at  one  with  their  supporters. 
While  the  Government  professed  to  be 
actuated  by  no  distrust  of  the  Bodies  they 
proposed  to  set  up,  the  speeches  of  their 
supporters  behind  them  had  breathed 
an  entirely  contrary  spirit.  The  Com- 
mittee were  told  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Oswestry  Division 
of  Shropshire  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton) 
that  an  elected  Body  was  not  in  favour 
of  law  and  order.  He  (Mr.  Bowen 
Rowlands)  did  not  know  in  what  quar- 
ter the  hon.  Gentleman  had  pursued  his 
historical  researches,  but  they  must  have 
been  in  quarters  entirely  misleading.  If 
there  was  one  charge  more  than  another 
as  to  this  matter  which  had  been  urged 
against  republics  and  elected  Bodies 
generally,  it  was  that  they  had  been  too 
arbitrary  in  the  exercise  of  the  powers 
conferred  upon  them,  and  had  put  down 
with  too  strong  a  hand  any  attempted 
invasion  of  the  rights  and  authority  of 
which  they  believed  themselves  to  be 
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thews)  had  alluded  to  disturbances 
which  had  taken  place  in  Cardiff.  He 
(Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands)  was  unable  to 
see  how  the  case  of  the  disturbances 
at  Cardiff  helped  the  argument  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  At  Cardiff  an  in- 
quiry was  held  into  the  conduct  of  the 
police  on  a  certain  occasion.  It  was  not 
for  him  to  criticize  the  capacity  of  the 
tribunal  which  investigated  the  conduct 
of  the  police,  nor  to  say  anything  in  re- 
gard to  its  findings ;  but  how  an  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  the  police  in  a 
borough  could  assist  the  argument  that 
the  control  of  the  police  was  not  to  be 
given  to  the  County  Councils,  he  was  at 
a  loss  to  understand,  especially  in  view 
of  those  instances  which  were  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  showing  how  admirably  the 
control  worked  in  the  larger  towns  and 
boroughs  throughout  the  Kingdom.  It 
was  far  from  his  intention  to  do  any- 
thing to  delay  the  Committee  in  arriving 
at  a  conclusion  by  a  vote  upon  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  there  were  one  or  two  other 
matters  he  wished  to  refer  to.  It  was  a 
curious  fact,  with  regard  to  the  control 
of  the  police  by  the  authorities  in 
boroughs  and  the  authorities  in  coun- 
ties, that  in  the  disturbances  which  took 
place  in  Cardiff  (and  he  believed  it  was 
also  the  case  at  Belfast)  it  was  to  the 
police  who  were  imported  from  outside 
that  the  bulk  of  the  disorders  were 
mainly,  if  not  altogether,  attributed, 
and  not  to  those  who  were  under  the 
control  of  the  authorities  within  the 
borough.  That  was  another  instance 
which  went  to  support  the  argument 
adduced  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House ;  but  among  the  gloomy  pictures 
drawn  on  the  other  side,  there  was 
one  bright  spot  shown  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for 
North-West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot).  The  hon.  and  gallant  Ba> 
ronet  gave  as  a  reason  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  present  system  that 
everybody  in  his  district  was  desirous  of 
being  a  magistrate  ;  this  might  be  true 
and  might  be  an  example  of  well  or 
ill  regulated  ambition,  but  it  proved 
nothing  that  could  be  of  service  in  this 
discussion.  The  complaint  they  had  to 
make  in  Wales  was  that  magistrates 
were  almost  invariably  selected  from  one 
class  of  people,  and  persons  who  were 
fairly  entitled  to  a  seat  upon  the  Bench 


possessed.  He  saw  in  the  present  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  a  gloomy  fore- 
boding as  to  the  way  the  Body  which 
the  Bill  called  into  existence  would  exer- 
cise their  functions.  While  the  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  to  confide  lunatics, 
the  most  helpless  part  of  the  community, 
to  the  care  and  consideration  of  the 
County  Councils,  they  considered  that 
if  they  entrusted  to  them  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  police  force  they  would  be 
putting  power  into  the  hands  of  persons 
who  knew  not  how  to  use  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin)  had  rebuked  certain 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  behind  him 
in  no  uncertain  tone.  He  had  argued 
that  it  was  impossible  to  prove  a 
negative.  He  had  argued  that  be- 
cause there  was  no  prooi  as  yet  to  show 
that  the  new  County  Councils  were 
fitted  for  the  duties  conferred  upon  them 
by  the  Bill,  the  control  of  the  police 
should  not  be  given  to  them.  That  was 
another  example  of  the  forebodings 
which  they  had  heard  uttered  in  dismal 
tones  by  some  of  those  who  had  spoken 
from  behind  the  Front  Government 
Bench.  If  they  pursued  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Division  to  its  logical 
conclusion  they  would  give  these  County 
Councils  no  duties  at  all.  They  were 
not,  according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, to  be  entrusted  with  duties  until 
they  had  shown  their  fitness  to  discharge 
them ;  but  that  could  not  be  shown  until 
they  had  had  duties  to  discharge.  This 
language  of  the  gloomy  prophets  con- 
trasted very  strongly  and  markedly  with 
the  language  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach),  who  looked 
with  a  cheerful  countenance  to  a  not  far 
distant  period,  when  all,  or  nearly  all, 
the  functions  of  county  government, 
would  be  vested  in  these  new  Bodies. 
The  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  the 
South  Molton  Division  of  Devon  (Vis- 
count Lymington)  had  referred  to  Ire- 
land and  Wales.  He  (Mr.  Bowen  Eow- 
lands)  did  not  think  that  the  tithe  riots 
in  Wales  was  a  very  happy  instance  for 
the  noble  Viscount  to  select,  because  the 
tithe  disturbances  occurred  at  a  place 
where  the  police  were  under  the  control 
of  the  county  magistrates.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the   Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
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were  denied  the  position  by  those  who 
had  the  power  of  appointment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  referred  to  the  enforcement  of 
the  Qame  Laws  by  magistrates,  and 
had  appeared  to  confess  that  it  was  not 
all  that  could  be  desired.  But  his 
(Mr.  Bowen  Kowland's)  and  his  hon. 
Friend's  complaint  was  not  by  any 
means  restricted  to  the  hearing  of  cases 
under  the  same  Laws,  but  rather  as 
to  the  employment  of  police  as  ad- 
ditional gamekeepers.  There  was  a 
Statute  which  prevented  gamekeepers 
being  constables,  but  the  action  of  the 
magistrates  really  turned  constables  into 
gamekeepers.  He  was  not  there  to  make 
any  special  charge  against  the  magis- 
trates, although  he  was  obliged  to  con- 
fess that  their  training  and  prejudices 
disposed  them  to  run  in  one  groove.  On 
the  grounds  he  had  enumerated,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  grant  full 
control  of  the  police  to  the  County 
Council. 

Me.  STANSFELD  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  had,  he 
thought,  a  difficult  task,  and  he  had  not 
been  perfectly  successful  in  fulfilling  it 
in  endeavouring  to  justify  the  scheme  of 
the  Bill  in  regard  to  the  control  of  the 
police,  because  the  measure  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  founded  on  the 
precedent  of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act,  and  everyone  knew  that  in  the 
Municipal  Corporations  the  police  were 
imder  the  Town  Council,  and  not  under 
any  mixed  Committee  or  under  any 
foreign  Body.  How  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  endeavour  to  justify  and 
account  for  the  proposal  in  his  measure  ? 
As  far  as  he  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  could 
understand  it,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man endeavoured  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  the  boroughs  and  the  counties 
with  respect  to  the  management  of  the 
police.  He  had  said,  in  the  first  place, 
that  if  they  were  to  go  by  analogy  they 
ought  to  confer  on  District  Councils  the 
superintendence  and  management  of  the 
police ;  and  he  added  that  the  County 
Councils  were  not  as  distinctly  and  as 
definitely  representative  Bodies  as  the 
District  Councils  were,  or  might  be,  in 
regard  to  the  question  of  police.  But 
what  was  his  proposal?  To  give  the 
superintendence  of  the  police  and  the 
patronage  of  the  police  to  a  Body  which 
was  less  representative  than  the  County 


Council  itself.  There  was  no  justifica- 
tion, it  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Stansfeld),  for 
that  argument.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman went  on  to  say  that  the  County 
Council  was  in  some  respects  less  fitted 
than  the  Council  of  a  borough  to  under- 
take these  functions:  When  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  Act  was  passed,  what 
experience  bad  the  Councils  which  were 
created  for  the  first  time  under  that 
Act  ?  Besides,  the  County  Councils  of 
the  future  would  be  largely,  and  per- 
haps mainly,  composed  of  the  very  men, 
or,  at  any  rate,  the  class  of  men,  from 
whom  magistrates  were  chosen,  and 
who  had  peculiar  experience  in  the 
management  of  police.  It  was  no  use 
casting  doubts  on  the  Councils  which 
they  proposed  to  create  for  popular 
government  in  the  counties,  unless  they 
could  justify  those  doubts,  and  he 
asserted,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  the  conditions  of  the  case  were  such 
that  the  future  County  Councils  would 
largely  consist  of  county  magistrates, 
and  almost  exclusively  consist  of  owners 
of  property  and  county  gentlemen,  from 
which  classes  of  the  community  magis- 
trates were  chosen.  Therefore,  he 
maintained  that  on  the  ground  of  expe- 
rience there  was  more  reason  for  con- 
ferring on  County  Councils  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  police  than  there  was 
reason  when  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act  was  passed  for  conferring  that 
power  on  the  Councils  which  were 
thereby  created.  He  wanted  to  give 
the  Government  to  understand  that  they 
had  come  at  length  in  this  Bill  upon 
what  was  a  vital  question,  a  question 
upon  which  they  on  the  Opposition 
Benches  felt  deeply,  and  upon  which 
their  friends  and  constituents,  and  those 
who  were  politically  in  accord  with 
them  felt  deeply;  and  he  said  this 
without  fear  or  hesitation,  that  upon 
the  conclusion  to  which  the  Committee 
came  that  day  would  depend  largely 
the  aspect  in  which  the  measure  would 
be  regarded  by  the  people  of  the 
country,  and  that  it  would  bo  impossible 
to  avoid  dissensions  and  political  dis- 
cussions, particularly  with  reference 
to  that  part  of  the  measure.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin)  seemed  to  think  that 
they  (the  Opposition)  would  find  a  diffi- 
culty in  stating  positively  their  reasons 
for  objecting  to  the  Government  measures 
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or    to  the  proposal   of  tlie  hon.    and 
gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  North- 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
and  of  approving   of  the   proposal   of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hene- 
age),    which   they   were   discussing  at 
this  moment.     He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  felt 
no  difficulty  in  stating  the  views  and 
principles  by  which  he  believed  they  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
were  guided  on  this  subject.     First  of 
all,   they  objected  to  the  very    thing 
which  many  people  seemed  to  desire — 
they  objected  to  mixing  judicial  with 
executive  functions.     They  objected  to 
too  close  and  intimate  an  alliance  be- 
tween the  Judges  or  magistrates  and  the 
police,  and  they  adopted  entirely  the 
lucid    and    unanswerable    explanation 
and  arguments   which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Wol- 
verhampton (Mr.   Henry    H.   Fowler) 
had  put  forward  so  clearly,  to  the  effect 
that  what  they  desired  was  not  to  ioter- 
fere  with  the  judicial  functions  of  the 
magistracy,  or  to  take  away  from  them 
any  power  which  judicially  they  were 
entitled  to  exercise  over  the  police  in  the 
county,   but   simply    to    place   in  the 
hands  of  a  popularly  elected  Body,  which 
was  to  pay  for  the  police,  the  right  of 
nominating  and  managing  the   police. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  had  placed  in  his 
(Mr.  Stansfeld's)  hands   the   words  of 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act  which 
referred  to  this  subject,  and  the  thing 
was  perfectly  plain.    The  words  were 
contained  in  the  91st  section  of  the  Act, 
and  it  was  plain  from  that  section  that 
the  powers  conferred  on  the  Watch  Com- 
mittees of  Town  Councils  were  purely 
administrative,  and  that  the  police  re- 
mained absolutely  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Justices,  who  were  entitled  to  call 
upon  them  to  act.     In  the  2nd  sub-sec- 
tion of  that  clause,  he  found  that  every 
constable  should  be  liable  to  obey  all 
such    lawful    commands    as  he  might 
receive  from  any  of  the  Justices  having 
jurisdiction  in  the  borough  or  in  any 
county  in    which    that  constable   was 
called  on  to  act.     Therefore,  there  was 
no  difference  at  all  between  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  and  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  on  the  question  of  the  magis- 
tracy   retaining  all  that  power  which 
might  fairly  be  called  judicial  as  dis- 
tinct from  the  administrative  power,  and 
all  that  he  claimed  was  that  the  measure, 


the  principal  object  of  which  was  to  take 
away  from  the  magistrates  of  counties 
that  which  was  not  judicial,  but  purely 
administrative,  should  follow  that  prin- 
ciple when  they  came  to  deal  with  the 
subject  of  the  administration  of  the  police. 
They  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House  had  another  reason.     They  ob- 
jected to  the  refusal  to  give  the  County 
Councils  of  the  future  that  control  over 
the  police  which  the  Borough  Councils 
had,  and  which  the  Councils  of  Boroughs 
which  were  to  be  Counties  were  to  have 
in  the  future.     He  thought  it  was  a 
sorry  compliment  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  pay  to 
the  County  Councils,  which  he  was  in- 
strumental in  creating,  to  refuse  them 
administrative  powers  which  were  vested 
in  Town  Councils  by  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act.     He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  ven- 
tured to  think,  or  to  suspect,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  feeling  was  not 
very  strong  against  the  arguments  and 
the  resolution  which  he  (Mr.  Stansfeld) 
was  now  advocating,  and  that  it  had 
been  a  matter  of  Party  tactics  and  of 
concession  to  what  might  be  called  the 
Quarter  Sessions  element  which  had  led 
the  right   hon.  Gentleman  to  propose 
this  compromise,  which  many  even  on 
the    opposite    side   of  the    House  did 
not  think  would  work  without  difficulty 
and  friction.     But  he  (Mr.    Stansfeld) 
should  like  the  Committee  to  take  a 
somewhat  larger  view  of  the  matter,  and 
would  put  it  in  this  way.     He  contended 
that  they  could  not  do  a  more  useful 
thing  for  law   and  order  than  to  call 
upon  the  local  representatives,  freely 
chosen  by  the  people,  to  administer  the 
police,  subject  always  to  the  right   of 
the  magistracy  to  call  upon  them  when 
it  might  be  necessary  to  do  so.    He  had 
yet  to  learn  the  very  A  B  C  of  Consti- 
tutional Government,  if  it  was  not  a  fact 
that  if  they  wanted  to  rule  the  people 
with  law  and  order,  the  people  must  be 
put  on  the  side  of  law  and  order.     Did 
not  everyone  know  that  looking  back  at 
the  history  of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
of  the  country,  how  eminently  success- 
ful the  adoption  in  practice  of  that  prin- 
ciple had  been  ?    There  might  have  been 
occasions  when  there  had  been  some 
difficulties  to  encounter,  and  when  there 
had  been  some  partial  failure,  but,  look- 
ing at  the  question  broadly  and  fairly, 
could  anyone  say  to  himself  that  any 
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other  measure  or  proposal  or  metliod 
could  haye  conduced  so  much  to  the  suc- 
cessful obserranceof  law  and  order  in  the 
big  boroughs  of  this  country  as  the  prin- 
ciples and  arrangements  of  the  Municipal 
Corporatious  Act,  which  placed  the 
police  under  the  administrative  control 
of  the  Town  Councils  ?  Why,  it  was  com- 
mon sense  and  common  knowledge  that 
about  the  best  thing  they  could  do  with 
men  was  to  set  them  to  a  good  work — 
was  to  define  their  duty  and  set  them  to 
do  it.  Under  such  circumstances  most 
men  would  do  their  duty.  If  an  elective 
Body  of  men  were  given  the  admini- 
BtratioQ  of  the  Bill  whether  they  were  a 
Borough  Council  or  a  County  Council, 
however  popularly  they  were  chosen, 
they  placed  them  at  once  upon  the  side 
of  the  law,  and  infused  into  their 
minds  a  high  sense  of  responsibility. 
There  had  been  many  occasions  in  the 
history  of  the  Municipal  Corporations  of 
this  country  when  popular  feeling  was 
strongly  against  the  exercise  of  police 
power,  but  the  popularly  elected  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  in  the  Councils 
had  not  hesitated  in  the  fulfilment  of 
their  duties,  and  had  called  upon  the 
police  to  perform  theirs.  He  said, 
therefore,  that  if  they  would  do  the  best 
thing  for  law  and  order,  they  would 
place  the  police  entirely  under  the  con- 
trol— subject  to  the  right  by  law  of  the 
magistrates  to  call  upon  them  to  act  in 
certain  cases — entirely  under  the  superin- 
tendence and  control  of  the  County  Coun- 
cils. What  he  had  noted,  he  must  say 
with  some  surprise,  was  that  the  ob- 
jection to  the  present  proposal  had 
sprung  from  the  othjsr  side  of  the  House 
— from  the  supporters  of  the  Gkivern- 
ment  who  had  brought  in  this  measure. 
He  would  put  it  to  the  Gentlemen  who 
opposed  this  proposal  to  invest  the 
County  Councils  of  the  future  with  the 
management  of  the  police — he  would 
put  it  to  them  on  what  ground  did  they 
support  the  proposal  to  create  County 
Councils,  if  they  could  not  trust  them  ? 
These  County  Councils  would  un* 
doubtedly  consist  to  a  large  extent  of 
gentlemen  who  were  masistrates  at  the 
present  time.  They  would  further  con- 
sist of  persons  coming  mainly  from  the 
class  from  whom  the  magistrates  were 
chosen.  Was  it  for  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  cast  discredit  and  a  slur  upon 
their  own  class,  and  upon  their  fitness 
for  the  fulfilment  of  their  duties,  and  to 


take  refuge  in  the  argument  of  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  when  he  said  that  those  duties 
which  the  Borough  Councils  and  their 
Watch  Committees  had  conducted  and 
fulfilled  with  admirable  success  for  half 
a  century,  those  who  would  compose  the 
County  Councils  were  not  fitted  to 
perform.  These  were  the  views  and  the 
principles  which  they  (the  Opposition) 
entertained.  They  held  the  strongest 
opinion  upon  the  subject,  and  they  would 
vote  upon  it  that  day  with  the  strongest 
and  deepest  conviction,  and  they  would 
never  rest  satisfied,  even  if  it  were  car- 
ried against  them  now,  until  they  had  re- 
form, and  had  invested  the  County  Coun- 
cils with  the  same  rights  in  regard  to  the 
police  as  the  Borough  Councils  possessed. 
Mr.  SWETENHAM  (Carnarvon,  &c.) 
said,  he  had  listened  with  admiration  to 
the  very  eloquent  and  theoretical  speech 
with  which  they  had  just  been  favoured 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld) ;  but, 
with  the  permission  of  the  Committee, 
he  should  like  to  recall  it  to  a  few  dull, 
common-place  facts.  Now,  let  them 
just  look  for  a  moment  at  what  was  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  in  this  Bill. 
First,  in  regard  to  the  position  of  the 
Chief  Constable,  it  was  proposed  by 
the  Bill  that  he  should  be  retained,  and 
that  the  power  of  appointing  him  should 
still  rest  with  the  County  Magistrates ; 
but  before  he  dealt  purely  with  the 
Amendment  which  they  were  now  con- 
sidering, he  would  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  for  one  moment  to 
what  the  powers  were  which  the  magis- 
trates had  over  the  Chief  Constable. 
They  had  power  to  appoint  him,  but 
they  had  not,  to  use  the  words  of  the 
Amendment,  the  power  of  controlling 
the  Chief  Constable.  The  Chief  Con- 
stable, he  apprehended,  acted  inde- 
pendently of  the  magistracy,  nor  did  he 
think — and  he  spoke  under  correction  if 
he  was  wrong — that  they  had  the  power 
of  dismissing  him,  except  indirectly,  be- 
cause, of  course,  they  controlled  the 
purse-strings.  But  the  Amendment 
they  had  now  under  consideration  went 
a  great  deal  further,  and  proposed  to 
give  to  the  County  Council  much  more 
power  over  the  Chief  Constable  than 
the  magistrates  now  had,  because  they 
not  only  proposed  to  give  to  the  County 
Council  his  appointment,  but  the  power 
of  controlling  him  and  dismissing  him 
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as  well.  He  yen  tared,  therefore,  to 
think  that  the  matter  was  one  to  which 
the  Committee  shoiild  devote  very  care- 
ful consideration  before  they  decided  in 
which  way  they  ought  to  vote.  Some- 
thing had  been  said  in  regard  to  the 
magistrates,  and  in  particular  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cardiff 
(Sir  Edward  Reed).  Well,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that,  as  a  rule,  the  magis- 
trates had  performed  their  duty,  so  far, 
in  a  most  exemplary  manner.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  himself  that  if  attacks 
were  made  upon  them  from  time  to 
lime,  such  as  were  recently  made  upon 
them  by  some  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  and  if  these  attacks 
were  unjustifiable,  he  did  not  think  the 
present  wish  to  belong  to  the  magis- 
tracy would  long  continue ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  felt  certain  that  if  Lords 
Lieutenants  of  counties  were  to  take 
care  in  appointing  magistrates  that  they 
only  chose  the  best  men,  men  of  culture 
and  intelligence  and  position,  and  who 
had  characters  to  lose,  the  magistracy 
would  continue  to  enjoy  the  very  high 
respect  it  had'  hitherto  secured  on  the 
part  of  the  community.  He  should  fur- 
ther like  to  say  this :  he  could  hardly 
help  thinking  that  it  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  when  gentlemen  took  upon 
themselves  the  office  of  magistrates,  they 
did  not  put  on  one  side,  as  the  Judges 
did,  all  considerations  of  politics  and 
all  considerations  of  religion,  and  he 
thought  that  when  they  came  to  the  deci- 
sion of  oases  brought  before  them,  they 
endeavoured  to  decide  them  as  the  Judges 
did,  however  they  may  have  felt  politi- 
cally on  certain  subjects  beforehand. 
Therefore,  he  was  one  of  those  who 
maintained  that  magistrates  ought  never 
to  be  selected  on  account  of  their  religion 
or  politics,  but  entirely  on  account  of 
their  intelligence  and  capacity.  Now, 
let  him  say  one  word  with  regard  to  the 
appointment  of  the  constables.  He 
confessed,  himself,  he  should  have  pre- 
ferred to  see  both  the  appointment  of 
the  Chief  Constable  and  of  the  other 
constables  still  kept  in  the  hands  of  the 
magistrates,  or  given  over  to  some 
Government  Department  —  say,  the 
Local  Government  Board ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  the  Bill  proposed  that  there 
should  be  a  joint  committee,  so  far  as 
the  management  was  concerned.  As  a 
matter  of  course,  he  should  vote  for  it ; 
but  he  should  draw  attention  to  what 
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he  thought  was  an  argument  from 
which  they  could  pretty  well  form  an 
opinion  as  to  how  they  ought  to  vote  in 
this  case.  Suppose  for  one  moment  that 
a  County  Council,  say,  in  the  North  of 
Wales,  were  to  be  composed — [  Cries  of 
**  Divide !  "J  He  would  undertake  not 
to  trespass  on  the  time  of  the  Committee 
for  more  than  a  few  moments ;  but  per- 
haps the  Committee  would  allow  him  to 
put  this  case.  Suppose  for  a  moment, 
what  was  not  impossible,  that  in 
some  of  the  counties  of  North  Wales 
County  Councils  were  composed  largely 
of  highly  conscientious,  excellent  men. 
Nonconformist  ministers  who  thought 
that  the  payment  of  tithe  was  wrong, 
and  were  entirely  opposed  to  its  pay- 
ment. So  long  as  tithe  was  payable, 
it  was,  of  course,  payable  by  law, 
and  if  the  people  would  not  pay  when 
the  law  was  set  in  motion,  the  police 
when  called  upon  were  bound  to  assist 
in  carrying  it  out.  Suppose  the  Chief 
Constable  and  the  other  constables 
were  absolutely  under  the  control 
and  subject  to  the  dismissal  by  a 
County  Council  such  as  that  he  had 
referred  to,  would  it  be  in  human  nature 
either  for  the  Chief  Constable  or  the 
other  constables  to  dare  to  act  contrary 
to  the  wishes  of  those  under  whom  they 
served — of  those  who  had  the  control 
of  their  appointments  and  of  their  dis- 
missal ?  Those  appeared  to  him  to  be 
practical  subjects  which  they  ought  to 
consider.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.Gladstone)  had  asked,  rather  triumph- 
antly— **  Are  you  going  to  distrust 
this  body  which  you  are  now  creating  ?  " 
No ;  he  did  not  distrust  them  ;  he  would 
not  distrust  them  any  more  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself ;  but  there  were 
certain  cases  in  which  people  ought  not 
to  be  judges,  and  those  cases  were  where 
their  own  interests  were  concerned.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he 
did  not  distrust  the  magistrates.  No ; 
but  he  would  distrust  them  just  as  much 
as  anyone  else,  where  they  were  made 
judges  in  their  own  cases.  Certainly, 
with  all  admiration  for  the  way  in  which 
magistrates  had  fulfilled  their  duties, 
if  he  had  had  the  power  to  stop  them, 
he  never  would  have  allowed  them  to 
be  judges  in  game  cases.  As  ho  ob- 
jected to  the  magistrates  being  judges 
in  their  own  cases,  so  he  objected  to  the 
police,  whether  the  Chief  Constable  or 
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the  other  constables,  being  put  under  tbe 
control  or  power  of  the  County  Coun- 
cils, against  some  members  of  which 
they  might  from  time  to  time  be  called 
upon  to  act.  He  would  detain  the  Com- 
mittee no  further.  He  was  obliged  to 
tbem  for  having  listened  to  bis  remarks, 
and  he  could  not  help  feeling  that  they 
ought  thoroughly  to  consider  the  pro- 
posal in  the  Amendment  before  they 
agreed  to  it. 

Mr.  HENEAQE  said,  he  hoped  they 
might  now  be  allowed  to  divide  after  a 
debate  which  had  lasted  two  hours  and 
a-half. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:- 
Noes  264  :  Majority  46. 

AYES. 


-Ayes  218; 


Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 

Acland,  A.  H.  D. 

Acland,  C.  T.  D. 

AUiaon,  R.  A. 

Anderson,  C.  H. 

Asher,  A. 

Atherley-JoneB,  L. 

Austin,  J. 

Balfour,  Sir  G. 

Ballantine,  W.  H.  W. 

Barbour,  W.  B. 

Barclay,  J.  W. 

Barran,  J. 

Bethell,  Ck>mmander  G. 
R. 

Biggar,  J.  G. 

Bolton,  J.  0. 

Bolton,  T.  D. 

Bradlaugh,  C. 

Bright,  Jacob 

Bright.  W.  L. 

Broadhurst,  H. 

Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 

Brunner,  J.  T. 

Bryce,  J. 

Buxton,  S.  G. 

Byrne,  G.  M. 

Caine,  W.  8. 

Cameron,  G. 

Cameron,  J.  M. 

Campbell  -Bannerman, 
right  hon.  H. 

Carew,  J.  L. 

Causton,  R.  K. 

Chamberlain,  R. 

Channing,  F.  A. 

Childers,  right  hon.  H. 
C.  E. 

Clancy,  J.  J. 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 

Cobb,  H.  P. 

Conway,  M. 

Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 

Corbet,  W.  J. 

Coflsham,  H. 

Cox,  J.  R. 

Qoseos-Hardy,  H.  H, 


Craig,  J. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Crilly,  D. 
Davies,  W. 
Deasy,  J, 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 

Ebrington,  Viscount 
Ellis,  J. 
ElUs,  J.  E. 
ElUs,  T.  E. 
E8monde,SirT.  H.  G. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Evans,  F.  H. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Finucane,  J. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Flower,  C. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Foljambe,  C.  G.  S. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Foster,  Sir  W.  B. 
Fowler,  right  hon.  H. 

H. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fry,  T. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnes- 
Gilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gladstone,  right  hon. 

W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Graham,  R.  C. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Gully,  W.  C. 
Hanbury-Tracy,  hon. 

F.  S.  A. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harris,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Holden,  I, 


Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Joicey,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kay-Shuttleworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Kcnrick,  W. 
Kilbride,  D. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lalor,  R. 
I^ane,  W.  J. 
LawBon,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  R. 
Lefevre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  S. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lockwood,  F. 
Lyell,  L. 

Macdonald,  W.  A. 
Mac  Innes,  M. 
MacNeill,  J.  G.  S. 
M* Arthur,  A. 
M*Arthur,  W.  A. 
McCarthy,  J.  H. 
McDonald,  P. 
M*Ewan,  W. 
M'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M«Lagan,  P. 
M*Laren,  W.  S.  B. 
Mahony,  P. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Marjoribanks,  rt.  hon. 

E. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Mayne,  T. 
Molloy,  B.  C. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  O. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  right  hon.  J. 
Morley,  A. 

Mundella,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
Neville,  R. 
Newnes,  G. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Hea,  P. 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Palmer,  Sir  C.  M. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Parnell,  C.  S. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J,  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 


Playfair,    right    hou, 

SirL. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  0. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
PoweU,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley,  B. 
Pagh,  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Quinn,  T. 
Rathbono,  W. 
Redmond.  W.  H.  K. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Roe,  T. 

Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Rowntree,  J. 
Samuelson,  Sir  B. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 
Sheil,  E. 
Simon,  Sir  J. 
Slagg,  J. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stansfeld,  right  hon.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  H. 
Storey,  S. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Tanner,  C.  EL 
Thomas,  A. 
Thomas,  D.  A. 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  G.  O. 
Tuite,  J. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Waddy,  S.  D. 
Wallace,  R. 
Watt,  H. 
Wayman,  T. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamson,  S. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  0. 

TELLBRS, 

Gardner,  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E . 


NOES. 

Addison,  J.  E.  W.  Aird,  J. 

Agg- Gardner,  J.  T.        Allsopp,  hon.  G. 
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Allsopp,  hon.  P. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstmther,  Colonel  R. 

H.  L. 
Anstrather,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
BadeQ-Fowell,  Sir  G. 

8. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  Major  G.  £. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barry,  A.  H.  8. 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Bazloy- White,  J. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Beckett,  E.  W. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Beresford,  Lord  0.  W. 

de  la  Poer 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,  Ool.  H.  B.  H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwiok,  Sir  A. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brookfield,  A  M. 
Brooks,  Sir  W.  C. 
Burdett-Ck)utt8,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
OampbeU,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Mara,  of 
Cavendish,  Lord  £. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Coddington,  W. 
Colomb,  Sir  J.  0.  R. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  0.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corbett,  J. 

Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  K. 
Dabymple,  Sir  C. 
Darling,  C.  J. 
DeLisle,E.J.  L.M.P. 
De  Worms.  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Dugdale,  J.  S. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 


Duncombe,  A. 

Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
EUiot,  Sir  G. 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Fellowes,  A.  E. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fry,  L. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

J.  S. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,      Migor 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
Hall,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,  Gen.  SirE.  B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A.. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hartington,  Marq,  of 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
flervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
HiU,  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Hornby.  W.  H. 
Hould8worth,SirW.H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  hon.  E, 


Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  Col. 

F.  C. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jeffreys,  A.  F. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Konyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kenyon  -'Slaney,  Col. 

W. 
King,  H.  S. 
KnatchbuU-Hugessen, 

H.  T. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knowies,  L. 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Lawrance,  J.  G. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lea,  T. 

Lechmere,  SirE.  A.  H. 
Lees,  E. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  W.   C. 

Gordon- 
Lethbridge,  Sir  R. 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  £. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Macdonald,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
MalcoUn,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Maple,  «r.  B. 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Mattinson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
MUvain,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Morrison,  W. 
Moss,  R. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Muncaster,  Lord 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noblo,  W. 
Norris,  E.  S. 
Korthoote,    hon.     Sir 

H.  S. 


Norton,  R. 
O'NeUl,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Piunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puloston,  Sir  J.  H. 
Quilter,  W.  C. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  0. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Blajor  F.  C. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Richardson,  T. 
Ridlev,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Sandys,  Lt. -Col.  T.M. 
Sellar,  A  C. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  right  hon.  W. 

H. 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stephens,  H.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Swetenham,  E. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Theobald,  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Townsend,  F. 
Trotter,  Colonel  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Wodehouse,  £.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TELLEUS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Oorawall,  Cam- 
borne) Baid|  thQ  next  Amendmei^t  w^a 
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ia  his   name,  to  sfcrike  out  from   the 
fourth  Sub-section  the  words —  . 

**  Subject  as  to  the  use  of  buildings  by  the 
Quarter  Sessions  and  the  Justices  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act  respecting  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  Quarter  Sessions  and  County  Coun- 
cUs." 

The  clause  proposed  to  give  to  County 
Councils  certain  powers.  It  transferred 
to  the  Councils  administrative  business 
at  present  transacted  by  the  Quarter 
Sessions  in  respect  of  certain  matters. 
Sub-section  4  provided  for  the  transfer 
to  the  County  Council  of  the  powers 
of  Quarter  Sessions  with  regard  to  shire 
halls,  county  halls,  Assize  Courts, 
Judges'  lodgings,  lock-up  houses,  Court 
houses,  Justices'  rooms,  police  stations 
and  county  buildings,  works  and  pro- 
perty, but  this  power  was  subject  to 
their  use  by  the  Quarter  Sessions  under 
other  provisions  of  the  Bill  respecting 
Joint  Committees  of  Quarter  Sessions 
and  Countj^  Councils.  He  brought  for- 
ward the  Amendment  because  he  had  a 
strong  objection  to  the  principle  of 
dual  control  by  the  joint  committee 
which  it  was  proposed  to  establish, 
consisting  partly  of  the  Justices  of  the 
Peace  and  partly  of  the  County  Councils ; 
and  just  as  the  principle  of  the  control 
of  the  police  by  such  joint  committee  was 
open  to  very  grave  objection,  so  he 
thought  that  the  same  dual  control  as 
applied  to  the  question  of  shire  halls, 
county  halls,  Assize  Courts,  Judges' 
lodgings,  and  so  on,  was  liable  to  fric- 
tion and  very  great  abuse.  It  would  be 
said,  no  doubt,  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  that  as  these  matters 
related  to  the  administration  of  justice, 
therefore  it  was  desirable  that  the  magis- 
trates should  have  something  to  say  as 
to  the  use  of  these  buildings.  Well,  he 
took  the  position  himself  in  the  first 
place,  that  to  retain  the  existing  magis- 
trates as  a  judicial  Body  was  a  mistake, 
and  that  they  ought  to  be  abolished  alto- 
gether ;  but  that,  of  course,  he  was  not 
going  to  argue  at  the  present  time. 
Another  principle  upon  which  he  went, 
in  opposing  the  dual  control  intended  to 
be  set  up,  so  far  as  regarded  the  matters 
specified  in  this  sub-clause,  was  that,  as 
these  buildings  and  so  forth  had  to  be 
maintained  out  of  the  rates,  and  as  the 
people  were  to  be  taxed  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  such  rates,  it  was  only 
proper  tb^t  their  elected  representatives 


should  have  control  over  these  specified 
buildings  and  other  places.  It  was  a 
fundamental  principle  that  was  known 
in  the  constitution  of  this  country  that 
there  should  be  no  taxation  without  re- 
presentation, and  if  it  was  argued  that 
the  magistrates  were  entitled  to  share 
this  control,  his  answer  would  be  that 
the  magistrates,  having  the  opportunity 
of  being  elected  on  the  County  Councils 
— an  opportunity  which  they  were  pretty 
certain  to  exercise  to  the  fullest  extent, 
because  they  would  have  better  oppor- 
tunities of  becoming  elected,  in  all  pro- 
bability than  other  persons,  because 
they  would  have  greater  advantages 
under  municipal  nominations  under  this 
Bill — would  have  all  the  control  over 
these  buildings  as  members  of  the 
Councils,  either  nominated  or  elected, 
which  they  could  desire.  In  view  of  the 
great  difficulties  that  would  arise,  and, 
in  view  of  the  great  objections  that 
might  exist  on  many  grounds  to  this 
principle  of  dual  control  by  joint  com- 
mittees, he  thought  that  it  was  undesir- 
able  that  these  buildings  and  other 
arrangements  should  be  left  under  the 
control  of  any  such  joint  committee.  The 
principle  they  went  upon  was  that  those 
who  had  to  pay  for  these  things  should 
be  unfettered  in  their  control  and  use, 
and  that,  if  the  Justices  of  the  Peace 
wanted  the  use  of  those  buildings  for 
particular  purposes  at  particular  seasons, 
they  should  apply  to  the  Councils  for 
permission  to  use  them.  Under  the 
clause  as  it  stood,  what  would  happen 
would  be  this  :  county  buildings  would 
be  entirely  under  the  control  of  an  un- 
representative section  of  the  Councils 
and  unrepresentative  magistrates,  be- 
cause it  would  hardly  be  denied  that  the 
joint  committee  would,  in  all  probability, 
consist  almost  exclusively  of  the  magis- 
trates who  had  not  been,  and  would  not 
be,  the  elected  members  of  the  Councils. 
Now,  that  being  so,  he  thought  it  would 
be  very  hard  indeed  on  the  majority  of 
the  people  in  any  county  that  the  build- 
ings they  had  put  up  there,  and  which 
had  to  be  maintained  by  a  rate  paid  by 
them,  should  be  entirely  and  exclusively 
under  the  control  of  those  who  did  not 
directly  represent  them.  He  thought 
there  could  be  no  doubt  as  to  what 
would  be  the  result.  That  would  happen 
which  was  happening  to-day  in  many 
parts  of  the  country,  especially  in 
country  districts,  at  political  meetings — 
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namely,  that  they  who  represented  the 
party  opposite  to  the  parson  and  the 
squire  were  excluded  from  the  only  room 
in  villages  in  which  they  could  possibly 
hold  meetings — that  was  to  say,  in  the 
village  school- room.  That  was  a  great 
gprievance,  and  just  as  they  felt  it  to  be 
a  grievance  in  that  small  matter,  so  he 
apprehended  the  ratepayers  would  find 
it  a  grievance  to  be  excluded  from  their 
own  buildings  through  the  prejudices  of 
the  unrepresentative  memoers  of  the 
Council  who  would  constitute  one  part 
of  the  joint  committee.  It  was  in  order 
to  obviate  such  difficulties  as  those, 
which  it  was  pretty  sure  were  likely  to 
arise,  and,  in  order  to  insist  upon  the 
great  principle  that  the  people  had  a 
rightto  control  their  own  buildings  and 
works  and  property,  that  lie  ventured  on 
this  sub-section  to  enter  the  strongest 
protest  against  the  dual  control  men- 
tioned in  this  sub-section,  and  that  he 
ventured  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  18,  to  leave  out  from  ''  subject "  to 
end  of  paragraph  (IV.). — {^r.  Cony- 
heare,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long) 
^Wilts,  Devizes)  said,  he  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  seriously 
contemplated  the  acceptance  by  the 
Committee  of  this  Amendment.  He 
(Mr.  Long)  could  assure  the  Committee 
that  there  need  be  no  apprehension  of 
that  which  the  hon.  Member  referred 
to— namely,  unfair  execution  of  these 
duties  by  the  joint  committees.  The 
only  object  of  the  sub-section  was  to 
enable  the  joint  committee  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  and  the  County  Coun- 
cils to  have  the  use  of  the  buildings 
mentioned  so  far  as  they  might  be 
required  by  either  of  those  Bodies. 
The  Quarter  Sessions  would  have  to 
make  use  of  those  buildings  for  several 
purposes. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  said,  that 
surely  the  representatives  of  the  rate- 
payers ought  to  be  supreme  in  ma- 
naging the  property  of  the  ratepayers. 
The  representatives  of  the  ratepayers 
were  the  County  Council,  and  the  joint 

J/r.  Conyhe(fre 


committees  would  be  by  no  means  re- 
presentative. He  did  not  think  that  it 
was  in  the  slightest  degree  probable 
that  the  representatives  of  the  rate- 
payers would  be  unreasonable  people, 
and  it  was  in  the  highest  degree  likely 
that  they  would  always  allow  such  use 
of  the  county  property  as  was  requisite 
for  the  carrying  out  of  the  law.  He 
thought  it  was  in  the  highest  degree 
unlikely  that  any  difficulty  would  arise 
through  tho  carrying  of  this  Amend- 
ment, and  he  considered  it  most  desir- 
able that  the  County  Council  should  be 
supreme  on  this  subject,  and  should  have 
complete  control  over  the  property  of 
tho  ratepayers. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
Clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES  BILL-[Bill  278.] 
{Sir  Michael  Hieks'Beach,  Baron  Henry  de 

Worms,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

De.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
it  really  seemed  to  him  unseemly  at 
such  an  hour  as  this  to  attempt  to  make 
progress  with  an  important  Bill  oi  this 
character.  It  would  be  improper  to 
proceed  with  a  Bill  even  smaller  than 
this ;  indeed,  ho  should  think  it  would 
be  impossible  to  push  any  measure 
through  at  such  an  hour.  He  supposed 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  the  Bill  in 
charge,  like  other  hon.  Members,  was 
at  this  time  of  the  evening  rather 
hungry  and  waiting  for  his  dinner,  and 
he  (Dr.  Tanner)  should  think  that  the 
five  minutes  time  which  was  all  that 
was  left  for  hon.  Members  to  discuss 
matters  of  public  interest  would  be  a 
great  deal  better  employed  in  the  ful- 
filment of  one's  natural  functions,  which 
not  even  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  could 
ignore,  than  trying  to  run  through 
measures  in  this  manner.  He  sincerely 
hoped  that  further  discussion  on  the 
Bill  would  be  deferred  until  a  more 
seemly  opportunity. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire)  said,  be  would  appeal  to  the  hoa. 
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Oontlemaa  to  withdran'  his  objection. 
The  present  Bill  was  not  only  an  inno- 
Cant  one,  but  one  which  would  be  of  the 
gnateet  benefit  to  the  North  Sea  fisher- 
men; therefore,  he  trusted  the  hoD. 
Gentleman  would  allow  it  to  pass  this 
stage.  The  Bill  was  founded  upon  a 
Convention  agreed  to  by  all  European 
nations  bounding  on  the  North  Sea. 

Sib  WILFEIL)  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth)  said,  he  would  add 
his  appeal  to  that  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
berforBerwickahire(Mr.Marjori  banks). 
This  Bill  was  one  of  the  best  which  had 
been  brought  in  this  Session.  It  was 
one  for  total  prohibition  on  the  sea.  It 
only  remained  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemraent  to  bring  in  a  measure  to  carry 
out  total  prohibition  on  the  land,  and 
their  legislation  upon  the  subject  of  the 
liquor  traiRc  would  be  perfect. 

Ds.  TANNEE  said,  he  did  not  care 
much  for  appeals  which  were  made  to 
him  from  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
Her  Majesty's  GoTumment  and  hon. 
Oentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  in- 
variably obstructed  Irish  measures 
when  they  were  brought  forward  ;  and 
he,  therefore,  felt  in  duty  bound,  when 
Ministerial  measures  were  brought  for- 
ward, to  try  and  get  them  discussed 


\  to  prevent  the  misuse  on 
part  of  theQovetnment  of  the  privileges 
the  House  conferred  upon  them.  Seeing 
that  the  Bill  was  of  the  character  de- 
scribed by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
spoken  from  those  (the  Opposition) 
Benches,  he  Wiuld  not  proceed  with 
his  objection.  If  ho  refrained  from 
offering  opposition,  however,  it  was  not 
because  of  any  tove  he  bore  the  other 
side.  He  should  not  persist  in  his  ob- 
jection out  of  compliment  to  Gentlemen 
on  his  own  side  with  whom  he  was 
proud  to  be  associated. 

Bill  rtporttd,  without  Amendment. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pautd. 


BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  wished  to  state 
to  the  House  that  in  accordance  with 
the  statement  he  had  made  yesterday, 
he  should  ask  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply  on  Thursday  next, 
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and  that  Vote  12  of  the  Army  Estimatei 
would  be  proposed  and  some  Votes  on 
the  Navy  Estimates. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North am ijton)  : 
Will  not  Votes  on  the  Civil  Service  be 
taken  ? 

Mh.  W.  H.  SMITH:  No;  no  Civil 
Service  Votes  will  be  taken. 

Da.  TANNER ;  Will  the  Navy  Es- 
timates  be  taken  in  order  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Not  in  regular 
order. 

Mk.  STANSFELD  :  Will  the  Local 
Government  Bill  be  the  first  Order  on 
Monday  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Yes ;  or  if  not, 
only  some  remaining  stages  of  minor 
measures  will  be  taken. 

Tho  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 


ORDERS   OF   TBE  DAY. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS.— CO JIMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

EAST  INDIA  (MR.  WILLIAM  TaYLER). 
sEaoLunoN. 

Sir  roper  LETHBKIDQE  (Ken- 
sington, N.),  in  rising  to  call  attention  to 
the  case  of  Mr.  William  Tayler,  late 
Commissioner  of  Patna ;  and  to  move — 

"That,  Id  the  opinion  of  thia  Hauae,  it  U 
deEinible,  with  a  vieir  to  tbs  sattlsment  of  a 
long-atanding  coatroTeny  u  to  tha  wrong 
stated  to  have  been  suffered  by  ».  meritorious 
aervact  of  tha  Crown,  that  s  Select  CommittM 
ahould  be  appointed  to  iaquirs  into  thia  esse," 
said,  he  entreated  the  House  not  to  turn 
away  from  the  cry  of  a  meritorious  ser- 
vant of  the  Crown  because  his  was  "  a 
tale  of  ancient  wrong,"  and  because  he 
was  (jl  years  of  age,  and  his  wronga 
had  their  origin  ill  years  ago.  The 
longer  cruel  hardships  had  remained 
unredressed  the  greater  was  the  urgency 
for  redress.  The  story  which  he  had  to 
tell  was  of  a  man  who,  placed  in  a  posi' 
tion  of  the  highest  reepousibility,  and 
in  circumstances  of  appalling  difficulty 
and  danger,  did  his  dutjr  to  me  bfst  o{ 
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his  abilities,  and  saved  a  great  Proyince 
from  the  horrors  of  the  Mutiny.  That 
man  was,  unfortunately,  misunderstood, 
and  cruelly  wronged  by  his  superior 
officer,  and  for  30  years  since  then  he 
had  devoted  all  his  ooergies  to  the  task 
of  rehabilitating  himself  before  the 
world.  He  now  appealed  to  the  Com- 
mons of  England  for  the  redress  which 
that  House  never  refused  in  a  deserving 
case.  Close  upon  GO  years  ago  William 
Tayler  landed  in  India  as  a  young  cadet 
in  the  Company's  employment.  He 
served  for  nearly  30  years  with  success 
and  distinction  in  every  grade  of  the 
Bengal  Civil  Service,  and  at  length 
reached  the  topmost  step  but  one  of  the 
official  ladder,  and  became  Commis- 
sioner, or  Chief  Euler,  of  the  populous 
Province  of  Patna  or  "Western  Behar. 
The  Commissioner  of  Patna,  as  an  ad- 
ministrative Chief,  was  subordinate  only 
to  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Bengal  at 
Calcutta,  who,  in  his  turn,  was  subordi- 
nate only  to  the  Governor  General  and 
the  Supreme  Government  of  India. 
That  was  the  position  held  by  Mr.  Tay- 
ler at  the  moment  when  the  awful  wave 
of  the  great  Mutiny  in  1857  swept  over 
Northern  India  and  surged  up  to  and 
around  the  Province  of  Patna.  How  he 
faced  this  appalling  situation  was  matter 
of  history.  Unfortunately,  his  views 
and  those  of  his  superior,  Sir  Frederick 
Halliday,  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Ben- 
gal, were  directly  and  openly  at  variance, 
both  as  to  the  nature  of  the  crisis  and  as 
to  the  means  by  which  it  should  be  met. 
Sir  Frederick  Halliday  had  before  this 
proposed  to  remove  Mr.  Tayler.  Four 
hundred  miles  away,  in  the  security  of 
Calcutta,  he  thought  that  Patna  was 
safe ;  that  the  revolt  of  the  neighbouring 
Sepoys  at  the  Patna  Cantonments  of 
Dinapore  was  inconceivable;  that  the 
Wahabee  Mahomedans  of  Patna  were 
''  innocent  and  inofifensive,"  and  so 
forth ;  he  considered  all  Taylor's  mea- 
sures utterly  wrong,  and  one,  whereby 
the  Christians  at  Gya  and  Tirhoot  were 
warned  to  concentrate  on  the  central 
station  of  Patna,  he  stigmatized  as  done 
under  a  panic.  The  upshot  was  that  while 
Sir  Frederick  Halliday  was  brought 
home  to  the  high  places  of  the  Secretary 
of  State's  Council — from  which  he  had 
only  retired  a  few  months  ago — Mr. 
Tayler  was  virtually  dismissed  from  his 
high  office,  a  ruined  and  broken  man. 
The  sentence  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
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of  Bengal  was  confirmed  by  Lord  Can- 
ning and  the  Government  of  India,  who, 
in  such  a  case,  would  be  little  else  than 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  under  another 
name ;  and  while  the  facts  of  the  Mutiny 
were  only  obscurely  known,  the  crushing 
sentence  was  further  endorsed  by  the 
Board  of  Control,  though  some  of  the 
most  serious  parts  of  the  charge  were 
there  withdrawn.  He  (Sir  Poper  Leth- 
bridge)  would  not  attempt  to  pass  judg- 
ment himself  on  these  remote  events,  or 
on  the  actions  of  Mr.  Tayler  in  the 
Behar  crisis ;  but  he  should  refer  to  the 
testimony  of  every  recognized  authority 
and  every  competent  witness.  He  would 
first  show  that  at  least  two  out  of  the 
five  Members  of  Lord  Canning's  Go- 
vernment who  had  concurred  in  the  dis- 
missal on  the  imperfect  evidence  entirely 
changed  their  opinion  on  fuller  infor- 
mation, and  after  the  Wahabee  trials  of 
1 865.  One  of  the  chief  charges  brought 
against  Mr.  Tayler  was  that  he  had 
been  unduly  severe  against  the  Waha- 
bee fanatics,  whom  Sir  Frederick  Halli- 
day called  'inoffensive  men,  against 
whom  there  was  no  ground  of  suspi- 
cion." And  it  was  suggested  that  Mr. 
Tayler  had  been  misled  by  the  intrigues 
of  his  own  subordinates.  But  some 
years  later  these  very  Wahabees  were 
tried  by  Sir  Herbert  Edwardes  on  other 
charges  of  treason,  convicted,  and  sen- 
tenced to  death,  and  Mr.  Taylor's  sub- 
ordinates, who  had  been  dubbed  in- 
triguers, were  decorated  with  the  Star  of 
India.  "Writing  to  Mr.  Tayler,  Sir 
Herbert  Edwardes  said — 

*<  The  centre  of  the  trulj  bitter  and  formidable 
conspiraoj  wat  Patna.  You  lired  there  and 
knew  what  was  going  on.  Tou  acted  on  your 
knowledge,  and  paralyzed  the  whole  of  the  Wa* 
habee  sect,  l>jr  seizing  their  leaders  at  the  verj 
moment  when  thej  could  and  would  have  strnck 
a  heavy  blow  against  us.  The  Bengal  Gorern- 
ment  were  determined  not  to  beliere  in  the 
Wahabee  conspiracy,  and  punished  you  for  your 
vigour.  Time  has  done  you  justice,  shown  that 
you  were  right,  and  hanged  or  transported  tho 
enemies  whom  you  suspected  and  disarmed." 

Sir  Bartle  Frere  wrote  that  it  **  had  been 
proved  beyond  all  doubt"  that  Mr. 
Tayler  saved  the  Province  from  insur- 
rection. He  turned  from  the  evidence 
of  Members  of  the  Government— two  of 
whom  voluntarily  came  forward  after- 
wards and  testified  that,  had  the  facts 
been  known  to  them,  they  would  not 
have  joined  in  the  censure  passed  on 
Mr.  Tayler— to  the  opinions  of  every 
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historian  and  every  writer  who  had 
written  upon  the  terrible  times  in  India 
during  the  great  Sepoy  Mutiny.  Their 
authority  would  not  be  impugned  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  They  wore 
Sir  John  Kaye,  Colonel  Mallesou,  and 
Dr.  Alezaader  Duff.  They  had  all 
given  precisely  the  same  verdict  with 
respect  to  the  treatment  of  Mr.  Tayler 
by  the  Government,  and  they  showed 
the  greatest  anxiety,  as  being  honest 
men  they  were  bound  to  do,  that  he 
should  obtain  redress  of  his  injuries. 
Dr.  Alexander  Duff  was  the  head  of  the 
Scottish  missionaries  in  Bengal,  and  his 
name  was  a  household  word  over  the 
Province,  and  he  was  known  as  a  most 
estimable  character  when  he  (Sir  Boper 
Lethbridge)  was  in  Bengal;  and  he 
wrote  that,  under  Providence,  Mr. 
Tayler  was  the  protector  of  Patna  and 
the  saviour  of  Behar,  and  for  a  single 
error  of  judgment  he  was  removed  from 
his  exalted  station,  in  which  he  had 
rendered  momentous  service  to  India 
and  the  British  Grown;  and  Dr.  Duff 
added  that  the  real  ground  obviously 
was  the  antagonism  between  Mr.  Tay- 
ler's  policy  and  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  dealing  with  the  events  of 
the  crisis.  A  precisely  similar  verdict 
was  given  by  others — by  Victoria  Cross 
heroes,  like  his  old  frieud  Mr.  Eraser 
Macdonald  and  Mr.  Boss  Mangles. 
The  latter  wrote — 

"  I  can  bear  my  humble  testimonj  to  the 
Tigorous  and  judicious  measures  which  jou 
adopted  at  Patna,  and  which,  beyond  question, 
■aved  that  city.  I  have  always  been  surprised 
that  your  services  have  never  been  recognized. 
but  I  hope  that  justice  may  yet  be  done  to  you." 

These  words  were  written  20  years  ago. 
Take  the  evidence,  again,  of  gallant 
Boyle,  the  engineer  who  planned  the 
defence  of  the  little  Arrah  Compound. 
He  wrote — 

"  I  am  glad  to  repeat  what  was  then  the  general 
eonvictioD,  since  couBrmed  by  facts — that  had 
you  not  acted  as  you  did  on  your  own  responsi- 
bility (disregarding  for  a  time  routine  and  need- 
less technicality)" — this  was  the  sting  of  the 
whole  thing — "  I'atna  could  not  have  been  saved. 
That  you  were  the  means  of  saving  Patna  and 
the  lives  of  the  Christian  community  there  is  as 
undeniable  as  that  less  far-seeing  policy  would 
have  involved  a  widespread  catastrophe.  When 
I  consider  these  things,  how  you  have  been 
treated  for  your  eminent  services  while  Commis- 
sioner of  Patna,  how  you  have  been  wronged, 
how  you  were  degraded  instead  of  being  honoured, 
and  how  even  yet  neglect  and  injustice  are  un- 
rpdresaed,'* 


Sir  Vincent  Eyre  endorsed  all  that  had 
been  written  by  Sir  John  Kaye  and 
Colonel  Malleson,  who  rejoiced  that  in 
Mr.  Tayler  they  had  the  right  man  in 
the  right  place,  who  had  the  courage  to 
assume  responsibility  adequate  to  the 
occasion.  It  was  because  Mr.  Tayler 
had  that  courage  and  assumed  that  re- 
sponsibility that  he  had  been  disgraced 
and  degraded  these  long  years.  He 
should  only  trouble  the  House  with  one 
extract  more  on  the  subject,  and  it  was 
from  the  gallant  Colonel  Rattray,  of 
Battray's  Sikhs,  who  happened  to  have 
lived  in  the  same  house  with  Mr.  Tayler. 
He  said — 

"No  one  but  those  who  were  working  with 
Mr.  Tayler,  living  in  his  house  as  I  was,  can 
know  the  amount  of  burden  thrown  upon  him, 
and  all  that  I  can  say  is  not  onco  did  I  see  a 
symptom  of  panic  during  the  whole  of  the  time 
1  was  working  with  him.  Always  courteous, 
always  affable,  always  cool,  and  always  approach- 
able, he  was  tho  picture  of  what  an  Knglish 
gentleman  should  be  when  placed  in  a  most 
critical  and  dangerous  position,  and  I  maintain 
through  thick  and  thin  that  it  is  mainly  due  to 
him  that  Patna  was  saved.  I  sincerely  trust 
that  Mr.  Tayler  may  yet  live  to  see  full  justtoo 
meted  out  to  him." 

This  testimony  was  given  10  years  ago. 
He  (Sir  Boper  Lethbridge)  might  quote 
precisely  similar  language  from  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  Archbishop  of  Patna,  the 
Church  of  England  Chaplain  of  Patna, 
the  German  missionary  there,  round 
robins  of  English  residents,  round 
robins  of  Natives,  surgeons,  engineers, 
all  sorts  and  conditions  of  men  ;  and  he 
challenged  a  single  contradictory  state- 
ment from  those  who  were  there  to  say 
that  Mr.  Tayler's  policy  was  wrong.  He 
did  not  think  that  anyone  would  deny 
that  there  had  been  all  along  an  over- 
whelming consensus  of  opinion,  espe- 
cially in  India,  that  a  grave  error  was 
committed  by  the  Government  in  this 
case ;  and  what  he  feared  was  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  might 
be  tempted  to  say  that  the  matter  had 
been  decided  on  its  merits,  and  that  the 
Government  could  not  re-open  the  case. 
He  held  in  his  hand  absolutely  unde- 
niable proof  that  the  matter  had  never 
been  decided  on  its  merits  since  the  time 
when,  in  1865,  the  new  facts  were  dis- 
covered, and  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  themselves  altered 
their  opinions.  The  letter  which  he  was 
about  to  read  was  the  keystone  of  his 
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case.  It  was  an  autograph  letter  of 
that  noble-minded  statesman,  the  late 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote.  It  was  written 
on  India  Office  paper,  and  the  signature 
had  been  verified  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Exeter  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote).  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  had  iaformed  him,  in 
reply  to  a  Question,  that  there  was  no 
trace  wliatever  to  be  found  of  this  letter 
in  the  India  Office.  The  letter  was  as 
follows: — 

"  Harley  Street,  December  7,  18C8.  My 
dear  Sir,— Yoar  appeal  has  not  yet,  as  I  find, 
fone  before  the  Committee  of  our  Council,  by 
whom  it  will  have  to  be  dealt  with.  I  take  for 
granted  that  when  it  comes  on  for  discussion,  Sir 
Frederick  Halliday  will  abstain  from  taking  part 
in  the  deliberation  of  the  Council ;  and  I  feol 
assured  that  the  Duke  of  Argyll  will  look  into 
the  question  *  fairly  and  fully.*  I  remain,  yours 
Tory  faithfully,  Stafford  Nobthootb." 

What  next  did  they  find  ?   The  Govern- 
ment to   which  the  late    Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  belonged  went  out  of  Office. 
With  regard   to  what  happened,   lite 
Times — which  did  not  usually  use  un- 
measured language — called  it  * '  a  sinister 
fact."  His  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
spoke  of  it  as  '^  an  accident  that  may 
happen  in  the  best-regulated  Depart- 
ments."    For  10  long  years  Mr.  Tayler 
waited  for  the  orders  on  his  Memorial 
that  was  to  be  *' fairly  and  fully"  looked 
int0|  and  then  he  discovered,  from  a 
statement  in  The  Scotsman,  and  not  by 
information  from  the  India  Office,  that 
his  papers,  including  the  Memorial,  had 
gone,  vanished,  no  one  knew  when,  no 
one  knew  whither,  and  that  the  Duke 
of  Argyll,  as  Secretary  of  State,  had  re- 
corded this  most  significant  Minute — 
<<  My  opinion  is  against  re-opening  the 
case."    The  House  would  observe  that 
this  was  not  against  Mr.  Tayler  on  the 
merits  of  the  case,  not  against  the  mer- 
ciful inclinations  of  his  Predecessor,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  but  against  any  con- 
sideration of  those  merits.  He  protested 
at  once,  and  most  strongly,  against  the 
attempt  that  had  been  made  to  throw 
the  blame  for  the  miscarriage  of  justice 
on  the  Duke  of  Argyll.     He  held  that 
the  opinion  of  the  Duke  was  a  just  and 
proper  one,  probably  even  a  necessary 
one,  for  he  had  not  been  made  aware  of 
the  promise  and  intention  of  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote,  and  could  only  conclude  that 
in  re-opening  the  case  he  would  be  cast- 
ing a  slur  on  the  judgment  of  his  Pre- 
decessor.   The  words  of  the  Duke,  after 
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the  promise  of  Sir  Stafford  Northcot-e, 
could  not  possibly  be  got  over.    They 
declared  definitely  that  the  case  had  not 
been  re-opened,  and  they  cast  palpably 
and  incontestably  on  his  hon.  Friend  the 
responsibility  of  refusing  to  do  an  act  of 
justice.     Why,  it  might  be  asked,  was 
the  present  year  so  especially  favourable 
for  the  reconsideration  of  this  matter? 
He  had  some  little  delicacy  in  replying 
very  directly  to  that  question,  though 
the  answer  was  well  known  to  everyone 
who  had  followed  the  case.    It  was  his 
determination,  and  that  of  those  who 
acted  with  him,  not  to  say  one  word  of 
imputation  against  the  two  most  distin- 
guished and  most  eminent  Members  of 
the  Secretary   of  State's    Council,    Sir 
Frederick     Halliday    and    Sir    Henry 
Maine,   who  for  a  great  many  years 
thought  it  their  duty  strongly  to  oppose 
Mr.  Tayler,  and  who  both,  within  the 
last    few   months,    had   been  removed 
from  that  Council,  one  by  death  and  one 
by  resignation.     Hard  words  enough 
had  passed  on  both  sides.     He  would 
earnestly  say  let  bygones  be  bygones ; 
and  in  extenuation  of  any  bitter  words 
that  might  be   raked   up  against  Mr. 
Tayler,  he  would  urge  that  when  charges 
on  public  grounds  were  brought  against 
a  man  and  were  known  by  him  to  be 
false  it  was  only  human  nature  to  assign 
some  of  the  animus  to  private  grounds. 
And  if  Sir  Henry  Maine  were  alive  he 
would  be  the  first  to  laugh  at  the  ori- 
ginal cause  of  quarrel  between  him  and 
Mr.  Tayler.     The  quarrel  was  over  the 
famous  Simla  ^*  pickles  case,"  when  the 
late  Sir  William  Mansfield  accused  his 
secretary,  Captain  Jervis,  of  stealing  his 
pickles.     Simla  society  was  rent  asunder 
into  fiercely  contending  factions  by  the 
case.     Sir  Henry  Maine,  as  Law  Mem- 
ber of  Council,  was,  in  a  way,  the  Legal 
Adviser  of  the  Commander  -  in  -  Chief. 
Mr.  Tayler  was  the  advocate  of  the  se- 
cretary, and  triumphantly  won  his  case. 
But  surely  those  old  feuds  of  bygone 
times  might  now  be  forgotten.    It  re- 
mained an  obvious  practical  fact  that, 
whereas  for  at  least  20  years  it  had  been 
impossible  for  a  Secretary  of  State  to  do 
anything  for  Mr.  Tayler  without  offer- 
ing something  like  a  rebuff  to  his  two 
most  distinguished  Councillors,  now  no- 
thing of  the  kind   was   involved.     He 
might  say  that  the  whole  Press  of  India 
and  a  most  influential  portion   of  the 
Press  of  England  had  dwelt  on  that  fact. 
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Within  the  last  few  months  everyone 
of  the  great  newspapers  of  India  had 
called  on  the  Secretary  of  State  to  move 
in  the  matter,  and  had  declared  that 
justice  could  now  be  done  without  hurt- 
ing the  dignity  or  the  character  of  any- 
one, and  with  great  advantage  to  the 
character  of  the  Government.  The  Times 
the  other  day  said  of  Mr.  Tayler  that — 

"  The  time  that  is  left  to  him  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  nature  cannot  he  long.  It  will  he 
our  loss  rather  than  his  if  the  future  historian 
has  to  record  that  he  went  down  to  the  grave 
with  all  who  knew  his  deeds  applauding  them, 
and  officialism  alone  holding  stupidly,  unjustly, 
and  dishonestly  aloof." 

It  was  official,  not  national,  ingratitude ; 
and  The  Calcutta  EnglUhmartf  passion- 
ately applauding  this  sentiment,  added 
that— 

*'  Every  right-hearted  Englishman  must  hope 
that  his  children  and  grandchildren  will  have 
cause  to  he  thankful  that  he  worked  for  their 
honour  during  the  30  years  of  his  retirement 
undeterred  hy  official  slights  or  by  unmanly 
doubts  of  his  eventual  success.'' 

Everyone  who  knew  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  TJnder  Secretary  and  the  noble  Vis- 
count the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Viscount  Cross)  would  feel  that  they,  at 
least,  were  the  last  men  in  the  world  not 
to  join  heartily  in  such  a  wish.  But  he 
must  sorrowfully  confess  that  it  was 
possible  that  his  hon.  Friend,  after  all 
he  (Sir  Eoper  Lethbridge)  had  ventured 
to  urge,  and  after  all  that  would  be 
urged  by  those  who  would  follow  him, 
might  still  feel  a  dread  of  some  reproach 
for  committing  what  had  been  repre- 
sented to  him  as  a  breach  of  official 
etiquette.  He  ventured  to  assure  him — 
and  the  generous  heart  of  the  people  of 
this  country  would  assure  him — that 
when  that  official  sin  came  to  be  recorded 
against  him,  the  Kecording  Angel  would 
remember  the  poor  old  hero  of  Fatna 
and  his  wrongs,  and  would  drop  a  tear  on 
the  record  and  blot  it  out  for  ever.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
his  Eesolution. 

Sir  henry  HAVELOOK- ALLAN 
8.E.  (Durham)  said,  he  rose  with  the 
greatest  pleasure  to  second  the  Resolu- 
tion, and  if  he  might  be  permitted  to 
offer  a  reason  for  doing  so,  it  was  be- 
cause he  was  to  have  had  the  honour  of 
seconding  the  Motion  of  Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot  on  this  subject  when  the  case 
was  about  to  be  brought  forward  in  1 87 H. 
Since  that  time,  owing  to  changes  of 
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Governments,  changes  in  Ministries  and 
other  accidental  circumstances  the  case 
had  not  been  brought  forward,  and 
there  had  been  no  investigation  what- 
soever of  this  question.  They  had  been 
told  time  after  time  that  the  case,  having 
been  investigated  by  successive  Secre- 
taries of  State,  had  passed  beyond  the 
cognizance  of  the  present  day.  He 
should  elaborate  that  point  in  the  course 
of  his  observations  to  show  that,  except 
in  the  first  interval,  no  investigation  of 
any  description  whatsoever  had  been 
held.  If  he  might  be  allowed  to  ofiPer 
an  apology  for  intervening  in  this  debate, 
it  would  be  that  he  had  the  honour  of 
having  been  himself  engaged  in  the  trans- 
actions to  which  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  related  at  the  time  at  which  they 
occurred,  and  he  hoped  that  the  personal 
testimony  of  one  who  had  been  engaged 
in  the  circumstances  he  was  endeavour- 
ing to  relate  would,  however  junior  his 
position  might  be,  continue  to  be  re- 
garded as  of  some  value  in  that  House. 
In  1857,  when  these'events  occurred,  the 
Province  of  Bahar  and  the  City  of  Patna 
were  saved  from  destruction,  and  from 
a  loss  of  life  such  as  they  were  not  able 
to  estimate  by  the  bold,  determined, 
wise,  and  well-conducted  action  of  Mr. 
Commissioner  Tayler.  The  Mutiny 
which  broke  out  in  India  in  1 857  had 
overwhelmed  nearly  the  whole  of  the 
country,  and  in  a  few  isolated  spots 
there  were  detached  sections  of  our 
countrymen  exposed  to  dangers  to 
which  he  sincerely  hoped  none  would 
ever  be  exposed  again.  In  such  cir- 
cumstances as  those,  Mr.  Commissionev 
Tayler,  then  in  the  prime  of  life — now 
an  old  man  of  81  years — and  having  had 
an  official  experience  of  26  years  in 
India — during  which  he  had  obtained 
the  distinguished  approbation  of  every- 
one under  whom  he  had  served — had  to 
meet  a  most  perilous  crisis  with  scarcely 
any  assistance  from  those  with  whom 
he  was  associated,  that  which  he  did  re- 
ceive being  in  many  cases  a  detriment 
and  a  block  to  him.  He  rose  to  the 
emergency :  but  he  committed  the  un- 
pardonable fault  of  having  been  right 
when  his  official  superiors  were  wrong, 
and  the  vindictiveness  and  narrow- 
minded  spite  which  wrecked  his  career 
and  had  followed  him  ever  since  was 
attributable  to  nothing  but  that  he, 
being  a  most  clear-sighted  and  capable 
Englishman,  had  met  with  the  censure 
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of  those  who  were  less  clear-sip^hted  and 
capable  than  himself.  The  great  City 
of  Fatna,  close  to  the  military  station 
of  Dinapore,  containing  great  Govern- 
ment factories,  and  millions  of  trea- 
sure, was  loft  with  scarcely  any  garrison 
at  all,  which  might  be  said  to  consist  of 
Commissioner  Tayler  himself  and  a  few 
police  when  the  emergency  arose.  In 
the  month  of  June,  1857,  Commissioner 
Tayler  knew  from  previous  investigation 
what  was  not  understood  by  the  autho- 
rities at  Calcutta — of  the  existence  of  a 
great  and  powerful  conspiracy  aimed  at 
uprooting  the  foundation  of  our  power 
in  India — concerning  which  everything 
that  he  then  alleged  was,  seven  years 
afterwards,  borne  out  by  unimpeachable 
evidence  beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt. 
He  had  to  deal  with  the  circumstance  that 
eight  miles  lower  down  the  Ganges  than 
Patna  there  was  a  garrison  of  three  of 
the  best  regiments  of  our  Indian  Army, 
who  were  held  in  check  by  one  regiment 
in  which  he  (Sir  Henry  Ha velock- Allan) 
had  the  honour  to  serve.  Their  efficiency 
could  not  be  doubted  from  a  military 
point  of  view ;  but  for  that  very  reason 
they  were  all  the  more  dangerous  should 
they  become  our  enemies.  Commissioner 
Tayler  was  urging  on  the  authorities 
the  existence  of  the  conspiracy,  and  the 
necessity  of  disarmament.  The  insurrec- 
tion was  spreading  all  over  the  country, 
and  our  out-stations  were  being  over- 
whelmed, owing  to  their  small  numbers, 
when  Commissioner  Tayler  thought 
that  it  would  be  a  prudent  step  to 
disarm  these  2,000  Indian  troops,  for 
which  proceeding  there  were  means 
at  hand,  and  an  opportunity  afforded. 
The  only  opposition  offered  was  that  of 
Sir  Frederick  Halliday  and  General 
Lloyd,  who  desired  to  retain  a  belief  in 
the  loyalty  of  the  Native  troops  with 
whom  he  had  been  associated  all  his 
life,  although  in  the  course  he  took 
he  was  afterwards  proved  to  have  been 
grievously  mistaken,  and  which  course 
was  absolutely  opposed  to  the  informa- 
tion of  Commissioner  Tayler.  At  Patua 
itself  he  nipped  the  insurrection  in  the 
bud  by  seizing  somewhat  unceremo- 
niously—insurrections were  not  to  be 
{)ut  down  with  rose  water — the  Wahabee 
eaders  without  furtherdetriment  to  them- 
selves,  except  that  they  were  deprived 
of  the  power  of  doing  mischief.  That 
raised  the  ire  of  Sir  Frederick  Halliday, 
then  Governor   of  Bengal,    whose   in- 
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fluence  was  strong  enough  to  induce 
Lord  Canning  and  General  Lloyd  to 
resist  every  representation  made  to  them 
as  to  the  disarmament  of  the  forces, 
which  might,  in  the  early  days  of  the 
conspiracy,  have  been  deprived  of  the 
power  of  doing  evil.  Subsequent  events 
had  undoubtedly  proved  that  in  every 
step  taken  by  Commissioner  Tayler  he 
was  right,  and  that  the  steps  taken  by  his 
official  superiors,  who  were  opposed  to 
him,  were  absolutely  and  lamentably 
wrong.  He  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- Allan) 
would  show  presently  how  that  bore  on 
the  insurrection  in  India,  and  how,  with- 
out the  intervention  of  Providence,  Luck- 
now — to  whose  relief  his  father  was  ad- 
vancing— would  have  fallen,  in  conse- 
quence of  this  neglect  of  Mr.  Tayler's  ad- 
vice. This  disarmament  of  the  Native 
troops  might  easily  have  taken  place  early 
in  June,  and  when  at  last  permission  was 
given  the  operation  was  so  mismanaged 
and  bungled  that  a  large  force  of  some- 
what over  2,000  trained  Sepoys — as  fino 
soldiers  as  any  in  the  world — were  able 
to  escape  into  the  adjoining  Province  of 
Behar,  with  the  whole  of  their  ammu- 
nition in  their  possession,  which  enabled 
them  for  15  months  to  oppose  resistance 
to  the  attempt  to  suppress  the  Mutiny. 
But  the  chief  point  alleged  against  Mr. 
Commissioner  Tayler  was  that  he  showed 
a  want  of  courage  in  what  was  called 
the  disgraceful  withdrawal  of  the  officials 
from  the  districts.  What  did  that  mean? 
All  over  India  small  detached  bodies  of 
Europeans  were  striving  for  their  lives. 
In  the  midst  of  the  circumstances  that 
surrounded  them  they  would  naturally 
retire  to  the  nearest  town  ;  and  the 
whole  gravamen  of  the  charge  against 
Mr.  Tayler  was  that  he  foresaw  the 
possibility  of  those  small  detached  par- 
ties being  obliged  to  take  refuge  in 
Patna,  and  gave  facilities  for  that  which 
all  over  India  was  taking  place  without 
any  orders  at  all.  Another  charge 
against  him  was  that  he  had  prevented 
the  advance  of  the  heroic  Sir  Vincent 
Eyre  to  the  relief  of  Arrah.  When  tho 
authorities  had  succeeded  in  bungling 
the  plan  of  disarmament,  the  2,000 
Sepoys,  who  made  their  escape  with 
their  arms  and  ammunition,  laid  siege  to 
the  small  house  at  Arrah  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kensington 
(Sir  Boper  Lethbridge)  had  alluded.  A 
detachment  of  European  soldiers,  400 
in  number,  who  were  sent  to  their  relief| 
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bad  fallen  into  an  ambnsh ;  they  suffored 
severely,  and  had  to  return  diminished 
i&  number  by  250.      The    allegation 
against  Commissioner  Tayler  was  that 
When  some   few  davs   later    a    much 
smaller  detachment  of  British  soldiers, 
available  for  therelief  of  the  beleaguered 
garrison,  was  passing  up  the  river,  he 
recommended  them  to  proceed  with  cau- 
tion.    If  he  had  not  done  that,  he  would 
have  been  deficient  in  respect  of  the 
first  element  of  his  public  duty.    Seeing 
what  had  happened  to  a  much  superior 
force  a  few  days  before  Commissioner 
Tayler — whose  business,  as  a  Civil  officer, 
it  was  to  sift  all  the  evidence  derived 
from  a  hundred  sources  as  to  what  the 
probability  of  success  might  be — sent 
through  the  military  officer  commanding 
at  Dinapore,  who  had  to  decide  whether 
the  movement  should  be  made  or  not, 
certain  advice   either  not  to   advance, 
or    else  to  advance    with    caution    to 
what,  in  his  opinion,   might  otherwise 
be  almost  certain  defeat.     So  far  from 
that  being  in  any  degree  a  discredit  to 
Mr.  Tayler,  he  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- 
Allan)  maintained  that  it  reflected  the 
highest  possible  credit  upon  his  fore- 
sight and  his  appreciation  of  the  duties 
which  fell  to  his  share  as  Civil  officer, 
in    giving     all     the     information     in 
bis  power  to  the  Military  Authorities. 
These  were  the  only  two  points  alleged 
against  this  man.     He  would  not  say,  in 
general  terms,  that  there  had  been  official 
rancour  displayed  against  Mr.  Tayler, 
as  he  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- Allan)  did 
not  believe  that  such  a  feeling  was  en- 
tertained by  the  higher  officials,  the  case 
having  received  a  fair  hearing  whenever 
it  had  come  up  for  higher  consideration, 
and  Mr.  Taylor  having  been  especially 
completely  exonerated  by  the  Court  of 
Directors.    But  one  individual  had,  from 
first  to  last,  displayed  implacable  hos- 
tility against  Commissioner  Tayler,  be- 
cause that  gentleman  had  been  right, 
whilst  he  himself,  his  official  superior, 
had  been  wrong,  and  these  two  insigni- 
ficant reasons  had  been  picked  out  as  a 
lever  for  bringing  to  an  end  the  official 
career  and  ruining  the  prospects  and 
embittering  the  life  of  a  gentleman  to 
whomthe  people  of  India,  perhaps,  owed 
as  much  as  to  any  other  man  engaged 
in  the  Mutiny.     He  was  not  aware  that 
there    was    anything    further    alleged 
against  him ;   but   if  Mr.  Tayler   had 
committed  an  error  of  judgment  in  this 


matter,  what  did  it  amount  to?      It 
amounted  to  a  case  of  this  kind — that  in 
extinguishing  a  great  and  dangerous  con- 
flagration, which  threatened  life  and  pro- 
perty, those  who  managed  the  fire-engine 
might   have  accidentally  sprinkled  the 
bystanders.     Now,  let  him  (Sir  Henry 
Havelock- Allan)  point  out  that  subse- 
quent  events,  in  every  respect,  had  con- 
firmed the  soundness  of  the  judgment 
arrived  at  by  Mr.  Taylor.    It  was  at 
that  time  urged  on  Lord  Canning,  who 
had  not  then  been  long  in  India — and  of 
whom  he  wished  to  speak  with  every 
respect,  he  having,  of  course,  been  in 
this  matter  in  the  hands  of  his  official 
advisers— who  had  long  years  of  Indian 
experience — that  Commissioner  Tayler 
had,  without  due  cause,  seized  and  im- 
prisoned some  worthy   and  inofl'ensive 
Mahommedan  gentlemen — these   being 
the  Wahabee  conspirators.    If  that  con- 
spiracy had  not  been  promptly  checked 
much   bloodshed  and  slaughter    would 
have  resulted.  But  what  happened  later 
on?  In  1864,  after  Commissioner  Tayler 
had   been   displaced   and   relegated  to 
private  life,  when  everything  had  been 
done  that  was  possible  to  ruin  him,  when 
he  had  been  deprived  of  pay  and  pen- 
sion, and  forced  to  rely  upon  his  own 
extraordinary  talents  as  an  advocate  for 
a    subsistence,   this    remarkable   event 
occurred.     An  investigation  which  was 
carried  on  by  Sir  Herbert  Edwards  at 
Simla,  in  the  North- West  Provinces,  in 
connection  with  the  Wahabee  conspiracy, 
brought  to  light  the  fact  that  the  very 
individuals  whom  Commissioner  Tayler 
had  seized — thus  nipping  the  insurrec- 
tion in  the  bud — were  the  persons  who 
were    subsequently  proved    to  be  the 
principal  movers  in  the  insurrectionary 
movement  in  1857,  which  was  intended 
to   upset  the  British  power    in   India. 
Those  men  were  convicted  in  1 864,  on  the 
clearest    evidence ;    but   Commissioner 
Tayler  was,   unfortunately,   unable    to 
profit  by  what  happened.     But  the  men 
who  were  instrumental  in  proving  that 
the  Wahabees  seized  by  Commissioner 
Tayler  were  connected   with   the   con- 
spiracy were,  by  the  deliberate  action  of 
the  Indian  Government,   promoted  for 
the    services    they    had    rendered    the 
country.     From  that  day  up  to  the  pre- 
sent, every  subsequent  event  had  fully 
and  completely  established  the  soundness 
and  correctness  of  Mr.  Tayler's  j  udgment. 
Speaking  from  personal  knowledjo  in 
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this  matter,  he  could  say  that  the  escape 
of  the  Dinapore  brigade  from  Dinapore 
into  the  juDgle,  with  all  their  arms  and 
ammunition  complete,  might  have  had, 
except  for  the  interposition  of  Providence, 
a  fatal  efifect  on  the  result  of  the  insur- 
rection in  India.  At  that  time  the  force 
imder  his  father's  command,  and  of 
which  he  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- Allan) 
had  the  honour  to  be  executive  officer, 
was  on  the  further — the  northern — side 
of  the  Qanges,  having  fought  1 1  battles 
on  the  near  side,  capturing  100  pieces 
of  artillery,  and  beiug  then  within  50 
miles  of  the  relief  of  Lucknow.  As  far 
as  he  and  his  father  knew  every  hour  was 
of  importance.  What  happened?  In 
consequence  of  Mr.  Tayler's  advice  not 
being  followed,  and  this  large  body  of 
men  being  allowed  to  escape  intact  to 
swell  the  forces  of  rebellion,  the  wholo 
of  his  father's  movements  were  abso- 
lutely checked.  He  asked  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House  to  read  a  few  words 
from  a  letter  of  his  father,  expressing 
the  judgment  which,  with  great  regret, 
be  had  arrived  at  on  this  occasion.  He 
was  not  quoting  from  a  copy  of  a  docu- 
ment, but  from  the  original,  written  by 
himself  at  that  time  to  his  father's  dic- 
tation, in  the  warmth  of  the  circum- 
stances as  they  occurred,  and  ho  would 
then  ask  whether  Commissioner  Tayler 
was  right  or  wrong  in  the  course  ho  re- 
commended. On  receiving  the  news 
that  this  large  reinforcement  had  been 
received  by  the  enemy,  that  they  had 
out  his  line  of  communication,  and  that 
reinforcements  would  cease  to  reach 
them  for  many  weeks,  his  father  wrote 
this  letter— 

**  Camp  Mungurwar,  August  8,  1857. 

"  Imperious  circumslaDces  compel  me  to  re- 
cross  the  Gauges.  When  further  defence 
becomes  impossible,  do  not  negotiate  or  capitu- 
late. Cut  your  way  out  to  Cawnpore  ;  you  will 
save  the  colours  of  the  32nd,  and  two-thirds  of 
your  British  troops.  Blow  up  your  fortifica- 
tions, magazines,  &C.,  by  constructing  sur- 
charged mines  under  them  and  leaving  slow 
matches  burning. 

H.  Havelock,  Brigadier  General. 

To  Colonel  Ixolih,  Commanding  Lucknow." 

Why  was  this  advice  rendered  neces- 
sary? His  father  was  compelled  to 
give  it,  because  Commissioner  Taylor's 
advice  was  not  followed,  and  because 
this  large  reiuforcement  was  allowed  to 
reach  the  enemy  intact,  and  to  cut  their 
communications.     He  apologized  for  re- 
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ferring  to  this  personal  matter,  and 
assured  the  House  that  he  only  did  so 
under  a  strong  impellii^g  sense  to  obey 
the  dictates  of  justice  and  honour, 
— in  letting  the  truth  be  known — 
which,  he  believed,  were  not  extinct, 
and  never  would  be  extinct,  in  that 
House.  Since  that  time  Mr.  Tayler 
had,  from  time  to  time,  endeavoured  in 
poverty,  in  circumstances  of  unexampled 
trial  and  depression  during  31  years,  to 
call  the  attention  of  his  countrymen  to 
the  injustice  he  had  suffered.  He  (Sir 
Hebry  Havelock- Allan)  came  now  to  a 
dark  and  unexplained  circumstance, 
which,  if  it  stood  alone,  would  justify 
the  request  now  made,  that  fuller  in- 
vestigation into  this  case  should  take 
place.  In  1R78  he  was  engaged  with 
Sir  Eardley  Wilmot  in  bringing  this  case 
before  Parliament.  He  had  sent  Memo- 
rials to  the  India  Ofiice,  which  were  not 
then  replied  to.  They  were  told  in  July, 
1878,  that  it  was  desirable  that  inquiry 
should  be  deferred,  because  a  very  com- 
prehensive Minute  on  the  subject  had 
been  prepared  by  Sir  Frederick  Halliday, 
and  that  it  would  shortly  be  laid  before 
the  House.  That  reply  stopped  action 
in  1878.  In  1879  other  circumstances  in- 
tervened to  prevent  the  case  being  taken 
up,  and  in  1880  there  was  a  change  of 
Government.  But  he  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  cir- 
cumstance, which  had  remained  unex- 
plained to  this  day,  and  such  circum- 
stances fortunately  did  not  often  happen. 
When  the  papers  on  which  Commis- 
sioner Tayler  relied  for  his  defence  were 
searched  for,  it  was  found  that  they  were 
absent  from  the  records  of  the  India 
Office,  and  could  not  be  traced.  He 
cast  imputation  on  no  person.  It  so 
happened  that  the  parties  in  this  case  on 
the  one  side  and  the  other  were  equally 
friends  of  his,  and  he  should  not  like  to 
be  swayed  by  the  slightest  bias  against 
anyone,  or  by  any  feeling  but  that 
which  was  usually  felt  by  an  English- 
man to  stand  up  for  a  man  whom  he 
believed  to  be  oppressed  and  injured. 
As  he  had  said,  all  the  papers  required 
by  Mr.  Tayler  to  prove  his  case  were 
abstracted  from  the  India  Office.  The 
only  thing  that  could  be  discovered  of 
the  voluminous  documents  was  the  fly- 
leaf, which  bore  the  simple  Minute  of 
tho  Duke  of  Argyll  in  1868,  that  his 
Grace  was  against  the  re-opening  of  the 
case.     Ho  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- Allan) 
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did  not  wish  to  attach  any  further  im- 
portance to  that  remarkable  incident 
than  it  deserved  ;  but  he  did  say  that 
when  official  documents  disappeared  in 
this  extraordinary  way,  the  question 
naturally  arose  whether  anyone,  aud  if 
BO  who,  was  most  interested  in  their 
disappearance.  Fortunately,  they  were 
not  at  a  loss  as  to  the  facts.  Through 
3 1  years  of  privation,  of  loss  of  position, 
of  circumstances  which  would  have 
broken  any  man  of  iuferior  courage 
and  spirit,  Mr.  Tayler  had  survived  to 
bear  the  test  of  public  investigation, 
and  the  gentleman  who  was  mixed  up 
with  Mr.  Tayler  in  the  events  of  that 
time,  the  gentlemen  of  whom  he  (Sir 
Henry  Havelock- Allan)  did  not  wish  to 
say  a  word  stronger  than  was  warranted 
bycircumstaDces,  but  who,  at  all  events, 
was  the  sole  opposing  element  in  the  case, 
also  survived.  This  was  not  a  case  like 
that  of  Lord  Dundonald,  where  all  who 
had  been  originally  concerned  in  the 
events  which  had  led  to  acts  of  injustice 
had  passed  away,  though  even  in  that 
case  in  1878  justice  was  at  last  done  to 
the  memory  of  a  great  and  gallant 
gentleman,  and  to  those  who  had  suc- 
ceeded bim.  As  to  the  present  case, 
they  were  in  no  such  difficulty.  The 
accused  and  the  accuser,  if  they  might 
be  said  to  stand  in  that  position,  were 
still  before  them,  and  the  documents 
were  forthcoming  in  abundance.  Every 
historian  who  had  judicially  examined 
the  circumstances  of  this  case  had 
been  unanimously  in  asserting  that 
Commissioner  Tayler,  of  Fatna,  had 
certainly  established  his  position  as 
having,  not  only  acted  with  judgment, 
but  as  having  thoroughly  earned  the 
gratitude  of  his  country.  This  man  was 
now  8 1  years  of  age.  In  the  course  of 
nature  his  life  could  not  be  much  longer 
prolonged.  He  had  borne  with  unex- 
ampled courage  what  he  (Sir  Henry 
Havelock-Allan)  and  his  hon.  Friends 
believed  to  be  an  intolerable  injustice 
and  wrong.  He  appealed  to  both  sides 
of  the  House  on  the  question.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  though  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  no  personal  responsibility  in 
the  matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was,  however,  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment during  the  period  of  many  of  the 
transactions  referred  to.  He  appealed 
also  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 


First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  who,  ho  was  sure,  was  actuated 
on  all  occasions  by  a  sense  of  inflexible 
justice.  To  that  sense  of  justice  he  now 
appealed.  Give  this  man  an  open  and 
fair  inquiry.  If  it  was  shown  that  Mr. 
Tayler  had  committed  an  error  no  harm 
would  be  done,  because  the  grave  would 
soon  close  over  a  sad  story.  But  if,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  could  be  shown  that 
justice  had  been  continually  postponed 
by  the  resistance  of  one  man,  who,  from 
his  official  position,  had  been  better  able 
to  thwart  Mr.  Tayler  than  anyone  else 
could  have  been,  then  he  said  that  not 
only  was  the  national  faith  involved, 
but  the  national  sense  of  justice  was 
involved  in  doing  complete  justice  in 
this  matter,  though  justice  had  been  so 
long  deferred.  He  begged  to  second 
the  Kesolution. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable, 
with  a  view  to  the  settlement  of  a  long-standing 
controversy  as  to  the  wrong  stated  to  have  been 
suffered  by  a  meritorious  servant  of  the  Crown, 
that  a  Select  Committee  should  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  case  of  Mr.  William  Tayler, 
late  Commissioner  of  Patna,"— (5/r  Roper  Leth' 
bridge,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
(Chatham)  said,  that  he,  in  common 
with  the  other  Members  of  the  House, 
had  listened  with  great  pleasure  to  th  e 
manly  and  eloquent  speech  of  the  hon , 
and  gallant  Member  for  Durham  (Sir 
Heury  Havelock-Allan). '  He  hoped  the 
House  would  believe  him  when  he  said 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
was  as  anxious  to  do  justice  to  anyone 
who  was  suffering  under  undeserved 
obloquy  as  was  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  himself ;  but  before  the  House 
embarked  a  Select  Committee  upon  an 
inquiry  into  this  voluminous  case  a 
plain,  unvarnished  statement  of  the 
facts  ought  to  be  laid  before  it.  The 
two  speeches  which  had  been  made  had 
been  rather  the  speeches  of  advocates 
putting  forward  points  chosen  to  produce 
an  impression  that  injustice  had  been 
done,  than  impartial  statements  of  fact 
such  as  it  was  his  duty  to  submit.     The 
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real  grievance  had  been  greatly  exag- 
gerated, for  it  had  been  said  that  this 
gentleman  had  been  dismissed  from  the 
Public  Service.  He  was  not  dismissed ; 
he  was  simply  superseded  in  the  posi- 
tion he  held  at  Patna.  He  was  trans- 
ferred from  that  position  to  another, 
and  if  it  had  not  been  for  subsequent 
events  he  might  for  a  long  period  have 
served  the  Crown.  The  House  had  to 
consider  whether,  in  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  the  Qovernment  of 
India  of  the  day  were  justified  in  re- 
moving Mr.  Tayler  from  Patna  and  put- 
ting him  elsewhere.  He  would  give  the 
reasons  which  induced  the  Government 
of  India  to  take  that  course.  But  he 
must  first  object  that  this  was  not  a 
matter  on  which  there  ought  to  be  an 
appeal  to  all.  The  Empire  of  India 
was  imperilled,  and  the  Government,  in 
the  action  it  took  on  that  occasion,  must 
be  judged  by  the  rules  of  military 
procedure.  Supposing  a  Commanding 
Officer  in  the  middle  of  a  battle  were  to 
remove  an  officer  from  some  post  under 
some  misapprehension,  would  it  be 
endured  that  there  should  be  an  inquiry 
whether  the  General  had  justly  esti- 
mated the  capacity  of  the  man  ?  The 
second  objection  he  had  was  that  the 
bringing  forward  of  the  question  com- 
pelled him  to  rake  up  matters  that  were 
more  than  30  years  old,  and  charges 
against  Mr.  Tayler  that  the  existing 
Members  of  the  Government  of  India 
would  be  glad  to  bury  in  oblivion.  If 
he  was  obliged  to  mention  things  which 
did  not  entirely  redound  to  the  credit  of 
Mr.  Tayler,  it  was  the  fault  of  those  who 
now  brought  the  matter  forward.  He 
would  not  go  into  extraneous  matters. 
It  had  been  mentioned  that  before  the 
Mutiny  it  was  intended  to  remove  Mr. 
Tayler  from  Patna.  That  intention  was 
formed  in  consequence  of  complaints 
which  afterwards  received  the  investi- 
gation of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  as 
to  which  the  Secretary  of  State  decided 
that  the  Government  of  Bengal  were 
right  and  Mr.  Tayler  was  wrong. 
"With  this  explanation,  he  would  begin 
with  the  date  of  the  7th  of  June, 
1857,  when  the  first  alarm  occurred  at 
Patna.  It  was  on  the  31st  of  July  fol- 
lowing that  Mr.  Tayler  issued  the  with- 
drawal order,  and  the  events  ho  would 
deal  with  occurred  within  those  two 
dates.  He  wished  to  read  Mr.  Taylor's 
own  description  of  the  resolution  which 
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he  formed  on  the  7th  of  June  as  to  the 
conduct  he  would  pursue  during  the 
critical  days  that  he  foresaw.     He  said — 

"  Then  it  was  that,  after  cnrefally  pondering 
the  various  sources  of  danger,  after  weighing  and 
comparing  the  information  brought  to  me  from 
various  sources,  1  resolved  to  adopt  a  series  of 
coercive  measures  which  would  anticipate  and 
nullifj  any  movement  that  might  be  contemplated, 
and  draw  the  teeth  of  the  dislojal  before  they 
had  opportunity  to  bite." 

And  he  afterwards  said — 

"All  was  done  on  my  own  solo  responsibility, 
without  the  permission  or  knowledge  of  Mr. 
Halliday." 

^Cheers.']  The  House  cheered  that  as 
if,  at  a  moment  when  you  were  fighting 
against  mutiny,  insubordination  was 
something  to  be  admired.  He  strongly 
objected  to  that.  If  ever  there  was  a 
crisis  in  the  history  of  the  world  it  was 
that  of  the  Mutiny.  No  doubt,  there 
had  been  instances  of  splendid  insub- 
ordination, such  as  that  of  Lord  Nelson 
at  Copenhagen,  or  even  that  committed 
on  this  very  occasion  by  the  officer  who 
disobeyed  Mr.  Tayler  himself;  but  these 
were  isolated  cases  of  disobedience  in 
some  one  particular  matter.  A  man 
who  did  such  a  thing,  did  it  with  a 
rope  round  his  neck;  he  ran  the  risk 
of  failure ;  but  he  might  succeed  and 
have  his  act  condoned  by  his  superior 
officer.  He  protested,  however,  against 
the  doctrine  which  seemed  to  find  favour 
with  some  hon.  Members,  that  you  were 
to  embark  in  dangerous  operations  of  this 
kind  with  the  predetermination  that  you 
would  tell  your  superior  officer — *  *  All  was 
done  on  my  sole  responsibility,  with- 
out the  permis8ion--r**Hear,  hear!*'] 
—or  knowledge— -[**  Hear,  hear !  "J— of 
my  superiors." 

SirEOPERLETHBEIDQE:  There 
were  no  orders. 

Sir  JOHN  QORST  said,  h^  was 
astonished  that  any  hon.  Member  should 
cheer  such  a  sentiment.  The  arrest  of 
the  four  Wahabees  took  place  on  the 
20th  of  June.  These  gentlemen  were 
never  brought  to  trial ;  they  were  dis- 
charged afterwards  with  the  knowledge 
and  approval  of  Mr.  Taylor  himself, 
and  no  conspiracy  and  no  offence  of  any 
kind  was  proved  against  these  men. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Durham  said  that  this  was  a  great  ac- 
cusation made  against  Mr.  Tayler ;  but 
he  never  heard  that  any  accusation  was 
made  against  Mr.  Tayler  in  respect  of 
these  men. 
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Sib  HENEY  HAVELOCK -ALLAN 
said,  he  had  been  misapprehended;  br 
did  not  Bay  that.  He  said  the  particul&i 
accuBation  ■was  the  withdrawal  order. 
Ha  i*aa  not  aware  that  Ur.  Taylei-  ve.f 
eTor  censured  for  the  arrest  of  these  men, 
which  was  perfectly  justified. 

Sir  JOHN  G0E8T  aaid,  he  was  not 
censured  for  arrestiDg  them;  but  Sir 
John  Kaje,  to  whom  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kensinfrtoii  appealed,  said  of 
this  event,  in  hia  Hiitoryoftht  ilutiny— 

"  It  nn  hardlj  eicape  tbs  coiiBidrr.ilion  of  nnr 
eindid  mind  Ihat  what  ia  Ihm  regarded  ag  a 
■Dcccnfol  atraka  of  policy  when  eiconted  bj  Eng. 
liabmcD  againit  Maiiomedana  would,  i(  Sngliah. 
men  bad  been  llie  tictiraa  of  il,  have  been  de- 
teribcd  bj  another  nams.  To  inritB  men  to  » 
fricndlj  conference  and,  when  aolunllj  the  gnrslj 
of  a  Britiih  officer,  lo  leiic  ihcir  penona  is  noi 
only  TCTj  tike  Iraaober;,  but  ii   IrMcherj  itwK, 

The  ezigeneicB  of  a  great  criais  jaMify 

ciccptlDiinl  acta  in  Iha  interrati  of  public  aafetj  ; 
bat  1  do  not  know  any  excuaea  that  may  \k 
pleaded  or  arguments  lliat  may  be  advanced  bv 
ft  Britiah  ofBeer  in  anoh  a  cnao  ihnt  might  not  be 
piraded  and  advanced  bj   Naliia  Chieli  in  like 


{Juke  l5,  1888}       {Mr.  tFitltsm  Tat/kr): 


keep  Ihu  Gd» 
doing,  and  jo 


irdulyn 


npprara 


id  jour  bus 
informed  of  wliat  ;ou  aro 
a>e  DO  work  of  greater  or 
ilj  th.-in  to  do  (his.  The 
i.icuieiuint  iiaTernor  regrets  (a  be  obliged  Ihua 
to  arge  jou  on  luch  rcrj  obrioua  points  of  duly 
which  no  other  Commissioner  boi  neglected." 
Then  the  next  day  they  complained 
again — 

"The  d.iwk  of  the  !3rd  baa  corns  in  from 
Patnn,  and  the  Ueutcnnnt  GOTernor  has  ag.nin  to 
complain  of  the  nbsencaofall  inform.-ition  of  jour 
proceedings.  He  has  received  a  scatcely  intel- 
ligible demi-official  note  from  jou  dated  the  23rd 
inilnnt,  written,  ns  usual,  in  a  hurry,  and  afford- 
ing no  (nngiblo  informalion.  Il  is  Terj  probabio 
JOU  maj  be  doing  all  that  ii  riebl.  and  (he  Lieu- 
,11  reasonable 


}U  should   keep  the  GoTerrm 

irk  for  dnjs  and  daja  logetht 

itimata  that  jouare  adopting 

'Sponaibilitj  and  importance, 
to  aaj,   quite  inlolerabla.      It  la  impoaiililo  Ih: 
jou   aliould     have    nnjlhing    to    do    of  greali 
iho   Government  ii 


nt  whollv  in  the 
while  you  darkly 

I,   I  am  direa(ed 


What  was  chiefly  complained  of  waa  nol 
the  aotnal  arrest,  but  that  no  informa- 
tion waagiven  to  tbeGoTemment.  Onth^ 
25th  of  June  the  following  letter  was 
addressed  by  the  Lieatenant  Qoveruor 
of  Bengal  to  Mr.  Tayler  :— 

"  Intelligenoe  haa  reached  the  Lieutenant  Go- 
Temor  from  a  private  source  that  on  (he  21st 
instant  jou  arrested  certain  influential  Matiic 
gentlemen  at  I'atna,  and  cauaed  the  town  to  be 
aearohod  in  order  lo  disarm  the  population. 
Whether  these  raeaeoros  were  right  or  wrong  the 
Lientenant  Governor  b.ia  no  me.ina  of  judging. 
They  are  certainly  eilraordinary,  and  at  first 
alghlopen  tomuoh  question.  But  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  has  to  eomplain  aerioualy  that  he  hears 
on  such  Dceaaiona  nothing  from  you  of  joar  in- 
tentloDi  and  nothing  of  jour  aels  (ill  after  thej 
bad  been  completed,  and  that  yoor  method  of 
reporting  to  Gorcrnment  at  the  present  Im- 
portant sriais  is  1(»0M,  deaaltorj,  and  incom- 
plete." 

And  on  the  26th  of  June  the  GoTern- 
ment  wrote — 


n  intimation  tl 


cipal  Wnhabeei 

catch  Ali  Knrecm.'  Not  a  word  is  said  lo  ex- 
plain this  eitraordinarj  and  dangerous  measure, 
or  whj  ihets  arreats  are  made  and  to  be  made.  I 
am  direolcd  to  repeat  to  yon  that  thia  conduct  is 
moat  uDBalisfaatory.    You  cannot  have  lo  much 


torn' 


eedinga. 


Shoe 


I  lliia 


liinga 


E  n(na  an  officer  who  wtU  keep  up  proper  and 
neceaaarj  commnn  leal  ion  with  hia  lupL'riora. 
Uut  he  (rualB  that  you  will  not  force  him  to  Ibic 

On  the  29th  of  June  they  wrote  again— 
"Having  no  knowledge  whatever  of  your  in- 
furmntiou  or  its  aouroee,  or  the  objeola  and 
principles  ot  your  acta  nod  mcasurea,  and  bna 
very  liitto  knowladge  ol  ilio  acta  and 
themselves,  regarding  all  which  you  b 
him  in  ignorance,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  la 
unable  togita  you  any  dircoliona  or  in *t ruction* 
10  guide  or  assist  you  It  aeems  evident  that  you 
nre  doing  irregular  anil  probably  lltogat  oota,  and 
nre  incurring  aerioui  responsibility,  but  you  may 
be  able  hereafter  to  explain  and  Jusiify  them. 
Meantime  your  own  rasponaibility  is  greatly  in> 
creaaed  by  yoar  omilting  to  onablo  tbo  Oovern- 
ment  to  underatand  either  what  you  are  doing  or 
I'hy  you  aro  doing  it." 

iio  had  read  these  letters  to  show  that 
at  the  very  outset  Mr.  Tayler  was  cau- 
tioned by  the  Qoverament  ot   Bengal, 
and  that  the  course  of  conduct  he  pre- 
■ibed  for  himself  was  such  as  it  was 
possible     for    any     Government     to 
ow.     On  July  17  Mr.  Tayler  wrote 
ilie  following  answer  to  the  Government 
of  Bengal — 

"  1  may,  pcrhnps,  be  pardoned  at  a  crisis  lilia 
!  present  fur  atating  that  when  I  bad  made  up 
my  mind  to  act  thus  deoisively  I  purpoacly  put 
ly  plan  into  execution  without  aakiiig  fur  aulho- 
ity,  becauae  I  deemed  it  poasiblo  that  the  Lieu- 
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tenant  Governor,  judging  from  a  distance,  might 
not  possibly  hnve  approTod  of  measures  which  to 
some  extent  undoabtedly  are  bejond  the  law,  bat 
which  I,  on  the  spot,  felt  to  be  essential  for  the 
safety  of  Patna." 

To  that  the  Government  replied  on  the 
22nd  of  July,  1857— 

"  The  only  part  of  this  letter  which  appears  to 
the  IJcutenant  Governor  to  call  for  immediate 
notice  is  what  is  stated  in  paragraghs  6  to  0,  in 
which  you  avow  that  you  wilfully  and  purposely 
kept  the  Government  uninformed  of  your  inten- 
tions, acts,  and  measures.  This  conduct  you 
persevered  in,  not  only  up  to  the  time  of  carrying 
out  the  measures  referred  to,  but  for  some  time 
afterwards,  and  indeed  until  you  were  compelled, 
by  repeated  and  strong  censures,  to  adopt  a 
different  course.  In  doing  this  I  am  to  observe 
you  committed  a  grave  and  very  reprehensible 
error,  and  you  cannot  but  be  sensiblo  that  the 
knowledge  that  it  is  in  your  opinion  justifiable  in 
nn  officer  to  conceal  his  official  acts  and  purposes 
from  the  head  of  the  Government  he  serves,  if  he 
has  reason  to  suppose  that  they  will  not  be  ap- 
proved, must  make  it  impossible  for  the  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  to  place  implicit  confidence  in 
you." 

What  were  the  acts  which  were  being 
committed?  They  had  been  described 
88  ''  hanging  and  imprisoning  whole- 
sale." [**  Hear,  hear !  '*]  There  were 
some  Members  in  the  House  who  ap- 
peared to  think  that  as  long  as  it  was 
only  a  coloured  man  that  was  hanged 
it  did  not  matter.  All  he  wanted  to 
show  the  House  was  the  nature  of  the 
acts  which  were  described  as  illegal  and 
irregular,  and  which  Mr.  Tayler  was  all 
this  time  committing.  He  could  not  give 
a  better  example  than  the  case  of  one 
"Waris  Ali,  a  jemadar  of  police.  This 
man  was  arrested  and  handed  over  to 
Major  Holmes,  who  was  generally  re- 
garded in  India  as  what  is  called  '*a 
man  of  action."  Major  Holmes  sent  the 
man  on  to  General  Lloyd  with  a  very 
remarkable  letter,  which  he  would  read 
to  the  House.     It  ran  as  follows  : — 

**  My  dear  General, — The  magistrate  of  Tir- 
hoot  has  sent  me  a  jemadar  of  police  with  a  polite 
request  to  hang  him  up.  The  chief  evidence 
against  this  man  is  a  letter  of  doubtful  import, 
in  which  lie  speaks  of  a  gFcat  merchandise  and 
his  friends  joining  to  obtain  tho  pearl  of  his  de- 
sire, rebellion  and  murder — rather  vague  to  string 
A  chap  upon — so  1  have  sent  him  to  you  in  irons 
that  he  may  be  placed  in  the  European  barracks, 
and  his  fellow-conspirators  at  Patua  being  seized 
tho  matter  can  be  properly  silted  by  a  Commis- 
sion of  European  officers  and  justice  dealt  out 
accordingly.'' 

On  the  dOth  of  June,  Major  Holmes 
wrote  to  the  General  again  about  the 
man  Waris  Ali  as  follows  : — 

Sir  John  Gorst 


"  I  wish  to  point  out  that  my  great  power  over 
my  own  men  and  tho  Natives  of  these  parts  arises 
from  their  own  sense  of  my  perfect  justice  and 
perfect  determination.  They  know  that  if  I  am 
convinced  that  a  man  is  guilty  bis  life  is  not 
worth  an  hour's  purchase  ;  but  were  1  to  con- 
demn a  man  on  mere  suspicion,  which  was  really 
all  I  had  to  go  on  in  this  case,  I  should  be  looked 
upon  as  bloody. minded  and  unjust,  and  I  should 
lose  half  my  real  power.  I  went  over  those 
papers  carefully  with  my  Native  officers,  and  they 
and  I  quite  concur  in  our  minds  about  them." 

This  man,  Waris  Ali,  was  sent  by  Gene- 
ral Lloyd  to  Mr.  Tayler,  and  he  arrived 
at  Patna  on  July  1  or  2.  Mr.  Tayler 
postponed  bis  trial  for  two  or  three  days 
in  the  hope  of  eliciting  information  from 
him.  On  July  6  he  put  him  on  his 
trial.  The  evidence  adduced  was  the 
same  as  that  wbicli  Major  Holmes  had 
thought  insufiBicient ;  but  Mr.  Tayler 
convicted  the  man  and  hanged  him  the 
same  day.  The  following  was  the  ac- 
count which  Mr.  Tayler  gave  in  his  own 
words ; — 

''  Waris  Ali,  whose  arrest  has  been  previously 
mentioned,  was  tried  under  the  Commission  oa 
Monday,  the  6th  of  July,  and  capitally  sentenced. 
He  was  executed  the  same  day,  and  his  last 
words  were  to  ask  whether  no  Mussulman  would 
assist  him.  This  man  is  said  to  be  related  to  the 
Royal  Family  of  Delhi.  lie  was  a  large,  stout, 
and  good-looking  man,  and  was  selected,  I 
imagine,  more  for  these  qualities  and  his  family 
connection,  and  perhaps  for  tho  assistance  which 
his  position  in  the  police  enabled  him  to  give.  I 
postponed  his  trial  for  two  or  three  days  after 
his  arrival,  and  had  several  private  interviews 
with  him  in  the  hope  of  eliciting  information. 
But  he  was  evidently,  I  think,  not  in  Ali  Kureem's 
secrets,  as  he  was  in  such  excessive  alarm  and 
despair  that  I  am  convinced  he  would  have  done 
anything  to  save  his  life.  When  speaking  in 
private  with  him  he  implored  me  to  tell  him 
whether  there  was  any  way  in  which  bis  life 
could  be  spared.  i  said  '  Yes,'  and  his  eyes 
opened  with  unmistakable  delight,  and  when  he 
asked  again  what  the  way  was  his  countenance 
was  a  picture  of  anxiety,  hope,  and  terror.  I 
told  him — '  I  will  make  a  bargain  with  you ;  give 
me  three  lives  and  I  will  give  you  yours.*  lie 
then  told  me  all  the  names  that  I  already  knew  ; 
but  could  disclose  nothing  further,  at  least  with 
any  proof  in  support.  He  was  evidently  not 
sufficiently  clover  to  be  Ali  Kureem's  confidant." 

He  would  give  the  House  another  case. 
On  July  3  occurred  the  only  disturbance 
that  took  place  at  Fatna.  That  riot 
commenced  by  the  assembling  of  50  or 
100  men  at  the  house  of  a  bookseller. 
They  were  armed  with  guns  and  swords 
and  spears.  They  were  met  and  kept  in 
check  by  two  men,  a  patrol,  and  a  Sou- 
bahdar.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
patrol  was  killed  ;  but  the  two  men  suc- 
ceeded in  checking  the  rioters.  The  only 
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Earopean  that  was  killed  was  Dr.  Ljell, 
who  had  i^alloped  on  in  front  of  the  Sikh 
Boldiers  who  accompanied  him,  and  came 
alone  into  the  middle  of  the  excited 
crowd.      The  whole  thing  did  not  last 
three-quarters  of  an  hour.  In  connection 
with  this  riot,  a  trial  was  held  by  Mr. 
Tajler  under  an  Act  then  in  force,  a  kind 
of  Drumhead  Court  Martial  Act,  which 
gave  tremendous  power  to  the  Commis- 
sioners  appointed  under  it.     The  trial 
took  place  on  the  7th  of  July,  four  days 
after  the  riot ;  and  out  of  a  number  of 
men  tried,  Mr.  Tayler  sentenced  14  to 
death — all  being  found  guilty,  he  said, 
on  clear  eridence.     With  the  exception 
of  two,  the  J  were  all  hanged  within  two 
hours  of  being  sentenced.    They  were 
tried  by  Commission  under  Act  XIV. 
of  1857,  of  which  the  9th  section  said 
that  on  every  person  convicted  of  mur- 
der, arson,  &o.,  the  Court  might  pass 
any  sentence  warranted  by  law,  and  the 
judgment  of  such  Court  should  be  final 
and  conclusive   and  the  Court   should 
not  be   subject  to  the  Sudder  or  any 
other  Court.    That  was  an  Act  under 
which  the  Commissioners  ought  to  have 
acted  with  the  greatest  care  and  gravest 
sense  of  Tesponsibility.     He  could  not 
read    to   the    House  the  evidence  on 
which  these  men  were  hanged.    He  had 
read  it  himself,  and,  having  had  some 
experience  in  such  matters,  he  must  say 
that,  so  far  from  being  clear  evidence, 
it  was  evidence  open  to  the  greatest 
doubt  and  the  gravest  suspicion.     The 
House   might    easily  understand  why 
that  was   the   case,    because  the  riot 
happened   at  dusk,  about  7  o'clock  in 
the  evening,  the  faces  of  the  men  en- 
gaged in  it  were  all  tied  up  with  cloths, 
and  the  evidence  of  identity  was  given 
by  persons  who  did  not  previously  know 
the  accused.     Of  all  things  in  the  world 
evidence  was  the  most  unreliable.     But 
he  would  not  ask  the  House  to  take  his 
word  for  it.    Mr.  Low  is,  the  magistrate, 
wrote  in  February,   1858,  about  eight 
months  after,  to  Mr.  Samuells,  who  was 
then  Commissioner  of  Fatna,   as  fol- 
lows:— 

"At  Pfttna  is  now  considered  quiet,  I  would 
beg  to  bring  to  your  notice  a  circumstance  con- 
nected with  the  late  disturbances  there,  which, 
sboold  >ou  think  fit,  you  can  lay  before  Govern- 
ment. After  the  riot  in  which  Or.  Lyell  lost  his 
life,  certain  persons,  said  to  have  been  concerned 
in  it  were  brought  up  Tor  trial  before  Mr. 
Tayler,  the  then  Commissioner,  and  myself.  Of 
the  ^nilt  of  soipe  of  these  men  there  was  cer- 


tainly no  doubt,  and  they  were  accordingly  oon« 
▼icted  and  at  once  bung.  Of  the  participation 
of  the  other  prisoners  1  had,  however,  strong 
doubts,  and  I  held  that  on  the  evidence  against 
them  it  was  impossible  fdr  me  to  convict.  I 
therefore  proposed  remanding  them  till  further 
inquiry  could  bo  made.  To  this  Mr.  Tayler 
objected,  and  endeavoured  to  prove  that,  there 
being  the  same  evidence  against  nil,  all  must  be 
equally  guilty.  This,  however,  failed  to  convince 
mc,  and  I  still  adhered  to  my  former  opinion. 
Mr.  Tayler  then  proposed  that  the  prisoners 
should  be  sentenced  to  10  years'  imprisonment, 
and  that  when  the  country  became  quiet  the  Go- 
vernment might,  if  it  saw  fit.  inquire  into  the 
matter.  The  critical  state  of  affairs  demanded 
that  no  difference  ^f  opinion  should  appear  be- 
tween us.  I  thereforb  yielded  the  point  so  strongly 
urged  by  Mr.  Tayler,  ami  consented  to  the  sen- 
tence of  imprisonment  being  recorded,  deter- 
mined to  refer  the  matter  as  soou  as  quiet  was 
restored.  1  had  hoped  that  Mr.  Taylor  would 
have  joined  me  in  this  reference,  and  wrote  to 
him  inviting  him  to  do  so,  but  he  declines  having 
anything  to  do  with  the  matter,  the  whole  of  tho 
above  circumstances  having  apparently  escaped 
his  memory.*' 

Here  was  what  Mr.  B.  M.  Farquharson^ 
Sessions  Judge,  Patna,  wrote  to  the 
Governor  of  Bengal  on  July  25,  1857-— 

"  It  is  currently  reported  here  that  some  of 
those  punished  for  being  concerned  in  tho  lato 
outbreak  in  tho  City  of  Patna  were  convicted  by 
the  Commission,  presided  over  by  Mr.  Tayler,  oa 
evidence  less  reliable  even  than  that  1  have  re- 
jected in  Lootf  AH  Khan's  case.  I  ani  not  in  tho 
least  cognizant  of  what  that  evidence  was,  but 
consider  it  my  duty  to  report  tho  commoa 
opinion  on  the  subject,  that  Government  may 
take  any  stops  it  thinks  fit  to  ascertain  the  truth 
of  reports,  very  damaging,  not  only  to  the  Civil 
Service,  but  to  the  European  character  at  large. 
1  am  the  more  induced  to  this  step  from  the  fact 
of  Mr.  Tayler  disregarding  the  Government  in* 
structions  of  tho  11  th  of  July,  1857,  and  persist- 
ing in  conducting  trials  himself,  notwithstanding 
the  presence  of  the  Judge.  Mr.  Tayler  has  pro- 
bably reported  to  Government  his  having  triod 
and  condemned  to  death  a  trooper  of  Captain 
Rattray's  regiment  since  receipt  of  the  Govern- 
ment letter  No.  1,179  of  the  11th  of  July  abovo 
alluded  to." 

But  that  was  not  all.  Here  was  an  ex- 
tract from  a  Minute  hj  Lord  Canning, 
dated  February  5,  1869— 

"  I  believe  that  in  the  course  of  Mr.  Taylor's 
proceedings  men  wero  condemned  and  executed 
upon  insufficient  evidence.  But  since  this  took 
place  Mr.  Tayler  has,  for  other  reasons,  been 
suspended  from  judicial  office,  and  has  said  that 
he  intends  shortly  to  resign  tho  Service.  .  .  • 
Mr.  Taylor's  individual  case  would,  no  doubt,  bo 
disposed  of  more  thoroughly  and  inoontrovertibly 
if  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  were  taken  upon  this 
part  of  it ;  but  if  tho  omission  to  do  this  is  not 
regarded  by  Mr.  Tayler  as  unjust  towards  him- 
self, I  see  no  sufficient  reason  for  keeping  the 
discussion  open  by  a  further  appeal  to  the  Sudder 
Bench," 
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Mr.  Tajlei  wae  subsequently  asked 
vfaether  lie  wished  that  an  inquirj 
should  be  held  by  tho  Sudder  Court 
Judgss  as  to  whether  he  had  not  con- 
vioted  and  sentenoed  men  on  evidence 
whieh  was  not  reasonably  sufficient ; 
and  this  was  what  Mr.  Xayler,  in  reply, 
said  iu  a  letter  to  the  Socretary  to  the 
Qovernment  of  Bengal,  dated  the  24th 
of  March,  1859— 

"  Under  tbo  pEculi&r  oitoumitaacoi  of  theoaie, 
kiMr.Satnuells  has  diiSTOwed  the  offoniive  and 
diihonouring  ioiputitiomiihich  till  words  appeit 
la  mo  to  convo;,  and  is  I  am  about  lo  *oan  lo 
roiign  the  Scriice,  I  have  no  deaira  to  anbjeet 
tnjKir  lo  anjr  furlher  nDxietf  or  banairnont. 
While,  therefore,  1  am  thanktul  to  tbe  Gavsrnor 
General  ia  Couacil  for  offering  me  the  option  of 
a  pulilio  inquiry,  I  beg  respeoirullj  to  decline  it, 
■nd  ibnll  take  the  liberty  of  aubmitliog  hereafter 
tbe  reaioDi  wbioh  bare  induoed  me  to  do  bo." 

So  that  this  gentleman,  who  had  the 
same  charges  made  against  him  30 
years  ago,  and  being  offered  a  public 
inquiry  before  the  Judges  of  the  Sudder 
Court  declined  tho  ofier,  came  to-day 
to  the  House  of  Commons  and  asked 
for  that  public  inquiry  which  he  might 
hare  had  80  years  ago.  Moreover,  the 
oomplaiot  against  Mr.  Tayler  was  not 
only  that  he  acted  with  injustice  himself, 
but  that  he  improperly  interfered  with 
the  course  of  justice  administered  by 
others.  A  certain  person  named  Lootf 
Ali  Khan  was  accused  by  Mr.  Tayler, 
who  caused  him  to  be  arrested.  He  was 
then  tried  by  the  Judge  of  Patna,  and 
while  tbe  man  was  under  trial  Mr. 
Tayler  wrote  a  series  of  letters  to  Mr. 
Farquharson  (tbe  Judge},  Mr.  Tayler 
himself  being  virtually  the  prosecutor. 
In  a  letter  to  the  Sessions  Judge  of 
July  9,  1857,  he  said— 

"  Leat  the  aappoaed  reapentabilit;  oF  I.ooif  Ali 
Kban  abould  in  any  waj  lend  to  throw  doubt  on 
the  probablliti  of  hia  guilt,  I  beg  to  ioform  ;du 
tbat  Guieeta,  one  ol  Ihs  moat  aetife  of  tbe  rebels 
cODoernod  in  tbo  late  outrage  in  whish  Dr.  Ljell 
lost  bia  life,  is  this  man'a  Jemadar.  Guioeta  haa 
been  aentenced  to  death  bj  Mr,  Lowia  and  mjaelf. 
Another  Guaeeta,  oUnrtj  implioaled  in  tbe  tamo 
orime,  itatea  (hat  his  mother  ia  ajah  lo  Lootf  Ali 
Khan's  mother.  That  tome  weaUh;  parly  has 
been  at  the  bottom  of  the  intriguea  that  are  now 
shown  to  haie  been  carried  on  hero  for  moatha, 
with  an  objeat  not  to  be  miatnken,  ia  OTident  from 
the  fact  that  men  bais  been  kept  for  montha  on 
pay,  regularly  diatributod,  under  a  conditional 
compaot  to  aome  forward  when  oalli'd  for." 

And  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Farquharson  of 
July  14,  1857,  Mr.  Tayler  said— 

"  Lootf  All  Kban  seems  to  have  bad  >  nest  of 
ruffisni  in  employ :  two  of  the  hangeea  aro  ibowo 

Sir  John  Gor*t 


to  baTO  been  eloacly  conncctDd  kIiIi  btm.  The 
man  himaelfBdmils  that  he  was  an  Onudviar  for 
eight  or  ten  days  with  bim.  I  fancy  bnndreds 
hare  been  banged  on  leaseTldenee  than  this." 
On  July  14,  I8S7,  Mr.  Tayler  also  wrote 
to  Mr.  Farquharson — 


coted,  and  theao  are  tbe  fvllowa  who  do  tbe  real 
iniaobiel,  heads  worth  tliouaand   taila.  .  .  Hare 
the  trial  rnthor  lale,  to  give  me  time." 
On  July  15,  1857,  he  wrote  again — 

"  Aa  for  Lootf  Ali,  my  moral  eonnictioD  of  bis 
guilt  is  so  (tioDg  that  1  should  oot  mueb  fear 
making  a  miatalce  about  him." 

He  now  came  to  the  withdrawal  order. 
These  were  Mr.  Taylor's  words,  writing 
to  the  Beoretary  to  the  Bengal  GoTera* 
ment  on  July  31,  1857 — 

"  I  hare,  therefore,  nuchorliad  all  the  oBleEsIs 
of  the  diatriaC  to  oomo  into  I'Btn.i.  Those  of 
Chuprah  havo  boon  in  for  aamo  dayi ;  tliey  made 
an  attempt  to  return  to  Doori.-igungu  ycalcrda^, 
hut  returned  when  they  heard  of  tho  defeat  of 

The  order  of  the  Belgian  Oovemment 
gave  the  reasons  for  the  removal  of  Mr. 
Tayler  more  clearly  than  anything  be 
could  say,  and  he  would  read  it  to  the 
House.    It  was  aa  follows: — 

"Auguat  4,  IWT. 
"  On  the  Slat  ullimo  tbo  Lieutenant  Garernor 
Ti'ceived  a  telograpbio  meaaage  from  Gya  an- 
nounclng  that  the  civil  offieers  ol  the  diatrict 
were  about  to  ab.-indon  tbe  aUtion  and  nil  in  it, 
including  the  large  amount  of  eaah  in  the  Trea- 
aury.  As  it  wa*  known  lliat  the  reaidenta  had 
up  to  the  day  belore  been  fully  prepared  to  repel 
attack  and  to  defend  Ihcmseliea,  baring  40 
Earopeau  soldiera  and  100  Sikha,  and  Sber> 
ghotly,  with  ita  tittle  gsrriaon  eloaa  at  band,  and 
no  enemy  in  sight  or  in  preaent  apprebenaion, 
thia  eitraordiaary  moToment  waa  wholly  unla- 
telligibto  to  tho  Lieutenant  GoTernor,  and  be  was 
diapoaed  lo  blame  very  aerorely  the  injadloiour 
and  pu«illBDiinaus  ooaduot  ot  the  Engliab  offiaara 
in  queation,  and  did,  in  faot,  send  a  message  aflor 
ibem  lo  that  purport.  Prom  your  letter  of  tbe 
-ime  data,  No.  T2t,  which  waa  recoireJ  lale  laat 
ight  and  laid  before  the  Lieutenant  Goiernor 
lia  morning,  he  ia  aaloniihod  to  Snd  ihat  Ibis 


doing:  and  that,  under  tt 
tooal  panic,  ;au  hare  actually  directed  the 
abnndonment  by  Iho  oiril  functionarica  of  all  the 
ma  in  your  diviaion.  Tho  Lieutenant  Go- 
ir  moat  atrongly  diaapprerea  of  ibis  ael,  and 
dera  it  not  mi:r.;ly  injudiciaas  but  disgraM- 
In  the  caiD  of  Gya,  more  particularly,  it 
ullerly  without  reaaonable  oauae,  hecauae 
the  alation  was  threatened  with  na  immediate 
danger,  waa  guarded  by  a  detaohmenl  of  English 
tnd  Sikh  soldiers,  and  was  in  close  communiea* 
tlon  with  tbe  trunk  road  of  Shergbotty.  wbera 
waaatlholiuaanalber  detaoboieot  of  Ea|li(b 
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•oldiers.  What  terrible  and  unexpected  disasters 
this  error  may  have  brought  on  the  stations  thus 
mbandoned  the  Lieutenant  Governor  is  unwilling 
to  sarmiae.  Tou  have  already  been  directed  by 
•lectrie  telegraph  " — 

the  electric  telegraph  communication 
having  been  interrupted,  this  message 
was  not  transmitted — 

'*  to  reToke  your  orders  and  to  send  the  residents 
back  to  their  respective  stations  if  it  should  be 
found  possible  for  them  to  return,  and  it  will  re- 
main to  be  seen  whether  they  will  return  in  time 
to  prevent  the  otherwise  inevitable  disasters 
which  their  absence,  if  prolonged,  is  sure  to  pro- 
duce  After   the  evidence   thus   afforded 

of  your  baste  and  want  of  judgment,  coming,  as  it 
does,  after  many  other  reasons  for  dissatisfaction 
which  you  have  given  to  the  Lieutenant  Governor, 
it  is  no  longer  considered  safe  that  you  should 
continue  in  charge  of  your  oflBce." 

Now,  that  was  the  case;  these  were 
the  facts,  and  those  were  the  circum- 
JBtances  under  which  the  Government 
in  1857  had  thought  it  their  duty  to 
remove  Mr.  Tayler  from  the  situation  he 
then  held  at  Patna,  and  to  place  him 
elsevrhere  in  the  Public  Service.  What 
had  happened  since  threw  no  fresh 
light  upon  the  subject.  He  would  gladly 
Btop  his  remarks  there,  and  allow  the 
House  to  form  its  judgment.  But  so 
much  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kensington  (Sir  Koper  Leth- 
bridge)  and  echoed  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  Durham 
(Sir  Henry  Havelock-Allan)  about  this 
case  never  having  been  properly  con- 
sidered by  the  persons  responsible,  that 
he  must,  in  common  justice,  tell  the 
House  what  an  extraordinary  amount  of 
consideration  the  case  had  received. 
Mr.  Tayler  had  appealed,  as  he  was 

Serfectly  entitled  to  appeal,  against  the 
ecision  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
Bengal  superseding  him  at  Patna.  The 
case  was  considered  by  the  Governor 
General  in  Council,  and  the  appeal  was 
rejected.  Mr.  Tayler  then  appealed  to  the 
0)urt  of  Directors  in  London,  who  de- 
cided against  him.  By  the  time  that  de- 
cision reached  India  the  Government  of 
India  had  come  directly  under  the  Crown, 
and  a  fresh  appeal  was  made  to  the  first 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  the  present 
Lord  Derby.  That  appeal  was  answered 
in  a  despatch  which  showed  that  Lord 
Derby  fully  understood  the  case  with 
which  he  had  to  deal.  From  the  time  that 
the  case  was  so  decided,  it  was  not  again 
revived  until  1867  or  1868.  A  great 
deal  had   been  made   of  aome   trials 


I  wbinh  took  place  about  1865,  which, 
however,  had  really  nothing  to  do  with 
this  case.  There  had  been  four  Waha- 
bees  arrested  at  Patna  in  1857;  no 
evidence  was  forthcoming  against  them, 
and  all  wore  released.  Of  these  four, 
one  was  implicated  in  a  conspiracy  with 
reference  to  the  North- West  Frontier 
disturbances  about  1863  and  1854.  He 
was  tried  in  1 865,  but  it  was  for  assisting 
the  rebels  in  Sittana  to  urge  war  against 
the  British  Government,  and  though  he 
was  found  guilty,  there  was  no  evidence 
implicating  him  in  any  conspiracy  in 
connection  with  any  contemplated  rising 
at  Patna  in  1857.  What  the  trial  iu 
1865  had  to  do  with  the  case  of  Mr. 
Tayler  no  impartial  judge  had  ever  been 
able  to  make  out.  If  this  man's  con- 
viction in  1865  was  so  important  a  mat- 
ter, why  had  it  been  allowed  to  sleep 
from  1 865  to  1 868  ;  and  why,  when  Mr. 
Tayler  first  made  his  appeal  to  Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote,  had  he  asked  merely 
for  the  grant  of  some  honour  ?  In  the 
autumn  of  1868,  Mr.  Tayler  had  sent  in 
his  celebrated  Memorial,  which  was  too 
late  to  be  dealt  with  by  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote,  but  afterwards  came  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Duke  of  Argyll, 
who  succeeded  Sir  Stafford  on  the  change 
of  Government.  Now,  a  great  deal  had 
been  said  about  the  loss  of  this  docu- 
ment. Well,  it  was  lost,  but  a  copy  of 
it  survived,  and  no  injury  had  been  done 
to  Mr.  Tayler  through  the  loss  of  the 
original  Memorial. 

Sib  roper  LETHBRIDGE:  The 
copy  was  supplied  by  Mr.  Tayler  himself 

Sir  JOHN  GORST  said,  he  did  not 
see  how  that  made  any  difference.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Durham  had  drawn  a  picture — which 
had  almost  moved  him  to  tears,  official 
though  he  was—of  the  condition  into 
which  the  negligence  of  the  India  Office 
had  put  Mr.  Tayler.  But  they  were 
not  lawyers,  and  an  authentic  copy  was 
as  useful  as  the  original  document. 
There  was  an  authentic  copy  in  the 
India  Office,  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  in  the  Library.  The  Duke  of 
Argyll's  decision,  no  doubt,  was  never 
communicated  to  Mr.  Tayler;  but  that 
was  very  much  Mr.  Tayler's  own  fault. 
He  went  away  to  India  and  begged 
there  might  be  no  decision  till  he  came 
back.  When  he  came  back,  he  com- 
municated repeatedly   with   the  India 
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Office;  but  for  years  he  never  asked 
for  any  decision  regarding  his  case. 
Though,  no  doubt,  it  was  an  oversight 
not  to  communicate  the  decision  to  him, 
that  was,  as  he  had  already  said,  very 
much  Mr.  Tayler's  own  fault.  And  from 
that  day  to  the  present,  this  case  had 
been  before  every  Secretary  of  State. 
Every  Under  Secretary,  every  Member 
of  Council,  everybody  who  had  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  administration  of 
affairs  in  India  for  the  last  20  years  had 
had  to  consider  it.  For  his  own  part, 
the  House  knew  very  well  he  could  not 
reveal  the  secrets  of  his  prison  house  ; 
but  he  pledged  his  word,  from  memo- 
randa which  he  had  himself  read  from 
some  of  the  most  illustrious  men  who 
had  served  the  State  in  India,  that  the 
case  of  Mr.  Tayler  had  been  most  care- 
fully considered  aeain  and  again  and 
again.  It  would  Be  idle  for  his  noble 
Friend  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  to  constitute  himself  into  a 
Court  of  Appeal  against  the  decision  of 
every  one  of  his  Predecessors  who  had 
held  the  Seals  of  the  India  Office.  The 
House  had  now  the  whole  case  before 
it;  He  had  no  prejudices  of  his  own  ; 
but  he  hoped  he  had  stated  enough  to 
lead  the  House  to  believe  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  Canning  in  1857, 
when  it  thought  it  consistent  with  its 
duty  to  remove  Mr.  Tayler  from  the 
position  he  held  at  Patna,  was  not 
animated  by  those  unworthy  motives 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  but  solely  by  a  desire  to  save 
India  from  an  extreme  peril,  and 
because  it  honestly  believed  he  was  a 
man  whose  administration  was  likely  to 
prove  inimical  to  the  safety  of  the 
Indian  Empire. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  personally  he  knew  nothing  of 
Mr.  Tayler ;  but,  like  most  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  no  doubt,  he  had 
read  a  good  deal  of  correspondence  and 
a  great  many  pamphlets  on  the  subject. 
Generally  speaking,  he  did  not  read  the 
pamphlets  sent  to  him  complaining  of 
grievances;  but  a  friend  of  his  who 
knew  Mr.  Tayler  had  urged  him  to  read 
the  one  in  Mr.  Tayler's  case,  saying, 
**  Look  into  it  yourself!"  Well,  he 
had  looked  into  it,  and,  though  he  would 
not,  for  his  own  part,  justify  everything 
that  Mr.  Tayler  had  done,  he  was  con- 
vinced that  this  gentleman  had  expe- 
rienced substantial  injustice.    He  was 
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not  alone  in  that  opinion ;  that  opinion 
was  shared  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst),  because,  in  1879,  a  Peti- 
tion was  presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons  through  the  late  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote,  as  Leader  of  the  House, 
signed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  amongst 
others,  stating  that  it  came  from  Gentle- 
men deeply  interested  in  Her  Majesty's 
Indian  Empire,  and  that  they,  being 
fully  acquainted  with  the  eminent  ser- 
vices of  Mr.  William  Tayler,  in  saving 
the  great  Province  of  Patna  in  the 
Mutiny  of  1857,  and  of  the  manner  in 
which  his  services  had  been  requited, 
could  not  but  express  approval  of  the 
Petition  lately  addressed  to  the  House 
by  Mr.  Tayler,  and  therefore  prayed 
that  the  House  would  be  pleased  to  con- 
sider the  extraordinary  amount,  variety, 
and  weight  of  the  evidence  on  record  as 
to  the  eminent  services  rendered  by  Mr. 
Tayler.  With  regard  to  the  investiga- 
tion in  1865,  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
sneered  at,  it  was  said,  in  the  Petition 
he  had  signed,  that  amongst  other 
reasons  for  doing  justice  to  Mr.  Tayler 
was  the  reason  that  two  members  of  the 
Supreme  Council  in  Calcutta,  Sir  John 
Lowe  and  Mr.  Dorey,  had  expressed 
regret  that  they  had  been  misinformed 
as  to  the  facts  of  the  case  which  led  to 
the  arrest  of  the  Wahabee  conspirators, 
it  having  been  proved  that  those  persons 
were  dangerous  traitors.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had  given  them  his  official  view 
of  the  case  ;  but  in  the  Petition  which  he 
had  signed  when  not  in  Office  he  had 
given  an  independent  view  as  a  person 
interested  in,  and  knowing  much  of,  the 
Government  of  India.  Well,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  gone  back  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  withdrawal  order  through 
having  given  which  Sir  Frederick  HaUi- 
day,  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  charged 
Mr.  Tayler  with  having  yielded  to  panic. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to  an 
appeal  made  by  Mr.  Tayler  to  the  Direc- 
tors of  the  India  Company.  What  did 
they  reply  to  that  appeal  ?  They  replied 
that  they  considered  Mr.  Tayler's  con- 
duct praiseworthy  in  the  main,  but  that 
he  had  been  guilty  of  an  error  of  judg- 
ment—nothing but**  an  error  of  judg- 
ment" in  issuing  this  order  of  with- 
drawal. He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  wafl 
not  a  military  man,  and  did  not  know 
whether  the  order  of  withdrawal  wa?  a 
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wiee  or  foolisli  one.  All  he  knew  was 
this,  that  the  men  to  whom  the  order 
was  sent  were  our  outposts,  and  that 
thej  knew  what  was  going  on,  Euro- 
peans being  destroyed  in  all  parts  of  the 
country,  that  there  were  no  troops  near 
them,  and  that  they,  therefore,  could  not 
withdraw,  and  that  no  sooner  did  they 
get  troops  near  them  than  they  withdrew 
themselves  and  their  treasure,  not  to 
Patna,  which  was  near,  but  to  Calcutta, 
which  was  400  miles  ofiP.  Therefore,  the 
order  seemed  a  perfectly  reasonable  one, 
though  he  was  free  to  admit  that  it 
might  have  been  an  error  of  judgment. 
Thehon.  Qentlemau  had  cedled  attention 
to  the  action  of  Mr.  Taylor  in  hanging 
and  imprisoning  inhabitants  of  Patna. 
These  charges  had  really  never  been 
made  against  Mr.  Tayler  by  the  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  except  under  circum- 
stances which  he  would  show.  It  was 
true  that  Mr.  Tayler  did  arrest  30  men, 
and  had  about  14  hanged.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  said  he  supposed  that  it  was 
only  those  who  approved  of  coloured 
men  being  hanged  because  they  wore 
coloured  men  who  would  applaud.  But 
what  had  occurred  ?  The  House  would  re- 
member that  this  Town  of  Patna  was 
a  town  of  2,000  inhabitants,  and  that 
the  Province  round  it  that  was  to 
be  kept  down  consisted  of  11,000,000 
inhabitants.  It  must  bo  remembered 
that  it  was  the  great  centre  of  the 
Wahabees  for  a  long  time,  and  that 
BO  far  back  as  1846,  and  for  a  number 
of  years  before,  these  Wahabees  had 
been  discovered  tampering  with  the 
loyalty  of  the  Sepoys.  There  was  a  con- 
siderable European  population  there, 
and  Mr.  Tayler  was  responsible  for  their 
lives.  He  was  obliged  to  take  excep- 
tionally severe  measures.  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  considered  that  all  this 
hanging  and  shooting  was  far  too  severe, 
but  that  was  not  the  question  at  this 
moment;  they  must  take  the  matter 
from  the  Governmental  point  of  view. 
Mr.  Tayler  was  not  attacked  by  men 
like  them,  Radicals,  but  he  was  attacked 
by  Members  of  the  Government,  who 
lauded  and  praised  others  who  did  pre- 
cisely what  Mr.  Tayler  had  done,  and 
that  was  where  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
thought  that  injustice  had  been  done. 
Dr.  Lyell,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said,  was  murdered.  That  was  nothing. 
It  was  a  little  imeuie  which  lasted  only 
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three  quarters  of  an  hour.  Waris  Ali 
was  condemned  to  death  and  executed, 
but  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  would  point 
out  that  Colonel  Malleson  in  his  history 
— from  which  the  hon.  Member  had  read 
one  or  two  extracts — ^said  that  upon  his 
person  were  found  a  number  of  com* 
promising  letters.  Waris  Ali  was  not 
executed  until  after  Dr.  Lyell  had  been 
murdered,  at  the  same  time  as  the  other 
prisoners  were,  in  order,  no  doubt,  to 
keep  down  the  insurrection  which  was 
ready  to  break  out.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  these  Wahabees  were  ready 
to  rise  in  insurrection  at  any  moment  in 
Patna,  that  the  garrison  at  Dingaporo 
had  been  decimated,  that  the  commander 
at  Arrah  had  beon  killed,  and  that 
Europeans  were  still  there  and  were 
being  surrounded  by  a  mass  of  muti- 
neers who  were  trying  to  take  their 
lives.  Whilst  he  deprecated  all  this 
severity,  he  did  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment itself  should  look  at  the  matter 
with  a  certain  amount  of  leniency  and 
should  not  bring  up  a  charge— which 
had  practically  never  been  made  before 
— 30  years  after  the  occurrence  of  the 
event.  Sir  Frederick  Halliday  did  exa- 
mine the  records  to  see  whether  a  charge 
could  be  substantiated  against  Mr. 
Taylor  for  having  illegally  permitted 
these  executions.  He  submitted  the 
records  to  Judge  Latour — an  eminent 
Judge  in  Calcutta.  Judge  Latour  could 
make  nothing  of  them.  He  could  not 
say  that  injustice  had  been  done,  look- 
ing at  the  way  that  justice  was  dealt  out 
at  that  time,  and  Sir  Frederick  Halliday 
never  again  alluded  to  the  charge.  But 
there  was  a  Mr.  Samuells  there  who  had 
been  sent  to  replace  Commissioner  Tayler. 
Mr.  Samuells,  it  appeared,  had  a  strong 
feeling  against  Mr.  Tayler,  and  after 
the  records  had  been  examined  and  Sir 
Frederick  Halliday  had  said  there  was 
nothing  in  them,  this  gentleman  brought 
the  charge  for  a  second  time  and  asked 
to  be  allowed  to  examine  the  records. 
Why  on  earth  should  he  do  that  ?  Sir 
Frederick  Halliday  had  already  done  it. 
What  was  his  charge  ?  Why,  that  the 
majority  of  the  people  at  Patna  con- 
sidered that  the  criminals  who  had  been 
sentenced  were  innocent.  Mr.  Samuells 
was  called  on  to  substantiate  his  charge, 
and  an  inquiry  took  place,  and  what  did 
that  inquiry  say?  Why,  that  there 
were  certain  criticisms  as  to  the  pro- 
ceedings and  evidence   that  mi^ht  b^ 
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brought  forward,  but  that  the  actual 
charge  of  having  sentenced  these  men 
who  were  innocent  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  people  of  Patna  was  not  proved. 
The  whole  point  at  that  time  was  that 
there  had  been  errors  in  taking  evi- 
dence. The  House  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised when  it  heard  from  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  that  Mr.  Tayler  had  been  told 
that  he  should  submit  his  case  to  the 
Judges  of  Calcutta,  and  that  he  had 
refused  to  do  so.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered, however,  that  Mr.  Tayler  was 
then  being  attacked  by  all  the  officials, 
who  were  very  much  inclined,  on  their 
parts,  to  hang  together.  Mr.  Samuells 
wrote  a  despatch  to  Sir  Frederick  Halli- 
day  on  this  matter.  He  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  would  give  one  or  two  words 
from  it  to  show  the  sort  of  language 
used  by  ode  of  these  officials  in  writing 
to  another  as  to  Mr.  Tayler.  He  said 
Mr.  Taylor's  despatches  were  ''  daubed 
with  the  blackest  colours  against  his 
immediate  superior  the  Lieutenant 
G-ovemor  and  his  successor ; "  that  he 
was  *'  guilty  of  dishonest  artifice ; "  that 
''much  of  what  he  said  was  pure 
slander ;  "  that  what  he  had  done  was 
*'  a  simple  piece  of  impertinence ;  "  that 
he  was  guilty  of  *'  a  pack  of  impudent 
libels  ;  "  that  he  was  **  utterly  unscrupu- 
lous," a  ''charlatan;"  that  ,he  was 
"  guilty  of  bare-faced  clap-trap  ;  "  and 
that  he  "  simply  talked  nonsense."  One 
would  have  thought  that  Sir  Frederick 
Halliday  would  have  deprecated  that 
language.  He  said,  however,  that  "  the 
despatch  was  written  in  somewhat  less 
measured  terms  than  was  customary  in 
official  correspondence,  but  that  it  was 
a  very  successful  performance."  Under 
the  circumstances,  when  it  was  proposed 
to  Mr.  Tayler  to  submit  for  inquiry  the 
one  point,  whether  he  had  been  guilty  of 
teohnioal  illegalities  as  to  the  sentences 
at  Patna,  he  was  perfectly  right  in  re- 
fusing to  accept  the  reference,  because 
the  main  charge  was  that  he  was  guilty 
of  panic  in  the  matter  of  the  withdrawal 
order.  No  sort  of  proposal  or  offer 
was  made  to  Mr.  Tayler,  telling  him 
that  this  would  be  submitted  to  the 
Judges  or  anyone  else.  Now  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  dame  to  what  happened  in 
England.  He  had  stated,  so  far  as  he 
could  understand  it,  what  took  place  in 
India  from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  the  official  papers  they  had. 
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What  happened  in  England  ?  Unques- 
tionably, Mr.  Tayler  did  apply  to  Sir 
StaflFord  Northoote.  What  did  Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote  say  ?  He  promised,  in  a 
letter  which  had  been  read  in  the  House, 
that  there  should  be  a  full  and  fair  in- 
quiry, and  handed  over  his  letter  to  the 
Duke  of  Argyll.  Now  there  was  a  sort 
of  continuit}"^  in  public  offices.  When 
one  Secretary  of  State  promised  a  full 
and  fair  inquiry,  his  Successor  was  bound 
to  make  that  full  and  fair  inquiry.  But 
what  happened  ?  Why  the  Successor  in 
this  case  made  no  inquiry  at  all.  It 
was  not  pretended  that  he  did.  All  that 
was  produced  was  a  scrap  of  paper  on 
which  the  noble  Duke  wrote,  that  in  his 
opinion  the  case  ought  not  to  be  re- 
opened. After  that,  Mr.  Tayler  went  to 
India.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  said,  it  was 
that  Gentleman's  own  fault — owing  to 
his  own  negligence — that  he  did  not  get 
an  answer  from  the  India  Office.  He 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  understood  that  Mr. 
Tayler  was  invited  by  Lord  Northbrook 
— who  was  Governor  General  at  the 
time,  and  who  had  a  better  opinion  of 
this  gentleman  than  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  present  Under  Secretary — to  go 
over  to  India  in  some  sort  of  capacity 
on  the  occasion  of  the  visit  of  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  and  he  went  over  to  India. 
He  did  not,  however,  receive  from  the 
India  Office  any  statement  that  any 
decision  had  been  come  to  in  the  case. 
The  last  official  declaration  made  to  him 
was  that  there  was  to  be  a  full  and  fair 
inquiry.  He  awaited  that  inquiry,  and 
had  a  perfect  right  to  expect  that  it 
would  take  place,  but  when  he  at  last 
read  in  a  newspaper  that  the  papers  he 
had  sent  in  had  been,  in  a  most  extra- 
ordinary fashion,  stolen,  and  that  all  that 
remained  was  a  scrap  of  paper  with 
words  written  on  it  that  the  case  was 
not  to  be  re-opened,  he  at  once  wrote  to 
the  India  Office  asking  what  was  to  be 
done.  All  he  was  told  was  that  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  had  said  that  the  case 
would  not  be  re-opened.  Four  succes- 
sive times  Lord  Salisbury,  Lord  Beacon- 
field  and  others,  had  questions  put  to 
them  in  the  House  of  Lords.  What 
was  the  answer  given  in  the  House  of 
Lords  ?  Were  the  charges  now  made 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  brought  against  Mr. 
Tayler  ?  Not  a  bit  of  it.  The  reply 
made  wi^s  th^t  such  a  long  time  ha4 
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elapsed  that  the  inquiry  could  not  be 
made.  He  admitted  that,  consideriDg 
the  doubtful  eyidence,  there  was  great 
difficulty,  in  a  debate  like  this  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  in  coming  to  a  clear 
decision.  But,  there  was  the  expressed 
opinion  of  historians  and  eminent  men 
like  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  that  this  man  had 
been  treated  with  injustice.  For  a  large 
number  of  years  he  had  applied  for 
justice,  and  from  the  fact,  the  impartial 
fact,  that  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  in  his 
official  position  of  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  had  promised  an  inquiry,  an  in- 
quiry ought  to  take  place.  He  did  not 
know  whether  Mr.  Tayler  was  worthy  of 
honours  or  orders,  but  he  did  know  this, 
that  many  men  who  were  respected  in 
the  House  thought  so.  The  Press  of 
India  was  of  that  opinion.  Lord  Napier 
of  Magdala,  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  and  many 
others  had  demanded  that  he  should 
have  honours.  In  any  case,  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kensington  (Sir 
Hoper  Lethbridge),  who  had  brought 
forward  this  matter,  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
South-East  Division  of  Durham  (Sir 
Henry  Havelock-Allen\  who  had  se- 
conded the  Motion,  had  made  a  fair  case 
for  inquiry,  and  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
did  hope,  that  as  this  man  was  now 
82  years  of  age,  and  it  was  not  to  be 
expected  that  he  would  remain  in  this 
world  for  ever,  before  he  was  removed 
from  the  world  he  would  be  allowed  to 
have  this  inquiry — some  form  of  Com- 
mission or  Select  Committee  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind.  That  was  all  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  pleaded  for,  and  he  main- 
tained that  they  had  made  out  a  primd 
faei$  case  in  favour  of  the  Motion. 

Me.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  said, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  began 
his  speech  with  the  ingenuous  confession 
that  he  knew  hardly  anything  about 
this  subject.  The  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  quite  do  himself  justice  in  making 
that  statement,  because  his  speech 
showed  them  he  knew  a  great  deal ; 
unfortunately,  however,  his  knowledge 
was  all  on  one  side.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  the  great  number  of 
Eamphlets  and  memorials  which  had 
een  distributed  amongst  the  Members 
of  the  House.  It  was  a  fact  that  this 
subject  had  been  overlaid  with  an 
enormous  mass  of  literary  material 
^xtendin^    over  30  ^ears;   it  was    so 


voluminous  that  Members  of  the  House 
might  be  pardoned  for  not  trying  to 
make  themselves  acquainted  with  it. 
But  that  literature  was  almost  entirely 
composed  of  the  essays  of  Mr.  Tayler 
himself,  and  of  the  evidence  he  had 
contrived  to  bring  together  during  the 
last  30  years,  in  order  to  show  he  was 
unfairly  treated  during  the  time  of  the 
Mutiny.  Anybody  who  took  the  trouble 
to  look  through  the  official  documents 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  had  said  were  in  the  Library  of 
the  House,  and  read  the  answer  of  Sir 
Frederick  Halliday  to  the  memorial 
of  Mr.  Tayler — true,  it  was  written 
some  1 0  years  ago — would  know  there 
was  a  very  great  deal,  indeed,  to  be 
said  on  the  other  side.  He  (Mr.  J.  M. 
Maclean)  admitted  that  Mr.  Tayler  had 
been  very  fortunate  in  his  advocates  in 
the  House  that  evening.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Kensing- 
ton (Sir  Roper  Lethbridge)  stated  the 
case  with  great  moderation  and  dexterity, 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- Allan) 
seconded  the  Motion  in  a  speech  which 
appealed  to  all  the  generous  instincts 
of  the  House,  and  which  was  full  of 
personal  reminiscenes  of  the  Mutiny 
that  were  rendered  very  interesting  by 
the  references  to  the  deeds  of  his  illus- 
trious and  ever  to  be  lamented  father. 
But  it  was  necessary  they  should  approach 
the  discussion  of  this  question  without 
having  their  feelings  so  strongly  moved. 
There  was  one  passage  in  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Kensington  which  he  very 
much  regretted  to  hear,  and  which 
greatly  disfigured  the  speech.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  permitted  himself  to  insinuate 
that  Sir  Henry  Maine  in  advising  the 
Council  of  India  not  to  re-open  this  ease 
was  animated  by  some  paltry  personal 
feelings  arising  out  of  a  quarrel-^— 

Sir  roper  LETHBRIDGE  said, 
he  distinctly  stated  that  he  made  no 
imputation,  and  he  wished  to  make  none. 
He  stated,  he  believed  that  no  imputa- 
tion could  properly  be  made,  and  in 
referring  to  ancient  feuds,  he  remarked 
that  surely  at  that  time  those  feuds 
might  be  forgotten. 

Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  denied  that 
there  was  any  private  quairel  between 
Sir  Henry  Maine  and  Mr.  Tayler,  though 
they  were  opposed  in  some  paltry  case , 
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But  to  what  purpose  did  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber introduce  any  mention  of  that  case, 
except  to  create  a  prejudice  against  Sir 
Henry  Maine,  and  to  suggest  to  the 
minds  of  hon.  members  that  that  emi- 
nent man  had  been  animated  by  some 
other  motive  than  a  regard  for  truth 
and  the  public  interest  when  he 
advised,  three  years  ago,  that  this  case 
should  not  be  re-opened  by  the  India 
office  ?  Mr.  Taylev  himself  was  spoken 
of  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kensington  as  a  ruined  and  broken 
man.  But  certainly  Mr.  Tayler's  con- 
duct during  the  last  80  years  had  not 
been  that  of  a  ruined  or  broken  man. 
Mr.  Tayler  had  shown  a  most  extraor- 
dinary spirit  in  the  misfortune  he  was 
supposed  to  have  sufiPered.  Now,  what 
was  the  position  in  which  this  gentle- 
man :was  actually  placed  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  ?  Many  Members  of  the 
House  possibly  supposed  that  this  man 
was  cast  adrift,  without  a  penny  in  his 
pocket,  utterly  ruined  in  character  and 
fortune.  What  were  the  facts  of  the  case  ? 
Mr.  Tayler  was,  at  the  time  of  the 
Mutiny,  the  Governor  of  the  Province  of 
Patna,  and  in  receipt  of  a  salary  of  about 
£4,000  a-year.  When  he  was  super- 
seded by  Sir  Frederick  Halliday,  he  was 
appointed  to  a  Judgeship,  in  which  posi- 
tion he  received  about  £3,000  a  year. 
That  was  not  a  very  great  fall  in  his 
income.  It  was  subsequent  misconduct 
whilst  he  held  that  position  which  placed 
him  in  such  a  difficulty  that  he  thought 
himself  compelled  to  resign  the  Service. 
But  he  retired  with  the  full  pension  of 
a  Civil  Servant^£  1,000  a-year,  and  it 
was  well  known  to  many  that  Mr.  Tayler, 
/(far  from  being  broken  in  fortune,  had 
always  been  regarded  as  a  wealthy  man, 
as  a  man  who,  after  leaving  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice, employed  to  very  great  advantage 
his  extraordinary  natural  abilities  as  a 
pleader  in  the  Courts  of  India.  Besides 
that,  Mr.  Tayler  had  never  acted  towards 
those  with  whom  he  had  differences  in  the 
spirit  of  a  man  who  merely  sought  justice 
and  was  anxious  to  vindicate  his  reputa- 
tion. On  the  contrary,  he  had  assailed 
Sir  Frederick  Halliday  with  a  bitterness 
of  feeling  which,  no  doubt,  was  natural 
enough  in  a  man  who  conceived  himself 
to  be  suffering  under  a  great  injustice, 
and  with  a  prodigality  of  invective 
which  might  move  even  a  temperance 
orator  to  envy.  This  had  been  going 
on    for    30  years.    Every  month  and 
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every  year,  Mr.  Tayler  had  been  as- 
sailing Sir  Frederick  Halliday  in  this 
way.  He  had  pressed  into  his  service 
the  aid  of  newspapers  both  in  India 
and  this  country ;  he  had  enlisted  on  his 
side  historian  after  historian,  and  he 
had  obtained  testimonials  from  a  large 
number  of  distinguished  men  whom  he 
had  besieged  with  importunities  and  to 
whom  he  had  made  out  a  very  plausible 
case.  Everyone  knew  that  when  they 
were  approached  by  a  man  with  a 
grievance  they  were  disposed,  either 
from  indolence  or  from  good  nature,  to 
say  something  satisfactory  to  him,  in 
order  that  he  might  not  trouble  them 
any  longer.  This  had  been  the  way  in 
which  Mr.  Taylor  had  borne  himself 
during  the  last  30  years,  and  now  they 
had  the  whole  story  re- opened;  they 
were  asked  to  begin  again  an  inquiry 
which  was  closed,  and  which  ought  to 
have  been  put  finally  on  one  side 
when  it  was  disposed  of  by  Lord 
Stanley,  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
1859.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
(Sir  John  Gorst)  had  gone  into  the 
whole  story  of  Mr.  Tayler's  proceedings 
at  Patna,  for  some  little  time  before  he 
issued  what  was  now  so  well  known  as 
**  the  withdrawal  order."  He  (Mr.  J. 
M.  Maclean)  observed  there  were  cheers 
from  some  Members  of  the  House  when 
it  was  pointed  out  that  Mr.  Tayler  acted 
in  an  insubordinate  manner  for  a  long 
time  towards  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
of  Bengal  by  failing  to  keep  the  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  informed  as  to  what  he 
was  going  to  do.  If  Mr.  Tayler  had 
been  the  Governor  of  a  Province  perfectly 
isolated  from  the  Government  at  Cal- 
cutta, and  had  been  thrown  on  his  own 
resources,  he  would  have  been  justified 
in  acting  as  Lord  Lawrence  did  in  the 
Punjab,  and  as  Sir  Henry  Lawrence 
did  in  Oude,  and  as  other  distinguished 
men  engaged  in  suppressing  the  Mutiny 
acted  elsewhere,  in  making  the  best 
of  the  means  at  his  command.  But  he 
was  in  constant  communication  by  post 
and  electric  telegraph  with  Calcutta. 
There  was  no  difficulty  in  communi- 
cating with  the  Lieutenant  Governor, 
and  telling  him  exactly  the  course  of 
his  proceedings.  Suppose  the  Governor 
of  every  Province  in  communication 
with  Caloutta  had  chosen  to  do  exactly 
as  he  liked,  and  had  never  let  the  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  know  what  was  g^ing 
on,  the  whole  i^dministratioi^  of  Indift 
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would  have  collapsed.  It  would  have  been 
impossible  to  have  any  subordiuation  or 
any  rule  whatever.  But  he  (Mr.  J.  M. 
Maclean)  now  came  to  the  withdrawal 
order,  a  most  important  matter  in  the 
case.  He  heard  a  good  deal  some  years 
ago  about  the  whole  business  from  Mr. 
Tayler  himself,  and  he  read  carefully  all 
the  letters  and  pamphlets  which  Mr. 
Tayler  submitted  to  him  at  that  time. 
He  confessed  that  at  that  time  he  was, 
like  many  hon.  Members,  under  the  be- 
lief that  Mr.  Tayler  had  perhaps  not 
been  very  fairly  dealt  with.  Mr.  Tayler 
was  such  a  clever  and  practised  con- 
troversialist, and  he  put  his  case  so 
plausibly,  that,  until  one  looked  carefully 
into  the  materials  on  the  other  side,  he 
was  naturally  carried  away  by  what  he 
was  told.  Let  the  House  consider  what 
the  withdrawal  order  which  Mr.  Taylor 
issued  was.  Three  Native  regiments 
had  mutinied  and  got  away  with  all 
their  arms,  without  being  attacked 
by  the  European  troops.  They  had 
crossed  the  river  and  were  besieging 
Arrah.  A  detachment  of  British  troops 
was  sent  against  them,  but  was  defeated 
with  loss,  and  had  to  retire  on  Fatna. 
Immediately,  Mr.  Tayler,  who  was  a  man 
of  eager  and  impulsive  disposition,  took 
the  sudden  resolution  that  the  whole  of 
the  Europeans  throughout  the  Province 
of  Fatna  ought  to  abandon  their  stations 
and  concentrate  themselves  in  Fatna. 
Nor  was  he  satisfied  with  that,  but  he 
addressed  a  letter  to  Major  Vincent  Eyre, 
who  was  on  his  way  up  the  river  with  a 
small  force,  and  intended  to  march  to 
the  relief  of  Arrah  from  the  opposite 
direction,  begging  him  not  to  advance. 
It  was  said  he  did  not  write  to  Major 
Yincent  Eyre  in  these  specific  terms, 
but  he  himself  said,  on  August  22, 
1857,  '^  I  myself  and  the  General,  in 
concurrence  with  the  military  authori- 
ties, wrote  officially  to  order  him  not 
to  advance."  Now,  what  was  the 
meaning  of  an  order  for  the  concen- 
tration at  Fatna  of  all  the  Europeans 
at  the  dififerent  stations  throughout  the 
Province?  It  meant  the  complete 
abandonment  of  the  heroic  little  garri- 
son of  Arrah  to  certain  destruction  by 
the  besieging  force  of  rebels.  It 
meant  the  determination  that  no  help 
should  be  given  to  any  Europeans 
who  remained  there.  The  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Henry  Havelook- Allan)  spoke  of 
the  failure  of  that  great  general,  his 


father,  to  advance  to  Lucknow,  and  of 
his  writing  to  Colonel  Inglis  there,  tell- 
ing him  he  must  do  the  best  he  could, 
as  he  could  not  advance  further,  and, 
when  all  his  means  were  exhausted,  he 
must  try  to  cut  his  way  through.  But 
Major  Eyre  had  not  tried  to  advance, 
and  failed.  It  was  not  until  every  effort 
had  been  used  by  Sir  Henry  Havelock  to 
relieve  Lucknow,  that  he  for  a  time  gave 
up  the  attempt  and  fell  back  toCawnpore. 
But  this  was  an  order  not  to  attempt 
relief  at  all,  but  to  give  it  up  as  a  bad 
job  and  leave  our  men  to  be  massacred. 
Look  at  the  disastrous  effect  of  such  an 
order.  It  was  said  that  Sir  Yincent 
Eyre,  some  years  afterwards,  when  Mr. 
Tayler  appealed  to  him,  said  he  thought 
the  letter  was  justified  in  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  Sir  Yincent  Eyre 
was  a  successful  and  honourable  man ; 
he  could  afford  to  be  magnanimous,  and 
he  said  that,  no  doubt,  in  a  spirit  of 
compassion  to  Mr.  Tayler.  But  the 
question  was  not  what  he  said  long 
afterwards,  but  what  he  did  at  the  time. 
Sir  Yincent  Eyre  neglected  the  order, 
advanced,  dispersed  the  rebels,  and 
secured  the  safety  of  the  Frovince.  He 
(Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean)  thought  he  had 
said  enough  to  show  what  a  miserable 
error  of  judgment  this  order,  which  was 
issued  by  Mr.  Tayler,  was ;  what  a  ter- 
rible example  was  thus  set  to  English- 
men in  authority  throughout  India  at  a 
time  when  the  Empire  could  only  be 
saved  by  the  constant  maintenance  of 
the  highest  possible  standard  of  pub- 
lic virtue.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  said, 
**0h;  it  was  only  an  error  of  judg- 
ment ! "  But,  surely,  it  was  one  of 
those  errors  of  judgment  which  the  men 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  of  India 
at  that  time  were  bound  to  punish  with 
the  utmost  severity,  and  that  was  the 
course  which  Sir  Frederick  Halliday, 
or  Lord  Canning,  acting  on  Sir 
Frederick  Halliday 's  advice,  pursued. 
He  (Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean)  hoped  he 
would  be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words 
with  regard  to  the  complaint  that  Mr. 
Tayler^s  appeals  had  never  been  heard 
properly  by  the  Government  of  India, 
or  by  the  Council  of  India  in  this  coun- 
try.  It  had  been  pointed  out  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  (Sir  John 
Gorst),  that  the  Court  of  Directors 
confirmed  the  decision  of  Lord  Canning, 
and  that  on  an  appeal  to  the  Secretary 
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of  State,  Lord  Stanley,  in  1859,  that 
deciBion  of  the  Court  of  Directors  was 
further  confirmed.  He  could  not  trace, 
from  the  records  available  to  them,  that 
anything  more  was  done  until  about  10 
years  afterwards,  but  about  that  time  a 
Memorial  was  presented.  It  was  said 
that  this  Memorial  was  read  over  by 
the  late  Sir  Stafford  Northcote;  that 
be  promised  that  the  Duke  of  Argyll 
should  deal  with  the  matter,  but 
that  nothing  more  took  place.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  said 
that  night  that  his  lips  as  an  official  were 
sealed  with  regard  to  the  opinions  of 
distinguished  men  on  the  other  side  of 
the  question  to  that  put  forward  by  Mr. 
Tayler's  friends.  It  so  happened  ho 
(Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean)  had  in  his  posses- 
sion the  opinions  of  two  very  distin- 
guished men  upon  the  other  side,  and 
as  he  was  an  unofficial  Member,  perhaps 
he  might  be  permitted,  without  a  breach 
of  secrecy,  to  make  two  or  three  quota- 
tions from  them.  He  had  before  him  a 
Minute,  dated  November,  1868,  and 
written  by  Sir  Erskine  Perry,  on  the 
Memorial  of  Mr.  Tayler  which  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  India  Office  in  1868.  Sir 
Erskine  Perry  went  thoroughly  into  the 
case,  and  argued  it  out  from  beginning 
to  end.  There  were  many  Members  of 
the  House  who  must  remember  who  Sir 
Erskine  Perry  was.  A  fairer  minded 
man  never  existed  ;  he  was  an  upright, 
able,  and  impartial  Judge,  a  man  who 
had  been  for  many  years  at  the  head  of 
the  High  Court  of  Bombay,  and  who 
absolutely  knew  nothing  about  the  miser- 
able personal  feuds  in  Bengal,  which 
wore  said  to  be  at  the  bottom  of  this 
dispute.  Well,  Sir  Erskine  Perry  went 
into  the  case,  and  this  was  what  he  gave 
as  his  judgment  upon  it : — 

"  The  only  new  matter  which  appears  in  this 
Memorial,  with  the  exception  of  the  oft 
reiterated  hut,  for  aught  that  appears,  most 
empty  boast  that  '  he  saved  Pntna '  during  the 
period  in  question,  is  the  fact  that  one  of  the 
Mussulmans,  whom  ho  arrested  as  a  hostage 
in  1857,  was  seven  years  afterwards  arrested 
and  convicted  for  participation  in  a  subsequent 
Wahabi  conspiracy.  It  appears  to  mo  that  this 
matter  is  wholly  irrelevant  to  the  gubjoct  under 
consideration.  Even  if  this  Wahabi  had  been 
convicted  and  hanged  by  him,  as  others  were, 
it  would  not  have  affected  in  the  slightest 
degree  the  questions  whether  Sir  Frederick 
Balliday  was  justified  in  removing  him  from 
his  post  and  withdrawing  from  him  all  confi- 
dence. It  was  admitted  at  the  time  that  in 
several  circumstances  ho  had  displayed  great 
energy  and  vigour,  and  ho  was  pruiscd  for  it ; 
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but  the  question  still  remained  whether  he  was 
properly  removed.  He  placed  his  conduct  in 
every  possible  light  before  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, with  all  the  skill  of  a  most  able  and 
practised  writer,  and  I  am  sorry  to  add  with  all 
the  latitude  of  expression  which  an  unscrupu- 
^  lous  man  permits  to  himself ;  nevertheless,  the 
decision  of  such  a  distinguished  lover  of  justice 
as  Lord  Canning  was  absolutely  against  him, 
and  to  my  mind  this  ought  to  be  conclusive 
against  opening  up  the  inquiry  again.  But,  as 
it  has  become  necessary  to  go  into  the  inquiry, 
I  will  record  here  the  considerations  which  a 
full  examination  of  the  case  has  forced  upon 
me.  Sir  Frederick  Halliday  selected  Mr. 
Tayler  for  the  very  important  post  he  held  at 
the  breaking  out  oi  the  mutiny,  and  seems  to 
have  passed  over  some  seniors  in  making  the 
selection.  The  bias,  therefore,  of  Sir  Frederick 
Halliday  towards  Mr.  Tayler  was  natur^y 
favourable.  This  natural  bias  was  disturbed  by 
Mr.  Tayler*s  own  conduct.  Previously  to  the 
breaking  out  of  the  mutiny,  Mr.  Tayler*s  con- 
duct towards  his  chief  was  such  as  necessarily 
to  destroy  all  confidence  in  him,  and  it  deserves 
to  be  noted  in  order  to  bring  homo  to  Indian 
administrators  its  full  culpability.  Mr.  Tayler 
having  occupied  himself  in  getting  up  sub- 
scriptions from  Natives  of  rank  in  behalf  of  an 
industrial  exhibition,  which  he  assured  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  was  entirely  voluntary, 
complaints  reached  the  ears  of  the  latter  that 
many  of  these  subscriptions  had  been  extorted 
under  the  pressure  of  official  coercion;  he 
thereupon  directed  Mr.  Tayler  to  make  inquiry 
as  to  the  facts,  upon  which  Mr.  Tayler  sent  up 
all  the  statements  confirming  his  own  account 
of  the  transaction,  but  suppressed  all  that  were 
unfavourable,  and,  when  these  afterwards  trans- 
pired, he  justified  having  done  so.  There  is 
little  doubt  then  that,  had  the  mutiny  not 
broken  out.  Sir  Frederick  Halliday  would  have 
removed  him  from  his  post.  When  the  mutiny 
broke  out,  we  find  Mr.  Tayler  assuring  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  that  Patna  was  safe,  but 
at  the  same  time  advisedly  withholding  from 
his  chief  information  of  his  proceedings,  be- 
cause he  chose  to  consider  that  Sir  Frederick 
Halliday  would  have  disapproved  of  them  if  ho 
had  been  informed.  Such  an  act  of  insubor- 
dination would  also  have  justified  removal  from 
office.  It  was  at  this  period,  when  on  two 
separate  grounds  Sir  Frederick  Halliday  would 
have  been  justified  in  removing  Mr.  I'ayler, 
that  the  latter  issued  the  order  for  calling 
in  Europeans,  on  which  he  was  actually  re- 
moved. A  recapitulation  of  these  facts  shows 
that  no  other  course  was  open.  As  soon  as 
Mr.  Taylor  was  removed  his  course  was  equally 
reprehensible.  He  resorted  to  the  Press  and  to 
pamphleteering  in  the  most  outrageous  form  ; 
ho  stems  to  have  been  the  leader  in  those 
attacks  on  Clemency  Canniog,  which  so  much 
outraged  the  English  ^ense  of  good  feeling ;  ho 
was,  1  think,  Eomewhat  unwisely  re-instated  in 
high  office — a  judicial  one— by  Sir  Frederick 
Halliday  ;  but  the  violence  of  his  conduct  and 
unjustifiableness  of  his  attacks  again  led  to  his 
suspension  from  office  by  the  Supreme  Govern- 
ment. I  quit  the  inquiry  with  the  full  convic- 
tion that  no  injustice  was  done  him,  and  that 
he  was  a  thoroughly  untrustworthy  public 
601  van  t." 
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That  was  the  opinion  of  Sir  Erskine 
Perry,  and  there  could  not  be  a  doubt 
that  the  Duke  of  Argyll  had  that 
opinion  before  him,  when  he  decided 
that  the  case  could  not  be  re-opened. 
Then  there  was  a  Minute  by  Sir 
Henry  Maine.  He  would  not  trouble 
the  House  by  quoting  from  it — it  was 
sufficient  to  say  that  the  writer  took 
exactly  the  same  view  of  the  case  as 
Sir  Erskine  Ferry  did.  It  was  proposed 
that  night  that  the  case  should  be  re- 
opened, and  that  a  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  events  which 
took  place  30  years  ago.  Most  of  the 
men  who  were  responsible  for  what  took 
place  oould  not  come  forward  to  give 
evidence ;  but  it  was  an  extraordinary 
droumstance  that  both  Sir  Frederick 
Halliday  and  Mr.  Taylor  survived  at  the 
present  day.  They  were  both  old  men, 
and  he  entreated  the  House  to  remember 
that  there  were  two  characters  at  stake 
in  the  matter.  There  was  not  only  at 
stake  the  character  of  Mr.  Tayler,  but 
also  the  character  of  that  distinguished 
servant  of  the  Government  of  India,  Sir 
Frederick  Halliday.  They  could  not 
absolve  Mr.  Tayler  from  blame,  and 
endorse  the  accusations  he  had  made 
against  Sir  Frederick  Halliday,  without 
declaring  that  a  man  who  had  received 
the  thanks  of  Parliament  for  his  distin- 
guished services  must  have  been  one  of 
the  basest  of  human  beings,  a  man  who 
was  animated  by  low  personal  motives 
of  mah'gnity  against  Mr.  Tayler,  and  did 
him  the  grossest  injustice  by  removing 
him  from  the  Public  Service  on  that  ac- 
count. He  hoped  the  House  of  Commons 
would  deal  with  this  question  in  a 
thoroughly  judicial  spirit,  that  they 
would  appreciate  the  conduct  of  succes- 
sive Governments  in  determining,  after 
full  inquiry,  it  was  impossible  to  re- open 
the  case ;  and  that,  having  heard  what 
Mr.  Taylor's  most  eloquent  advocates 
had  had  to  say,  they  would  decide  that 
the  case  must  now  be  left  to  the  verdict 
of  posterity. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  he  regretted  very  much  that 
the  Government  were  unable  to  see  their 
way  to  suDport  this  Resolution.  It 
seemed  to  him  it  was  only  an  act  of 
justice  and  fairness  to  Mr.  Tayler,  who 
had  worked  all  his  life  as  a  Civil  servant 
in  India,  that  there  should  be  an  inquiry 
into  his  case.    The  hon.  Gentleman  the 


Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean) 
said  Mr.  Tayler  was  a  man  of  spirit,  and 
had  been  able  to  earn  a  good  deal  of 
money.  He  had  no  doubt  Mr.  Tayler 
was  a  man  of  spirit,  and  he  acted  at 
Patna  like  a  man  of  spirit.  One  of  the 
chief  charges  brought  against  him  was 
that  he  had  acted  with  insubordination. 
It  was  not  shown  that  Mr.  Tayler  acted 
against  orders,  but  merely  that  he  acted 
without  orders,  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  remember  that  in  those  critical 
times  in  India  there  was  no  time  to  send 
to  Calcutta  for  instructions.  Many  men 
were  obliged  to  act  on  their  own  respon- 
sibility. Mr.  Tayler  did  so,  and  Patna 
was  perfectly  safe  during  the  Mutiny. 
It  was  not  shown  that  he  acted  with  any 
injustice  to  anybody,  but  only  took  cer- 
tain measures  which  were  necessary  for 
the  security  of  the  town  and  district.  He 
(Mr.  Jeffreys)  would  remind  the  House 
that  by  the  Motion  they  were  not  asked 
to  decide  on  the  merits  of  the  case. 
They  were  not  asked  to  decide  whether 
Mr.  Tayler  acted  rightly  or  wrongly, 
but  merely  to  give  him  an  investigation. 
It  would  only  be  an  act  of  justice  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  allow  an  in- 
vestigation to  take  place. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  only  desired  to 
say  a  few  words  before  the  Division  was 
taken.  Generally  speaking,  under  or- 
dinary circumstances,  there  was  nothing 
fairer  or  more  reasonable  than  a  de- 
mand for  inquiry;  but  in  the  present 
case  the  question  really  was  whether 
the  Government  were  to  support  their 
officers  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty. 
The  House  was  asked  to  sanction  what 
woul d  really  be  an  inquiry  into  the  conduct 
of  Lord  Canning  and  the  Government 
of  India  in  1857.  Rearing  in  mind  the 
extracts  from  Lord  Canning's  Minute  of 
February  5,  1859,  which  had  been  read 
by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  he  thought  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  Lord  Canning  was  at  the 
lime  anxious  to  do  full  justice  to  Mr. 
Tayler.  Would  it  be  advantageous  to 
the  Public  Service,  and  for  the  good  of 
the  State,  that,  after  an  interval  of  30 
years,  an  inquiry  should  now  be  held 
by  the  House  of  Commons  ?  However 
much  hon.  Members  might  sympathize 
with  a  gentleman  of  advanced  age,  who 
believed  that  he  had  sulTered  wrong, 
let  them  remember  that  at  the  time  of 
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these  ocourreDoes,  when  all  the  requisite 
eyidence  was  procurable,  this  gentleman 
was  offered  an  ample  judicial  inquiry, 
and  deliberately  declined  the  offer.  In 
the  circumstances,  he  submitted  that  it 
would  not  be  right  for  the  House  to 
enter  upon  an  investigation  of  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  184 ;  Noes 
20:  Majority  164.— (Div.  List,  No.  155.) 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Ways  and  Means — considered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Setolved,  That,  towards  making  good  tho 
Snpply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1880,  the  sum  of  £5,570,712  he  granted  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  tho  United  King- 
dom. 

Hesolution  to  he  reported  upon  Jfon- 
day  next. 

CUSTOMS   (WINE    DUTY)    BILL. 
(Mr,  Courtney,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Mr,  JacJcBoti.) 

[bill  293.  J      COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  I  (Short  Title). 

Dk.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
on  going  through  the  clauses,  he  found 
that  the  Bill  dealt  only  with  sparkling 
wines,  and  had  for  its  object  the  impo- 
sition of  a  differential  duty  on  wines  of 
a  cheaper  kind — wines  of  a  character 
and  nature  which,  as  a  medical  man,  he 
could  not  but  think  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  be  wiser  to  tax 
heavily,  while  allowing  the  pure  pro- 
ductions of  the  juice  ot  the  grape  to  be 
introduced  free  of  duty.  With  that, 
however,  he  could  not  now  deal;  he  only 
now  suggested  that,  inasmuch  as  this 
was  a  Bill  for  imposing  a  duty  on  spark- 
ling wines,  it  would  be  in  the  interest 
of  accuracy  if  tlie  word  **  Bparkling'* 
were  introduced  in  the  parenthesis. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedi 
<'  That  tho  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Dr.  tanner  said,  he  really  must 
press  for  an  answer. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
UUER   (Mr.   Goschen)   (St.  George's, 
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Hanover  Square)  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  be  discourteous  to  the  hon.  Member, 
but  he  really  thought  the  hon.  Member's 
remarks  were  rather  good  humoured 
banter  than  in  support  of  a  seriously 
proposed  Amendment.  It  was  an 
Amendment  he  was  unable  to  accept. 
The  Bill  had  been  carefully  drafted,  and 
in  reference  to  the  remarks  on  the 
character  of  the  cheaper  wiues  it  would 
be  observed  that  the  proposition  had 
no  relation  to  the  alcoholic  strength 
or  purity  of  the  wines. 

Dk.  tanner  said,  after  that  ex- 
planation  he  would  not  press  the  matter. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Duty  on  sparkling  wines  in 
bottle). 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  said,  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment to  this  clause,  to  omit  the  words 
^^  sparkling  wine  imported  in  bottle." 
That  would  bring  back  the  proposal 
to  the  form  it  assumed  when  it  was 
originally  put  before  the  House.  On 
the  previous  night,  he  made  a  few 
observations  on  the  second  reading,  and 
called  his  right  hon.  Friend's  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  wine  trade  generally 
approved  of  the  original  proposal,  and 
could  see  no  reason  why  '*  still  "  wines 
should  be  exempted  from  the  duty.  He 
would  not  pretend  to  speak  on  the  sub- 
ject with  any  authority  himself;  but  he 
bad  had  the  opportunity  of  conversing 
with  leading  members  of  the  association 
which  represented  nearly  all  the  prin- 
cipal wine  traders  in  the  country,  and 
he  was  able  to  say  in  their  name,  as  to 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  their  action  in  regard  to  light 
wines,  that  the  effect  of  the  alteration 
of  duty,  as  the  Bill  proposed,  would  be 
to  give  encouragement  to  the  adultera- 
tion of  still  wines  in  this  country.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  last  night  committed 
himself  to  the  proposition  that  it  would 
bo  of  advantage  to  the  consumer  if  still 
wines  were  imported  in  bottle ;  but  for 
reasons  supplied  by  the  authorities  he  had 
referred  to,  and  from  the  opinions  of  ex- 
perts, he  was  able  to  say  that  the  pro- 
position of  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
entirely  fallacious,  and  that  no  con- 
sumer of  the  cheaper  light  wines  would 
have  suffered  from  the  legislation  pro- 
posed by  hid  right  hon.  Friend.  There 
was  no  doubt  whatever  that  all  the  poor 
wines  that  were  imported,  whether  from 
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France,  Germany,  or  Italy,  could  be  best 
imported  in  cask. 

Thb  chairman  :  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  a 
point  of  Order.  The  point  is  one  of  very 
considerable  nicety ;  but  this  clause 
carries  out  a  Hesolution  passed  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means,  authorizing 
the  imposition  of  28,  6d,  a  gallon  on 
sparkling  wines.  Before  that  there  had 
been  a  duty  of  5«.  a  dozen  on  all  wines  ; 
but,  inasmuch  as  the  duty  being  imposed 
by  the  gallon,  increases  the  duty  on 
wines  imported  in  larger  bottles,  it  is 
impossible  to  go  beyond  the  Hesolution 
passed  in  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.  If  sparkling  wines  were  struck 
out,  it  would  impose  on  magnums, 
jereboams  and  larger  bottles,  a  greater 
duty  than  is  now  levied  ;  the  Amendment 
therefore  cannot  be  moved. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
he  regretted  that  that  ruling  had  not 
been  given  earlier  ;  it  would  have  saved 
bis  occupation  of  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee. Accepting  the  decision,  he  had 
only  to  say  that  he  should  support  the 
next  Amendment,  if  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock. 

Mb.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock, 
&c.)  said,  his  Amendment  was  aimed  at 
that  seriously  objectionable  principle  in 
the  Bill,  the  establishment  of  an  ad 
valorem  duty  in  our  Customs  regulations. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  the  scheme  as 
embodied  in  the  Bill  for  imposing  a 
differential  duty  of  2«.  6d,  a- gallon,  or 
58.  a  dozen,  in  addition  to  the  present 
duty  on  expensive  wines,  and  establish- 
ing a  lower  duty  of  2«.  on  wines  under 
dO«.  value,  would  open  the  door  to  a 
great  deal  of  fraud,  whioh  he  did  not  see 
how  it  was  possibe  for  the  Customs  to 
check.  He  was  quite  sure  that  shippers 
would  ship  "  green ''  wines,  possibly  un- 
fit for  sale  at  a  high  price  at  the  moment, 
but  which  would  after  an  interval  be 
worth  60«.  or  70«.  But  they  would  be 
invoiced  at  308.  a-dozen,  or  1 58.  a-gallon, 
and  he  did  not  see  how  the  Customs 
Authorities  could  check  the  practice.  Of 
course,  they  might  be  tested ;  but,  still, 
he  defied  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  tell  the  Committee  how  there 
would  not  still  be  open  the  means  of 
fraud  of  a  very  serious  character.  What 
was  quite  as  bad  was  that  while  fair 
traders  would  be  subject  to  a  disadvan- 
tage, unscrupulous  traders  would  gain 
an  advantage  on  wines  that  in  the  course 
of  a  year  or  two  would  be  worth  dO«.  or 


\  608.  a-dozen,  but  which  would  be  im- 
ported as  costing  28«.  or  S0«.  The  honest 
trader's  invoice  would  fairly  state  the 
value  of  the  **  green  "  wines ;  but  not  so 
the  invoices  of  the  unscrupulous  shippers. 
How  could  the  Customs  apply  a  test  ? 
The  invoices  would  be  produced,  and 
evidence  would  be  given,  all  in  perfect 
order.  Unfortunately,  he  had  had  some 
experience  of  what  was  possible,  and 
what  bad  been  done  in  invoicing. 
Foreign  merchants  entered  into  keen 
competition  with  us,  and  much  as  was 
said  about  the  progress  of  Continental 
trade,  he  was  afraid  that  mush  was  done 
by  unscrupulous  invoicing  and  the  de- 
frauding of  Customs  abroad.  He  felt 
sure  that  the  Government  proposal  would 
work  injuriously  to  the  fair  trader,  and 
with  no  advantage  to  the  Hevenue  of  the 
country.  His  proposal  was  that  instead 
of  a  duty  of  58.  a-dozen  on  the  better 
class  wines  in  addition  to  the  existing 
duty,  and  28.  on  the  common  wines,  to 
place  a  duty  of  48.  all  round.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  the  fair  traders,  even 
when  importers  of  cheap  wines  about 
308.  would  rather  pay  4«.  than  be  sub- 
jected ta  the  risk  of  unscrupulous  com- 
petition. For  that,  and  a  variety  of 
other  causes,  he  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice.  Should  it  commend  itself  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  would, 
probably  derive  from  it  a  larger  revenue 
than  from  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  As  a 
natural  consequence,  Clause  3  would 
come  out,  and  the  other  Amendments 
would  fall  to  the  ground. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1, 
line  19,  after  the  word  **  bottle,"  to  insert 
the  words  ''in  bond,  bottles,  and  in  cases, 
or  other  packages." — {Mr.  Stephen  Wil* 
liafn8on.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  as  he  understood 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
it  was  to  impose  a  duty  of  Ae.  a-dozen 
on  all  wines.  [Mr.  S.  Williamson  : 
All  sparkling  wines.]  The  duty  would 
be  4«.  on  Saumur  and  cheap  wines  of 
about  the  price  of  20«.,  as  well  as  on  the 
high  priced  Champagnes.  But  the 
general  view  of  the  House,  so  far  as  he 
had  been  able  to  gather  it,  was  that  a 
heavy  duty  should  not  be  imposed  on 
cheap  wines ;  tiiat  it  would  not  be  wise 
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to  handicap  cheap  wines  in  the  manner 
suggested.  He  was  aware  that  there 
was  on  the  part  of  a  large  portion 
of  the  trade  an  anxiety  to  have  a 
heayj  duty  put  upon  cheap  wines. 
Importers  of  high-class  wines  viewed 
with  great  disfavour  the  importation  of 
cheap  wines  at  24«.  or  30«.  a-dozen,  and 
were  annoyed  somewhat  that  a  change 
in  duty  should  enable  these  cheap  wines 
to  he  introduced  without  the  penalty  of 
the  same  duty  as  was  paid  on  the  dearer 
wines.  He  did  not  wish  to  argue  the 
question  at  length,  for  he  considered  it 
was  more  or  less  decided  by  the  previous 
debate ;  but,  of  course,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber desired  to  press  his  Amendment,  he 
would  be  prepared  to  meet  him  and 
maintain  the  contention  that  the  cheaper 
wines  should  not  be  excluded  or  handi- 
capped by  a  heavy  duty.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  put  for- 
ward his  proposition  simply  to  avoid  the 
ad  valorem  principle,  or  whether  he 
shared  the  feeling  of  hostility  existing 
in  some  quarters  to  these  cheap  wines ; 
but  he  rather  gathered  it  was  because 
the  hon.  Member  felt  the  difficulty  of 
levying  an  ad  vahreni  duty,  that  he  de- 
sired to  make  the  duty  uniform?  [Mr.  S. 
WiLLiAKSox  assented.]  Then  he  would 
address  himself  to  the  argument  of  the 
difficulty  of  ascertain g  the  value.  The 
hon.  Member  suggested  a  mode  of  fraud 
or  evasion  of  duty  by  shipping  wine  in  a 
green  state,  when  it  would  be  worth  30«., 
and  then  waiting  until  it  had  matured  to 
its  full  quality,  and  that  commended  it- 
self to  his  hon.  Friend  also  (Sir  Hobert 
Fowler)  who  was  somewhat  hostile  to  the 
Bill.  A  very  important  question  here 
arose  connected  with  Champagne,  whe- 
ther the  wine  would  develope  as  well  in 
its  green  state  in  cellars  in  England  as 
in  the  Champagne  country?  He  had 
inquired  carefully  into  the  matter,  and 
could  re-  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman.  If 
green  Champagne — unripe  Champagne 
— were  immediately  shipped  in  the  state 
described,  the  result  would  be  that  the 
wine  would  be  spoiled.  Champagne  had 
to  be  treated  with  the  greatest  delicacy  in 
its  earlier  stages.  It  had  to  be  kept  at  a 
particular  temperature  in  vaults  specially 
constructed  for  the  purpose  by  the  great 
Champagne  houses.  The  wine  would 
spoil  in  the  bonded  warehouses  of  this 
country.  There  was  the  strongest  evi- 
dence that  the  wine  must  be  so  kept  for 
two  or  three  years  in  France.  The  wines 
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of  1884-5  were  being  now  imported ;  but 
the  vintage  of  1887  could  not  be  shipped 
now  for  the  purpose  of  escaping  the  dif- 
ference between  the  58,  and  2«.  duty. 
The  higher  temperature  to  which  the 
new  wine  would  be  subjected  in  transit 
to  this  country  would  lead  to  much  loss 
through  the  bursting  of  bottles ;  a  loss 
to  the  merchant  much  more  serious 
than  the  amount  of  the  duty  he  could 
expect  to  evade.  This  had  been  con- 
sidered. Champagne  required  special 
treatment  beyond  that  of  any  other  wine 
to  develop  its  full  quality.  The  great 
houses  who  shipped  Champagne  were 
not  going  to  degrade  the  commodity  in 
which  they  dealt  by  attempting  to  in- 
troduce it  below  its  value.  They  had 
built  up  the  reputation  of  their  wines  at 
an  enormous  expense  of  capital  and 
trouble  over  a  long  series  of  years,  and 
he  was  not  prepared  to  admit  for  a 
moment  that  it  would  be  to  their  in- 
terest, even  if  they  were  all  rogues  and 
wished  to  evade  the  tax,  to  attempt 
devices  that  would  probably  spoil  their 
wines,  degrade  their  reputation  in  the 
market,  and  cause  them  infinitely  more 
loss  than  the  gain  they  could  hope  to 
secure  in  the  attempts. 

SiE  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  he  was  sorry  to  hear  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  be  might 
say  that  in  his  constituency  (London) 
the  original  proposition  was  received 
with  great  satisfaction,  and  great  regret 
was  expressed  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman deviated  from  his  original  pur- 
pose, and  made  the  alteration  the  Com- 
mittee were  now  discussing.  There  was 
a  general  feeling — it  had  been  pointed 
out  to  himself,  and  no  doubt  similar 
representations  had  been  made  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — that  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  meet  the  question  of 
duty  on  wines  above  and  below  30«.,  and 
that  it  would  lead  to  a  good  deal  of 
fraud  on  the  Customs.  He  certainly 
concurred  in  the  view  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  S.  Williamson) 
that  a  uniform  duty  on  all  sparkling 
wines  would  be  a  much  better  plan  than 
an  ad  valorem  duty,  such  as  was  proposed 
in  the  Bill.  He  very  much  regretted 
that  the  alteration  had  been  made.  He 
knew  there  was  a  good  deal  of  cavil  at 
the  original  proposition,  and  that  this 
Bill  was  brought  in  in  pursuance  of  a 
pledge  given  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
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.opposite;  but  it  was  much  to  bo  re- 
gretted that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  run  from  his  guns. 

Mr.  BABING  (London)  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  say  he  did  not  entirely  agree  with 
anybody  who  had  spoken  in  the  discus- 
sion. He  did  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  S.  Williamson), 
for  he  was  not  opposed  to  an  ad  valorem 
duty  ;  but  as  he  did  not  agree  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man below  the  Gangway  was  out  of 
Order,  he  was  bound  to  vote  for  that 
before  the  Committee.  He  did  not  see 
why  this  particular  change  should  be 
made  in  favour  of  what  he  considered 
the  most  unwholesome  drink  anybody 
could  put  down  their  throats ;  therefore, 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
went  to  a  Division,  he  should  vote  with 
him. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
a  misconception  had  taken  possession  of 
the  mind  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Qoschen),  if  he  supposed  the  wine  trade 
were  at  all  opposed  to  the  consumption 
of  cheap  wines.  What  they  said  was 
that  there  ought  not  to  be  the  vast  dif- 
ference sought  to  be  established  between 
the  two  qualities,  and  why  should  this 
differential  duty  be  established  against 
sparkling  wines  ?  He  believed  the  trade 
got  a  larger  profit  out  of  cheap  wines 
than  from  dear  wines;  but  they  felt 
that  the  present  proposal  created  a  large 
difference  of  treatment  absolutely  with- 
out precedent.  For  instance,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  Saumur 
and  other  cheap  wines  should  have  an 
advantage ;  but  why  not  apply  the 
same  principle  to  Sherry  and  Maderia  ? 
Maderia,  it  might  be  said,  cost  5«.  or  (>«. 
a-bottle ;  but  then  the  consumer,  who 
could  not  afford  Maderia,  bought  Mar- 
sala, and  an  excellent  cheap  wine  it  was, 
costing  2«.  or  2«.  Qd.  Why,  again, 
when  the  ordinary  duty  on  wines  was 
the  same,  should  particular  wines  be 
surtaxed  on  a  different  principle  ?  That 
was  an  argument  that  had  considerable 
weight  with  him,  and  which  induced 
him  to  support  the  Amendment.  The 
hon.  Member  who  proposed  the  Amend- 
ment referred  to  frauds  that  might  pos- 
sibly be  carried  out,  and  surely  he  had 
reason  on  his  side.  He  would  put  a 
case  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
which,  perhaps,  his  financial  genius 
could  explain.  Suppose  a  Champagne 
worth  32«.  a-dozen.    If  that  Champagne 


were  imported  and  declared  to  be  of 
that  value,  it  would  be  subject  to  a  sur- 
tax of  5«.,  raising  the  price  to  d7«.  But 
if  the  dealer  dropped  2«.  from  the  ori- 
ginal price,  and  declared  it  of  the  value 
of  30«.,  he  would  only  have  to  pay  2«, 
duty,  so,  therefore,  according  to  the 
great  authority  of  Cocker,  the  importer 
would  make  \9,  a-dozen  on  the  transac- 
tion, for,  while  he  would  lose  2«.  on  the 
wine,  he  would  save  3«.  on  the  duty. 
That  was  one  case  out  of  many  that 
might  be  proposed ;  but,  without  detain- 
ing the  Committee  further,  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  tell  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  the  leaders  in  the  trade 
who  were  interested  in  the  trade  being 
fairly  conducted  were  in  favour  of  a 
uniform  duty,  and  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  be  a  fair  one, 
though  the  particular  sum  to  be  fixed 
might  be  a  matter  for  subsequent  con- 
sideration. But  it  was  perfectly  clear 
that  the  gross  inequality  of  the  system 
would  never  be  got  rid  of,  and  there 
would  be  no  check  to  fraud  until  an 
analogous  proposal  was  adopted. 

Mr.  S.  WILLIAMSON  said,  in  using 
the  words  ''green  wine,''  he  did  not 
mean  wine  of  last  year's  growth,  which 
he  knew  would  be  in  an  unfit  state  to 
ship,  but  wine  of  two  or  three  years  old 
which  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
Custom  House  officers  to  value.  It 
could  not  be  denied  that  the  door  was 
opened  to  fraud.  The  honest  trader 
would  invoice  his  wine  two  or  three 
years  old,  and  which  would  be  valuable 
two  or  three  years  later,  fairly  at  32«. 
or  33«.  a-dozen  ;  but  his  trade  might  be 
ruined  by  the  less  scrupulous  man  who 
declared  the  value  at  29«.,  securing  a 
difference  of  10  per  cent. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  LOWTHER  (West- 
moreland,  Appleby)  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  ''That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put  ; "  but  the  Chairman 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  to  put 
that  Question. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  there  was  no 
such  fear  of  injury  to  the  honest  trader. 
Hon.  Members  surely  wcro  aware  that 
the  general  price  of  Champagne  was, 
unfortunately,  such  that  the  difference 
to  the  consumer  of  3«.  a-dozen,  on  this 
expensive  wine  would  not  be  such  as 
greatly  to  affect  the  merchant  one  way 
or  the  other.  The  great  bulk  of  Cham- 
pagne came  to  England,  even  after  two 
or  three  years,  at  a  much  higher  price 
than  dO«.    All  the  great  houses  who 
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imported  wIdob  of  well  known  brands, 
"Moet  andChandon,"  **Cliquot,"  and 
other  great  firms,  shipped  wines  worth 
for  the  most  part  much  more  than  30«. 
Here  and  there  there  might  be  a  small 
proportion  of  wines  the  price  of  which 
might  fluctuate  about  the  dividing  limit ; 
but  he  did  not  believe  the  honest  trader 
would  suffer  the  loss  suggested.  The 
wines  coming  in  of  about  the  value  of 
30«.  bore  a  very  small  proportion  indeed 
to  the  whole.  That  was  the  answer  to 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Whitehaven. 

Dr.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked, 
was  he  to  understand  that  the  main  ob- 
ject and  intention  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  to  tax  the  true  and 
good  Champagne  highly,  and  at  the 
same  time  admit,  on  more  favourable 
terms,  the  deleterious,  he  might  almost 
say  poisonous,  compounds  such  as 
Chante,  Barolo,  or  the  villanous  spiri- 
tuous Aiti  Spumante — he  really  could 
not  stigmatize  it  strongly  enough  ?  If 
the  Bill  passed,  it  should  contain  provi- 
sions for  securing  that  some  so-called 
wines  should  bear  labels  conveying 
similar  warnings  of  their  poisonous 
nature  as  was  attached  to  some  bottles 
sent  out  by  the  apothecary. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  said,  he  had  no  par- 
ticular acquaintance  with  the  decoctions 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member ;  but  he 
could  tell  him  that  there  were  many  of 
the  wines  of  the  Saumur  class  which 
were  not  deleterious,  which  were  agree- 
able, and  which  were  largely  consumed 
by  a  portion  of  the  community  in  this 
country  who  could  not  afford  more  ex- 
pensive wines.  These  wines  were  per- 
fectly wholesome,  though  they  might  not 
commend  themselves  to  the  more  edu- 
cated palates  accustomed  to  wines  of  a 
higher  class. 

Dr.  TANNEE  imagined  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  acquaintance  with 
them  had  not  been  of  a  personal  nature. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — ^Ayes  57  ; 
Noes  110:  Majority  53. — (Div.  List, 
No.  156.) 

Mr.  S.  WILLIAMSON  said,  that, 
seeing  what  the  opinion  of  the  Committee 
was,  he  would  not  proceed  with  the  next 
Amendment. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Heduction  of  duty). 

JLV.  Goschen 


Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
the  hour  was  late,  many  Members  had 
had  a  long  day's  duty,  and  it  was  evident 
from  the  Notice  Paper  that  the  remaining 
clauses  would  meet  with  considerable 
opposition.  The  new  Eulep,  he  always 
understood,  were  devised  in  a  humane 
spirit,  to  enable  Members  to  go  home  in 
reasonable  time,  and  he  would  suggest 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
he  should  avail  himself  of  another  op- 
portunity to  proceed  further. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  {Dn 
Tanner.) 

The  CHANCELLOEofthe  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  the  Motion. 
He  was  as  anxious  as  anyone  not  to 
prolong  the  Sitting ;  but  he  was  afraid 
hon.  Members  had  been  a  little  spoiled 
by  easy  hours  under  the  new  Eules,  and 
the  hour  was  early  compared  with  the 
experience  of  former  Sessions.  He  might 
urge  that  which  might  have  some  in- 
fluence with  the  hon.  Member,  at  all 
events  it  had  with  himself,  that  it  was 
important  to  the  trade  that  this  matter 
should  be  settled.  The  duty  could  not 
be  altered  until  the  Bill  passed ;  and 
though  the  longer  it  was  delayed  the 
longer  the  Eevenue  received  the  higher 
duty,  it  was  only  fair  to  the  trade  to 
terminate  a  state  of  uncertainty,  and 
come  to  a  decision  as  soon  as  possible. 

Sir  EGBEET  FOWLEE  (London) 
said,  he  only  wished  to  say  that  a  leading 
member  of  the  trade  had,  in  conversation 
that  day,  strongly  urged  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  could  not  agree  with  the 
suggestion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  some  Members  had 
been  in  attendance  on  Committees  or  in 
the  House  since  half-past  11,  and  had 
also  paid  close  attention  to  the  discussion 
of  the  Local  Government  (England  and 
Wales)  Bill.  He  also  reminded  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  when  the 
question  was  raised  on  a  previous  oc- 
casion, the  House  was  asked  particularly 
to  postpone  discussion  to  the  clauses. 
[Mr.  GoscHEN  :  To  the  second  reading.] 
He  did  not  know  what  discussion  there 
might  have  been  then ;  but  it  was  only 
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in  Committee  that  questionB  of  detail 
coald  be  adequately  dealt  with.  He  was 
strongly  opposed  to  the  exemption  of 
Money  Bills  from  the  Bule  closing 
Business  at  a  certain  hour ;  they  were 
just  the  Bills  that  ought  not  to  be  urged 
forward  for  an  unlimited  time. 

Dr.  tanner  said,  he  thought  some 
consideration  should  be  shown  to  Mem- 
bers, who  by  making  a  House,  had  en- 
abled any  progress  to  be  made  with  the 
Bill.  It  would  be  wise,  and,  indeed, 
only  reasonable,  to  yield  to  the  wish 
that  had  been  expressed  from  both  sides, 
instead  of  sitting  late  to  further  a  Bill 
which,  it  seemed,  would  not  benefit  the 
Revenue,  and  certainly  would  not  benefit 
those  who  swallowed  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  bad  champagne. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  46; 
Noes  107  :  Majority  61. — (Div.  List, 
No.  157). 

Mr.  S.  WILLIAMSON  said,  the  ob- 
ject of  his  Amendment  he  now  moved 
would  be  apparent.  It  was  that  it  might 
be  distinctly  understood  that  the  invoice 
price  must  include  the  cost  of  packing. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  25,  after 
the  word  **  gallon,'*  to  insert  the  words 
'^  in  bond,  bottled,  and  in  cases  or  other 
packages.*' — {Mr.  Stephen  WiUiam%on.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thk  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
met  by  an  Amendment  to  Clause  8,  by 
inserting  in  line  30,  after  '<  customs," 
the  words  "but  including  freight  and 
all  other  charges."  He  had  consulted 
with  the  legal  advisers  of  the  Customs, 
and  they  believed  that  these  words  would 
make  it  quite  clear  that  the  price  in- 
cluded all  those  charges. 

Mr.  S.  WILLIAMSON  said,  that 
would  scarcely  meet  his  object.  Clause 
8  referred  to  two  classes  of  invoices ; 
first,  to  wine  imported  by  the  consumer, 
and  paid  for  by  him ;  but  the  words  pro- 
posed would  exclude  the  other  part  of 
the  clause. 

Mr.  JACKSON  believed  the  Amend- 
ment would  apply  to  both  cases. 

Mr.  S.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  was 
not  sure  that  the  Amendment  specifically 
met  the  point.  It  was  his  intention, 
bow  ever,  to  vote  against  tl^e  clftuse. 


Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire.  Brigg) 
said,  he  would  appeal  to  the  Government 
to  allow  the  matter  to  rest  for  the  pre- 
sent. When  the  Government  called 
upon  the  House  to  give  them  an  extra 
MorniDg  Sitting,  surely  it  was  not  de- 
sirable to  choose  the  occasion  for  putting 
down  a  Money  Bill,  by  means  of  which  the 
Sitting  could  be  prolonged  for  an  in- 
definite time.  The  least  that  should  be 
done  was  to  avoid  making  the  Sitting 
unusually  late  as  well  as  unusually  early. 
He  would  rather  not  make  a  Motion  to 
report  Progress ;  but  unless  the  Govern- 
ment yielded  to  the  protest  he'must  do  so, 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  looking  at  the 
remaining  Amendments  in  the  light  of 
decisions  arrived  at,  he  did  not  think 
they  need  give  rise  to  long  discussion. 
They  were  Amendments  to  omit  clauses 
containing  the  substance  of  the  Bill 
which  had  already  been  discussed  and 
decided.  He  admitted  the  force  of  the 
objection  urged  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  he  was  sure  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the  House 
would  not  wish  to  persevere  if  there  was 
Ai^y  general  desire  for  a  long  discussion. ' 
But,  at  the  same  time,  he  reminded  the 
Committee  that  the  alternative  was  to 
resume  the  Bill  at  a  late  hour  on  another 
night.  \_Cries  of'  No  !  "  and  *'  Why  ?  "1 
The  course  of  the  Local  Government  Bill 
could  not  be  interrupted,  and  the  Rules 
of  the  House  permitted  the  continuation 
of  this  Bill  after  12.  But  the  Govern- 
ment had  every  desire  to  be  conciliatory, 
and  would  not  press  the  Committee  now 
beyond  the  present  Amendment  if  there 
was  a  strong  desire  against  doing  so. 
In  the  interest  of  the  trade,  however,  it 
would  be  well  to  terminate  the  period 
of  uncertainty,  and  to  resume  the  dis- 
cussion on  Monday  would  be  to  again 
prolong  the  Sitting.  The  balance  of 
convenience  was  certainly  in  favour  of 
going  on  now. 

Mr.  baring  (London)  said,  if  the 
Bill  were  set  down  as  First  Order  on 
Monday  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
getting  it  through,  and  then  other  Busi- 
ness could  be  proceeded  with. 

Mr.  WADDY  suggested  that,  inas- 
much as  the  time  of  the  House  was 
practically  at  the  disposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment, there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  taking  a  little  of  the  time  intended 
for  the  Local  Government  (England  and 
Wales)Bill,rememberinghowmaterially 
the  Governn^ent  bad  lightened  t}ie  latter 
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Bill  by  the  determination  to  omit  clauses  ,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  re 


that  would  have  consumed  much  time 
and  given  much  trouble. 

The  first  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  should  be  ex- 
ceedingly glad  to  meet  the  wish  ex- 
pressed from  both  sides;   but  he  was 


marks,  and  defer  to  the  strong  desire  for 
adjournment  expressed  on  both  sides. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 


under  a  pledge,  repeated  only  at  Ques-  Mk.  WADDY  said,  when  he  made  his 

tion   time,    to  proceed  with  the  Local  appeal  to  the  Government  he  stated  that. 

Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  unless  that  appeal  were  responded  to, 

day  by  day  as  the  principal  Government  he  should  be  impelled  to  make  a  Motion 

Business.     It  would  be  for  the  conveni-  to  report  Progress.     To  bring  the  matter 

ence  of  the  House  to  proceed  now  ;  but  to  a  crisis  he  would  now  move  it. 

he  did  not  wish  to  press  that,  though  j         j  rw       . 

he  was  sure  it  would  save  time  to  do  so.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Mb.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &c.)  said,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 

became  down  to  a  Committee  at  half-  and   ask  leave  to    sit   again."  —  (Ifr, 

past  1 1,  and  should  do  so  ag^in  on  Mon-  Waddy.) 

day,  and  he  urged  the  Government  to  Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  would  sug- 

persevere  and  finish  the  Bill  now.    It  gest  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 

could  easily  be  done,  not  much  debat-  that  he  should  withdraw  that  Motion, 

able  matter  was  left,  and  it  would  be  ^nd  allow  the  Committee  to  take  the 

preferable  to  having  another  late  Sitting  clause.     Then,  if  hon.  Members  insisted, 

on  Monday.                   „  .^x.^^,^^^^,  he  would  not  contest   the  Motion  any 

Mb.     EDWARD      HARRINGTON  i^^ger.     He  had  promised  representa- 

(Kerry,  W.)  said,  that  from  2  o  clock  tives  of  the  trade  to  bring  the  matter  to 

the  Government  had  had  practically  the  ^n  issue  as  soon  as  possible,  and  he  re- 

whole  time  of  the  House  at  their  dis-  g^etted  that  the  state  of  uncertainty 

posal,  with  the  exception  of  an  interval  gi^ould  continue. 

in  which  a  supporter  of  the  Government  gj^^  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
ventilated  a  supposed  grievance.  [^' Oh,  Hfeeston)  said,  the  clause  would  give 
oh!  ]  Hon,  Members  on  the  other  side  ^g^  to  considerable  discussion.  The 
had  an  equal  right  with  his  own  Party  ^j^i^t  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  reason- 
to  have  or  invent  grievances.  It  would  able  and  concUiatory  in  his  remarks 
be  only  reasonable  now  for  the  Govern-  ^^^^  Yiq  referred  to  the  alternative  of 
ment  to  conform  to  the  spirit  of  their  gjtting  late  on  Monday.  But  the  incon- 
own  Rule--that  Business  should  cease  lenience  to  Members  would  be  less  on 
^^  ^T>M,  .  .  ^?  .  no  objection  to  Monday,  than  on  Fridav  at  the  end  of  a 
the  Bill,  and  m  the  last  Division  upon  week's  work 

it  gave  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  Govena-  y^^   t.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 

S.®?*;    ^}^^  Government  make  the  g^id,  he  was  very  sorry  the  Government 

Bill  first  Order  on  one  of  their  own  days,  i^^d  given  way.     They  might  be  assured 

or  even  take  it  last,  and  perhaps  the  that  they  would  find  themselves  in  the 

Committee  would  bo  more  disposed  to  g^me  position  on  Monday  night.    The 

go  on  ^^i*;                                 «.    ,     •  Committee  might  make  up  its  mind  that 

Mb.  CONYBE A^E  said,  the  eflfect  of  jt  would  then  be  too  late  to  proceed  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  argu-  the  Bill  any  night  after  12.    A  proposi- 
ment  m  favour  of  the  trade  interest  tion  had  been  made  to  put  the  Bill  in 
failed  when  one  of  his  supporters,  who  f^ont  of  the  Local  Government  (Eng. 
seemed  to  be  a  spokesman  for  the  trade,  j^nd  and  Wales)  Bill ;  but  he  submitted 
informed  the  Committee  that  the  trade  that  that  Bill  had  not  made  such  extra- 
were  anxious  the  Bill  should  be  post-  ordinary  progress  as  to  justify  that, 
poned.     Seeing  also  that,  on  the  other  p^.  TANNER  rose  in  his  place  and 
hand,  as  time  ran  on,  the  Chancellor  of  claimed  to  move,  ''That  the  Question 
the  Exchequer  had  the  advantage  of  the  \^q  j^^^  put." 
higher  duty  levied,  there  was  no  neces-  rw        .     *     .        j 
sity  for  pressing  the  BiU  with  unusual  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

celerity.  Question  put  accordingly,  ''  That  the 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,   N.)  urged  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 

Government  to  act  up  to  the  spirit  of  leave  to  sit  a^ain/'  and  fie^aUvcd, 

Mr.  Wdddy 
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Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the 
Oause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
he  was  surprised  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  say  no  serious  ques- 
tion remained,  for  he  had  Notice  of  a 
Motion  to  omit  the  clause  in  relation  to 
which  questions  arose  as  to  which  no  ex- 
planation had  been  given  by  either  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  or  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury.  The  clause  provided 
that  where  it  was  proved  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  Customs  that  the  market 
value  of  any  wine  imported  in  bottle 
was  not  more  than  5«.  a-gallon  duty 
should  be  levied  as  proposed.  He  did 
not  wish  to  go  over  old  ground  again  ; 
but  he  would  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  state  to  the  Committee 
how  it  was  proposed  to  establish  the 
value  of  a  wine.  There  had  been  no 
indication  of  the  method  how  that  in- 
teresting task  was  to  be  executed.  He 
was  told  by  authorities  in  the  trade, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  do  it,  that  no 
agent  of  the  Customs  would  be  equal  to 
the  task.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was,  then,  in  an  unfortunate 
position.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stuck  to  his  original  proposition 
all  would  have  been  plain  sailing ;  but 
he  deliberately  walked  into  the  pitfall 
prepared  for  him  by  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  who  then  left  him  in  his 
difficulty.  Members  of  the  trade  de- 
clared that  it  was  extremely  difficult  to 
distinguish  the  relative  value  of  wines 
a  little  above  and  a  little  below  30«.,  and 
common  sense  would  incline  one  to  ac- 
cept that  statement.  He  was  told  that 
an  experienced  expert  found  it  next  to 
impossible  to  distinguish  between  two 
bottles  of  Champagne  valued  at  30«.  and 
82«.  How  then  would  the  Customs 
Authorities  prove  to  their  satisfaction 
that  a  wine  was  worth  a  little  less  or  a 
little  more  than  30«.  a-dozen  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  imply  that  no  opposition  remained  to 
the  Bill.  He  said  there  were  no  Amend- 
ments, except  to  do  away  with  clauses 
altogether.  In  reply  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  it  was  not  proposed  to  test  the 
wine  by  a.  taster  trying  every  bottle. 
He  could  understand  that  no  palate, 
however  highly  trained,  could  distin- 
guish between  wines  at  30«.  and  32«. 
What  he  proposed  was  that  documents 
should  be  forthcoming,  such  as  imrpipejs 


and  bills  of  lading,  and  that  a  statutory 
declaration  should  be  made  when  any 
wine  claimed  to  come  in  under  the  lower 
rate  of  duty.  He  refused  to  believe 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  trade  in 
this  country  were  going  to  enter  into  a 
combination  for  carrying  out  a  system  of 
wholesale  fraud  upon  the  Customs.  There 
would  be  heavy  penalties  for  false  de- 
scription, and  there  would  be  the  risk  of 
confiscation  if  false  declarations  were 
made.  He  admitted  there  might  be  a 
difficulty  with  regard  to  wine  just  about 
the  border  line  of  30«. ;  but  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  the  case  of  at  least 
two-thirds  of  the  Champagne  imported, 
for  there  would  be  documentary  proof 
with  regard  to  the  price.  Careful  forms 
of  declaration  would  be  drawn  up  ;  but 
his  right  hon.  Friend  need  not  fear  that 
the  Customs  were  going  to  embark  in 
the  extremely  troublesome  and  difficult 
task  of  deciding  the  value  of  a  wine  by 
tasting. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
asked  did  he  understand  his  right  hon . 
Friend  to  say  that  the  value  of  a  wine 
would  be  determined  by  documentary 
evidence  r 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  great  latitude 
would  be  given  to  Custom  House  offi- 
cers, and  if  there  was  reason  to  sus- 
pect fraud,  of  course  there  would  be  an 
opportunity  of  testing  the  wine.  The 
attempt  to  pass  a  wine  unfairly  at  30«. 
would  be  attended  with  much  risk  of 
loss,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend's  know- 
ledge of  the  trade  and  study  of  the  sub- 
ject generally  would  show  him  that  of 
the  great  majority  of  Champagnes,  the 
brands  were  fairly  known,  and  none  -of 
the  great  and  well-known  houses  would 
attempt  to  introduce  wines  at  a  low 
price  when  their  value  in  the  majority 
of  cases  was  well  known. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES) 
(SPECIAL  REPORT). 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion have  leave  to  make  a  Special 
Beport. 

Sib  JOHN  MOWBRAY  accordingly 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion;   That  they  had    (li8charj;ed  tho 
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foUowiog  Membor  from  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Law,  and  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice, and  Legal  Procedure ;  Mr.  Dug- 
dale  ;  and  had  appointed  in  substitution: 
Mr.  Kynoch. 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  further  re- 
ported  from  the  Committee  of  Selection  ; 
That  they  had  added  to  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Law,  and  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice, and  Legal  Procedure,  the  following 
Fifteen  Members  in  respect  of  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  for  Injuries  to  Work- 
men Bill :  Mr.  Abraham  (Glamorgan- 
shire), Mr.  Ainslie,  Mr.  Aird,  Mr. 
Barnes,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Donald 
Crawford,  Mr.  William  Crawford,  Sir 
Donald  Currie,  Mr.  Davenport,  Mr. 
George  Elliot,  Sir  William  Ewart,  Mr. 
Fen  wick,  Mr.  Gill,  Mr.  Maclnnes,  and 
Mr.  Royden. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  Two  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday,  18M  June,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— /"ir*^  Reading— 
North  Sea  Fisheries*  (168)  ;  Limited  Part- 
nerships* (159);  House  of  Lords  (Life 
Peers)*  (161);  House  of  Lords  (Discon- 
tinuance of  Writs)  •  (162). 

Second  Reading — Nationid  Deht  (Supple mental j 
(166). 

Third  Reading— RocheBter  Bishopric  (98) ;  Aug- 
mentation of  Benefices  Act  Amendment  (78), 
and  passed. 

PsoYisiONAL  Ordbr  Bjlls^  Second  Reading — 
Pier  and  Harhour  •  (136) ;  Water*  (137). 

CE>ifimi7^^tf— Elementary  Education  (Birming- 
ham) •  (101-160). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Local  Government  (Ire- 
land) (Ballymoney,  &c.)  •  ( 97) ;  Metropolitan 
Police*  (134). 

Third  Reading  —  Public  Health  (Scotland) 
(Denny  and  Dunipace  Water)  *  (136),  and 
passed, 

HIS    IMPERIAL   MAJESTY    THE   LATE 

GERMAN  EMPEROR. 

MOTION  FOB  AN   ADDBE8S. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
ORETARY  OF  STATE  fob  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbuby), 
who  rose  amid  deep  silence,  the  Mem- 

iSir  John  MowVr^y 


bers  of  the  House  uncovering,  said  :  My 
Lords,  I  rise  to  move  that  an  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty  expressive  of 
the  sympathy  of  this  House  at  the 
great  calamity  under  which  She  is  suf' 
fering,  and  also  that  an  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Imperial  Majesty  the 
Empress  of  Germany  expressing  to  Her 
Imperial  Majesty  our  deep  condolence. 
My  Lords,  we  offer  the  expression  of 
our  sympathy  and  condolence,  but  there 
is  no  cause  that  we  should  enter  largely 
into  the  grounds  that  move  us,  or  dwell 
much  upon  the  calamity  that  is  leading 
us  to  this  action  ;  for  the  sorrow  which 
is  felt  for  the  death  of  the  Emperor  of 
Germany,  and  the  praises  of  his  life, 
are  in  every  mouth  and  are  written  in  a 
thousand  columns.  My  Lords,  Her 
Majesty  may  well  feel  the  deepest  grief 
at  the  loss  that  has  overtaken  her. 
Grief  at  a  bereavement,  at  a  loss,  is 
proportionate  to  the  expectations  that 
have  been  legitimately  formed ;  and 
never  were  expectations  formed  more 
sanguinely,  or  with  more  apparent  jus- 
tification, than  the  expectations  which 
attended  the  future  career  of  the  Em- 

feror  who  is  borne  to  his  grave  to-day. 
t  seems  as  though  there  had  been  ac- 
cumulated upon  his  head  every  possible 
qualification  for  a  life  of  glorious,  sjplen- 
did,  and  peaceful  usefulness.  Great 
experience,  true  aptitude  and  courage 
in  war,  high  reputation  for  culture  and 
for  knowledge  in  the  arts  of  peace,  a 
deep  and  weU- understood  sympathy  for 
all  the  highest  and  best  aspirations  of 
his  people,  the  support  of  a  consort 
never  surpassed  in  her  ability  or  in  her 
affection  and  constant  enthusiasm  for 
right — all  these  things  seemed  to  fit 
him  for  a  career  of  power  and  splendid 
capacity  for  good,  a  career  that  might 
well  have  been  as  prolonged  as  that  of  his 
illustrious  father.  All  these  expecta- 
tions have  been  dashed  by  an  inscru- 
table decree.  We  can  only  bow  to  it, 
and  offer  our  deep  sympathy  to  his 
Royal  relatives  for  their  lamentable  loss, 
and  io  the  Government  and  people  of 
Germany  for  the  bereavement  of  a  ruler 
upon  whom  such  high  hopes  were  set. 
But  even  with  his  short  reign  he  has 
left  an  example  that  we  may  cherish. 
He  has  shown  under  circumstances  of 
sing^ar  trial  the  indomitable  spirit  by 
which  his  race  has  made  the  greatness 
of   Germany  and    its   own.     He  has 
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shown  a  steady  courage  which  even  the 
grip  of  a  fell  disease  could  never  daunt, 
ana  a  devotion  to  his  duty  in  circum- 
stances  which  would  have  led  meaner 
natures  to  the  abandonment  of  all  hope. 
He  died  at  his  post  with  the  devotion  of 
a  soldier,  under  circumstances  which 
gave  none  of  the  encouragement  that 
lightens  the  soldier's  fall.  He  has  left 
an  example  which  may  be  of  most  pre- 
cious value,  not  only  to  Sovereigns 
who  may  follow  him,  but  to  all  sorts 
and  conditions  of  men  ;  and  it  is 
with  a  feeling  that  we  are  performing 
no  act  of  mere  formality  in  rendering 
homage  to  one  of  the  highest  and 
noblest  natures  that  ever  adumed  a 
Throne  that  I  move  the  Addresses  that 
I  have  now  the  honour  of  laying  on  the 
Table. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
rise  to  second  this  Motion,  but  I  can 
add  nothing  to  the  eloquent,  pathetic, 
and  unexaggerated  remarks  which  have 
fallen  from  the  noble  Marquess.  If  it 
be  true,  as  has  been  written,  that — 

"Death lores  a  ahining  mark,  a  signal  blow," 

seldom  has  a  more  shining  mark  been 
presented  at  which  death  has  struck 
such  a  blow.  The  late  Emperor  was  a 
skilled  and  daring  soldier.  His  bravery 
in  the  field  was  equalled  by  the  serene 
courage  with  which  he  endured  suffer- 
ings under  most  trying  circumstances. 
Both  in  his  military  and  in  his  civilian 
life  a  high  sense  of  duty  was  his  constant 
guide.  To  say  of  the  departed  great 
that  they  were  without  faults  seems  to 
be  vulgar,  unmeaning  flattery,  which 
cannot  be  quite  true ;  and  yet,  having 
had  opportunities  during  the  last  37 
years,  in  Germany,  Prussia,  and  in  this 
country,  of  closely  observing  the  late 
Emperor,  I  could  not,  even  if  I  wished, 
recall  any  defects  which  marred  his 
straightforward,  noble  character.  This 
is  not  an  occasion  on  which  to  make  any 
political  allusions.  In  my  position  I 
could  not  make  any  with  authority ;  but 
yet  it  is  difficult  not  to  give  some  ex- 
pression to  the  general  feeling  as  to  the 
great  loss  that  has  accrued  to  Germany 
from  a  limit  of  some  short  14  weeks 
having  been  assigned  to  the  reign  of 
this  strong,  upright,  kind-hearted  man 
— one  who  from  his  hereditary  qualities, 
his  early  education,  and  his  constant 
self-training  had  given  such  unusual, 
such  certain  promise  of  being  a  bene- 
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ficent  Huler  of  the  great  Empire  to  the 
creation  of  which  he  had  so  largely  con- 
tributed.    It  is  not  easy  to  pay  a  greater 
tribute  of  praise  to  a  Sovereign  who 
has  passed  away  than  the  intense  regret 
which  has  been  felt,  not  only  in  Ger- 
many, not  only  in  this  country,  where 
there  are  reasons  for  it  which  it  would 
be  superfluous  to  repeat,  not  only  in  the 
United  States,  where  so  many  of  his 
countrymen  reside,  but  in  Italy,  where 
till  lately  the  German  was  not  popular, 
in  Eussia,   and  especially  in    France, 
where  there  has  been  such  a  full  ac- 
knowledgment of  the  merits  of  one  who 
had  lately  been    their   successful  but 
generous  foe.    May  we  not  hope  that 
this  fact  may  lead  to  kindlier  inter- 
national feelings  ?    Will  your  Lordships 
bear  with  me  if  I  add  that,  while  we 
greatly  deplore  the  loss  of  this  strong 
guarantee  of  European  peace,  it  seems 
to  me  that  there  is  no  solid  ground  for 
the  conviction  expressed  in  some  quarters 
as  to  the  certain  occurrence  of  a  state  of 
things  which  the  late  Emperor  would 
have  so  deeply  deplored?    The  noble 
Marquess  has    strongly    expressed — it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  express  too 
strongly — the  deep  sympathy  with  which 
we  approach  our  Queen  on  the  loss  of 
such  a  son-in-law,  of  one  so  near  and 
dear  to  her.     It  is  needless  for  him  or 
for  me  to  say  that  that  feeling  extends 
in   the   fullest  degree  to  the  Empress 
Victoria,  Her  Majesty's  first-born  child. 
The  people  of  this  country  have  fol- 
lowed with  deep  interest  the  career  of 
Her  Imperial  Majesty.    They  have  re- 
joiced  at   the    30    years    of   unmixed 
domestic  happiness  which  she  has  en- 
joyed.   They  have  been  proud  of  the 
wide-world  reputation  which  her  cha- 
racter, her  attainments,  and  her  excep- 
tional intellectual  powers  have  created 
for  her.  They  have  been  deeply  touched 
by  the   courage,  the  dignity,  and  the 
devotion  with  which  Her  Imperial  Ma- 
jesty has  tended  the  sick  bed  and  the 
death  bed  of  the  remarkable  man  who 
appreciated  and  loved  her  so  well,  and 
they  fervently  trust  that  God  will  give 
her  strength  to  bear  the  overwhelming 
blow  that  has  befallen  her.    I  beg  to 
second  the  Motion. 

Moved^  "That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  to  express  the  deep 
sorrow  of  this  House  at  the  great  loss  which 
Her  Majesty  has  sustained  by  the  death  of  His 
Imperial  Majesty  Frederick,  German  Emperor, 
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King  of  Prussia,  and  to  condole  with  Her 
Majesty  on  this  melancholy  occasion  : 

To  assure  Tier  Majesty  that  this  House  will 
eTer  feel  the  warmest  interest  in  whatever  con- 
cerns Her  Majesty's  domestic  relations,  and  to 
declare  the  ardent  wishes  of  this  House  for  the 
happiness  of  Her  Majesty  and  of  Her  family.'* 
— {Th€  Marqtiess  of  Salisbury,) 

Oq  Question,  agreed  to,  nemine  dissen^ 
tienie. 

Ordered,  that  the  said  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords 
with  White  Staves. 

Moved  to  resolve — 

"That  this  House  do  condole  with  Her 
Imperial  Majesty  Victoria,  Qorman  Empress, 
Queen  of  Prussia,  Princess  Royal  of  Qreat 
Britain  and  Ireland,  on  the  great  loss  which 
she  has  sustained  hy  the  death  of  His  Imperial 
Majesty." — {The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,) 

On  Question,  agreed  to,  nemine  dtesen- 
tiente. 

Ordered,  that  a  message  of  condolence 
be  sent  to  Her  Imperial  Majesty,  and 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  communi- 
cate the  said  message  to  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  at  Berlin,  with  a  request 
that  he  will  attend  the  Empress  Victoria 
for  the  puipose  of  conveying  it  to  Her 
Imperial  Majesty, 

Moved  to  resolve — 

"  That  this  House  desire  to  express  their  pro- 
found sympathy  with  the  Imperial  and  Royal 
Family  and  with  the  Government  and  people  of 
Grermany.'* — (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 

On  Question,  agreed  to,  nemine  diesen- 
iiente, 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  (LIFE  PEERS)  BILL. 

BILL  PRESENTED.      FIBST  BEADING. 

The  PEIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
buby)  :  My  Lords,  I  rise  to  draw  your 
attention  to  a  subject  which  has  already 
occupied  your  Lordships  during  the  pre- 
sent Session — namely,  the  constitution 
of  this  House,  and  I  am  going  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  Bill  with  respect  to 
it ;  but,  warned  by  the  fate  of  my  Pre- 
decessors, my  efforts  will  be  exceedingly 
modest.  I  shall  indulge  in  none  of 
those  far-reaching  schemes  whose  am- 
bitious character  has  been  their  destruc- 
tion. The  first  provision  to  which  I  will 
call  attention  is  the  question  of  Life 
Peers.  It  is  not  a  new  one  in  this 
House.  It  has  been  considered  on  more 
than  one  occasion^  and  it  is  uot  new  to 


myself,  for  when  I  first  came  to  the 
House,  some  20  years  ago,  I  had  the 
honour  of  supporting  Lord  Russell  in 
connection  with  a  measure  not  very  dis- 
similar from  that  which  I  shall  propose 
this  evening.  The  fate  of  that  measure 
was  curious.  During  the  discussion 
there  was  no  great  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  desirability  of  a  moderate  and 
carefully  guarded  power  of  creating  Life 
Peers  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Ministry.  iDut  though  the  Bill,  with 
expressions  of  good-will  more  or  leas 
accentuated,  passed  the  second  reading 
and  afterwards  through  Committee, 
where  it  was  modified,  when  it  came  to 
the  third  reading  it  was  met  by  resistance 
on  the  part  of  the  Chiefs  of  the  Party 
then  in  Opposition.  But  the  ground 
taken  by  the  Opposition  for  resisting  it 
at  that  time  was  not  an  objection  to  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  as  may  be  seen 
by  referring  to  the  speech  of  Lord 
Cairns,  who  was  then  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition.  His  ground  for  resisting 
the  Bill  was  that  owing  to  delays  which 
had  occurred,  and  which  appear  to  have 
arisen  from  a  cause  with  which  we  are 
not  familiar  —  namely,  the  enormous 
amount  of  Business  which  there  was  in 
the  House  at  the  time,  the  measure  had 
been  delayed  until  the  end  of  the  Sum- 
mer, when  there  was  no  hope  that  it 
could  pass  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  the  same  Session.  Lord  Cairns 
took  a  strong  objection  at  that  time,  an 
objection  which  he  repeated  three  or 
four  years  ago,  shortly  before  his  death 
— to  bringing  forward  a  measure  of  this 
kind  unless  there  was  some  very  fair 
reason  to  hope  that  it  could  pass  into 
law  during  the  current  Session.  The 
only  criticism  that  I  really  fear  in  bring- 
ing forward  this  measure  is  that  some 
people  may  think  that  the  time  of  its 
introduction  infringes  the  rule  which 
Lord  Cairns  sought  to  lay  down ;  but  I 
am  happy  to  say  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
assures  me  that  he  can  pass  the  Bill  if 
it  goes  down  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  oonsiderations  of  mere  time 
will  not  stand  in  its  way.  The  great 
question  in  connection  with  all  these 
Bills  is  the  amount  and  nature  of  the 
restriction  that  should  be  placed  upon 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  power  of  creating  Life  Peers. 
But  for  the  necessity  of  some  such  re- 
striction I  do  ]:iot  think  there  ever  would 
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have  been  any  doubt  or  difficulty  as  to 
the  adoption  of  the  measure.  In  the 
earliest  history  of  this  House  Life  Peers 
were  exceedingly  common^  and  they 
continued  to  be  made  from  time  to  time 
down  to  what  we  may  call  the  end  of 
the  first  stage  in  the  history  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  down  to  the  end  of  the  Wars 
of  the  Boses.  You  may  take  that  to 
be  a  break,  as  it  were,  in  the  history 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  because  when 
they  re-assembled  after  the  battle  of 
Bosworth  there  were  found  to  be  only 
*29  lay  Peers  in  existence.  Down  to  that 
time  a  considerable  number  of  Life  Peers 
were  made ;  but  there  was  this  pecu- 
liarity about  several  of  those  creations — 
they  were  not  made  by  the  sole  Prero- 
gative of  the  Grown,  but  they  were  made 
in  Parliament  with  the  consent  of  Par- 
liament, so  that  even  then  it  was  thought 
that  the  exercise  of  such  a  Prerogative 
ought  not  to  proceed  unchecked.  That 
is  the  consideration  to  which  we  have 
to  address  ourselves  to-day,  and  it  has 
always  been  in  my  mind  one  of  the  most 
indispensable  conditions  of  any  legisla- 
tion of  this  kind  that  the  extent  to  which 
it  should  be  exercised  should  be  dis- 
tinctly limited  by  Parliament  beforehand. 
Otherwise  the  existence  of  the  power 
might  be  fatal  to  the  independence  of 
your  Lordships'  House.     If  there  was  a 

Sower  of  creating  Life  Peers  to  an  un- 
mited  extent,  the  temptation  would 
inevitably  be  too  strong  for  some  am- 
bitious and  imperious  Minister,  and  he 
would  attempt  by  such  creations  to  force 
the  decision  of  the  House,  as  it  was 
once  forced  in  1712.  I  know  that  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  who  leads  the 
Opposition  has  said  again  and  again 
that  he  does  not  understand  why  there 
is  more  necessity  for  restriction  in  the 
case  of  Life  Peers  than  in  the  case  of 
Hereditary  Peers.  It  is  very  difficult  to 
convey  it  to  the  noble  Earl's  mind  if  it 
does  not  occur  to  him  instinctively,  but 
I  am  quite  sure  that  most  of  your  Lord- 
ships will  recognize  that  anybody  would 
feel  much  more  responsible  in  advising 
an  unlimited  creation  of  Hereditary 
Peers  than  in  advising  an  unlimited 
creation  of  Life  Peers.  Not  only  would 
he  feel  much  more  responsibility,  but 
he  would  have  much  more  difficulty  in 
inducing  the  Sovereign  to  accept  his 
advice,  and  he  would  have  much  more 
difficulty  in  obtaining  the  support  and 
Approval  of  public  opinion  in  such  a 


course.  As  your  Lordships  know,  the 
creation  of  Hereditary  Peers  for  the 
purpose  of  influencing  the  decision  of 
the  House  of  Lords  has  only  been  re- 
sorted to  once.  It  was  at  the  very  com- 
mencement of  our  Parliamentary  history, 
and  it  was  done  for  the  purpose  of 
passing  the  Eesolutions  which  were 
necessary  in  connection  with  the  Treaty 
of  Utrecht.  Only  12  Peers  were  created, 
and  yet,  for  creating  those  12  Peers, 
among  other  things,  Lord  Oxford  was 
impeached  by  the  House  of  Commons 
as  having  done  a  thing  which  was  de- 
rogatory to  the  honour  of  Parliament 
and  fatal  to  the  public  interests.  That 
was  one  of  the  chapters  of  the  impeach- 
ment afterwards  drawn  against  Lord 
Oxford.  It  was  never  done  again,  al- 
though it  was  threatened  once  on  a 
memorable  occasion.  Lord  Brougham 
has  expressed  his  great  doubt  whether, 
if  matters  had  come  to  an  issue,  that 
course  would  ultimately  have  been 
taken ;  and  if  my  memory  serves  me 
right,  the  Duke  of  Bichmond  has  stated 
that  he  had  it  from  his  father,  who  was 
in  the  Cabinet  at  the  time,  that  he  would 
never  have  consented  to  go  to  that  ex- 
treme. It  is,  therefore,  a  measure  from 
which  Ministers  have  obviously  flinched, 
and  I  am  dwelling  on  the  point  for  the 
purpose  of  reminding  your  Lordships 
that  they  have  flinched  from  it,  and  that 
the  threat  of  it  has  been  very  rare.  I 
think  I  have  seen  it  stated  in  a  book  of 
which,  on  account  of  its  authority,  I 
should  always  speak  with  great  respect 
— I  mean  Professor  Dicey's  Constitu- 
tional Law — that  it  is  settled  Constitu- 
tional Law  that  when  the  House  of  Lords 
resists  the  House  of  Commons  the  vote 
of  the  former  should  be  decided  by  the 
creation  of  Peerages  ;  but  I  think  that 
Constitutional  Law  requires  general  ac- 
ceptance and  the  acceptance  of  both 
sides  in  politics  :  and  I  can  safely  say 
that  no  such  doctrine  has  over  been 
accepted  by  the  Conservative  Party.  I 
am  dwelling  upon  this  for  the  purpose 
of  pointing  out  that  Lord  Brougham, 
who  may  be  said  to  have  been  a  good 
judge,  stated  that  if  it  had  been  a 
question  of  the  creation,  not  of  Here- 
ditary Peers,  but  of  Life  Peers,  very  much 
less  difficulty  would  have  existed,  and 
much  less  apprehension  would  have 
been  felt,  and  Ministers  would  have  re- 
solved upon  the  step  with  very  much 
greater  ease.    I,  therefpre,  ^hin)£  it  ab« 
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Bolutely  necessary  that  we  should  estab- 
liflh  narrow  limits  withia  which  this 
power  should  be  exercised,  for  whatever 
the  destiny  of  this  House  may  be, 
whatever  you  may  desire  that  it  should 
do  or  not  do,  whatever  powers  it  should 
wield,  or  character  it  should  bear,  I  am 
sure  that  no  man  of  common  sense 
would  ever  wish  that  it  should  become 
the  supple  instrumout  of  a  Minister  of 
the  Grown.  But  I  go  further.  I  say 
nothiag  at  present  as  to  the  number  to 
which  the  creation  of  Life  Peers  should 
be  restricted,  but  I  thiak  the  creation 
ought  to  be  restricted  in  point  of  nature 
and  kind.  Fears  have  been  expressed 
that  if  unrestricted  power  of  creating 
Life  Peers  were  given  to  a  Minister  it 
might  be  used  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  rid  of  applicants  who  could  be 
got  rid  of  in  no  other  way,  or  for  the 
purpose  of  disposing  of  Members  of  the 
other  House  whose  presence  was  incon- 
venient. Now,  I  have  the  greatest  pos- 
sible respect  for  that  Corporation  gene- 
rally represented  by  Lord  Kintore.  I 
have  great  respect  for  the  valuable  ser- 
vices they  render  to  the  country,  but  I 
am  anxious  to  eliminate  to  the  utmost 
possible  degree  their  influence  in  the 
creation  of  any  Life  Peers  for  the  future. 
If  Life  Peerages  are  to  be  a  useful  insti- 
tution, they  ought  to  have  as  little  to 
do  with  the  Whips  as  can  be.  I  will 
state  what  the  proposals  are  that  we 
have  to  make.  We  propose  that  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  from  time  to 
time  by  Letters  Patent  to  appoint  a  Peer 
during  his  life  ''  any  person  qualified 
as  shown  hereinafter,"  and  then  come 
certain  categories  which  I  will  read.  Of 
these  not  more  than  three  persons  shall 
be  appointed  in  any  one  calendar  year. 
Either  he  must  have  been  for  not  less 
than  two  years  a  Judge  of  the  Superior 
Oourt  in  some  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom, or  have  served  in  Her  Majesty's 
Naval  Forces  and  have  obtained  the 
rank  of  Bear  Admiral  or  higher  rank, 
or  he  must  have  served  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Land  Forces,  and  have  attained 
to  the  rank  of  Major  General  or  higher 
rank,  or  have  been  an  Ambassador  Ex- 
traordinary. These  categories  deal  with 
the  legal,  military,  naval«  and  diplo- 
matic professions.  With  respect  to  the 
Oivil  Service  there  is  a  difference.  There 
is  no  rank  or  mark  like  that  of  Ambas- 
sador, or  Major  General,  or  Bear  Ad- 
miral which  you  can  select  as  showing 
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their  merit  or  their  experience.  But  it 
appeared  to  us  that  the  requisite  se- 
curity might  be  obtained  by  relying 
upon  a  Body  whose  constitution  has 
received  an  expression  of  admiration 
from  the  noble  Earl — I  mean  the  Privy 
Council.  I  do  not  think  Ministers  are 
generally  disposed  to  appoint  unfit  per- 
sons to  the  Privy  Council,  and  I  think 
we  may  say  that  if  a  man  has  been  in 
the  Civil  Service  of  the  Crown  either  in 
this  Country  or  in  the  Coloniod,  and  has 
afterwards  been  made  a  Privy  Councillor, 
that  he  is  a  fit  person  for  a  Life  Peerage  ; 
and,  besides  that,  we  propose  that  any 
person  who  may  have  been  five  years  a 
Governor  General  or  a  Governor  in  any 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions  out  of 
the  United  Kingdom  or  a  Lieutenant 
Governor  in  India  shall  be  eligible. 
We  further  propose  that  Her  Majesty 
shall  have  the  power  to  appoint  to 
be  a  Peer  of  Parliament  any  person 
on  account  of  any  special  qualification 
other  than  one  of  those  mentioned,  pro- 
vided that  not  more  than  two  persons 
shall  be  so  appointed  during  any  one 
calendar  year ;  and  that  a  person  shall 
not  be  appointed  under  this  section 
until  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  has,  by  a 
message  to  the  House  of  Lords,  stated 
Her  Majesty's  intention  to  appoint  such 
person  and  the  special  qualification  on 
account  of  which  he  is  proposed  to  be 
appointed.  That  restriction  has  been 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding 
the  danger  which  I  distantly  glanced  at. 
That  will  make  a  power  of  creating  five 
in  all.     We  then  add — 

''  The  number  of  Peers  at  aay  one  time  en- 
titled in  pursuance  of  this  Act  to  vote  shall  not 
exceed  60,  and  it  shall  not  be  lawful  to  make 
any  appointment  in  pursuance  of  this  Act 
which  will  make  such  number  for  the  time 
being  exceed  50." 

Of  course,  these  numbers  may  be  re- 
garded as  excessive ;  but  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  they  are  a  maximum.  I  am 
not  entering  into  any  kind  of  engage- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, still  less  on  behalf  of  the  Sove- 
reign, that  five  Life  Peers  will  be  created 
every  year.  I  have  the  greatest  doubt 
whether  the  possibility  of  finding 
five  proper  persons  for  Life  Peers 
every  year  will  present  itself  with  the 
facility  that  some  people  think.  My 
noble  Friend  behind  me  (the  Earl  of 
Pembroke)  said,  in  a  recent  debate,  that 
he  wanted  us  to  create  ^t  once  300  I^ife 
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Peers ;  but  the  prospect  filled  one  with 
alarm,  and  I  do  not  think  that  the  most 
inyentiye  imagination  will  discover  200 
fit  candidates  for  an  immediate  Life  Peer- 
age. I  consider  five  Life  Peers  a-year  to 
be  a  maximum,  and  I  do  not  believe  that 
number  will  be  filled  up  every  year.  Of 
course,  it  is  a  matter  of  speculation  in 
what  way  they  will  be  received.  Some 
persons  have  suggested  that  they  would 
feel  themselves  in  a  position  of  infe- 
riority, which  would  hinder  their  use- 
fulness in  this  House.  I  think  we  are 
dispensed  from  any  apprehension  of  that 
kind  by  the  position  Life  Peers  have 
already  obtained  in  this  House.  Their 
position  is  not  only  not  one  of  infe- 
riority, but  in  many  cases  it  is  so  dis- 
tinctly superior  that  I  think  we  may  set 
aside  the  fear  that  if  the  men  are  men 
of  merit  there  is  the  slightest  danger  of 
anythiug  of  that  kind.  A  totally  oppo- 
site fear  crossed  my  mind.  Ultimately 
it  may  come  to  be  thought  that  as 
Life  Peers  are  created  for  merit  that 
is  recorded,  and  Hereditary  Peers  for 
merit  that  is  not  recorded,  an  Here- 
ditary Peerage  is  a  less  desirable  dig- 
nity of  the  two.  But  whatever  may 
be  the  case,  I  am  quite  sure  that  when 
the  Life  Peers  are  properly  selected  they 
will  not  only  find  a  hearty  welcome,  but 
a  very  attentive  audience.  I  know  that 
several  noble  Lords  behind  me  will  say 
in  their  hearts — "What  necessity  is 
there  for  any  Life  Peers  at  all  ?  "  I 
have  never  put  forward  Life  Peerages 
as  a  great  panacea ;  but  I  think  they 
will  be  of  use,  and  there  are  severed 
reasons  why.  One  which  has  been  con- 
stantly suggested  in  previous  debates 
was  supported  by  a  striking  instance 
by  the  noble  Earl  who  leads  the  other 
side.  It  is  that  it  often  happens  that  a 
man  who  would  be  very  useful  in  this 
House  and  would  contribute  very  much 
to  its  debates  is  unable  to  accept  a 
Peerage  because  of  the  burden  that  a 
title  would  impose  upon  his  descendants. 
Another  reason  why  we  should  desire 
the  presence  of  Life  Peers  is  furnished 
by  consideration  for  the  work  of  the 
House  itself.  Some  of  your  Lordships 
may  ask — "  Is  not  the  work  sufficiently 
well  done  at  present  ?  "  I  reply  that 
that  is  a  question  that  must  admit  of  a 
double  answer.  In  some  respects,  and 
on  some  subjects,  the  work  of  the  House 
is  admirably  done.  Nothing  could  be 
better  attended  to  than  legal  matters  in 


this  House.  Nothing  could  be  better  as 
regards  knowledge  of  the  subject  than 
the  treatment  of  land  questions  in  this 
House.  Nothing  can  be  better  attended 
to  than  Church  questions  are  in  this 
House ;  but  when  we  get  outside  these 
three  categories  I  do  not  think  that  we 
are  sufficiently  well  manned.  We  have 
some  distinguished  soldiers  and  sailors, 
and  some  soldiers,  as  we  know,  are  not 
allowed  to  speak  so  often  as  we  could 
wish.  Still,  on  these  subjects,  I  doubt 
whether  the  representation  is  sufficient 
to  make  our  debates  adequate,  or  the 
examination  of  measures  which  come 
under  our  consideration  sufficient.  But 
outside  of  these  things,  when  you  come 
to  questions  of  finance,  mercantile  mat- 
ters, engineering  matters,  and  a  number 
of  other  departments  of  thought  and 
activity,  they  are  hardly  represented  in 
this  House  at  all.  If  the  House  should 
pass  this  measure,  it  will  make  the 
House  more  efficient  for  its  debates  in 
these  respects.  And  there  is  another 
advantage  which  I  think  will  commend 
itself  to  the  noble  Earl  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
who  first  introduced  this  question  in 
the  present  year.  He  indicated,  in 
no  obscure  terms,  that  he  thought  the 
creation  of  Hereditary  Peers  had  been 
too  extensive  in  recent  years,  and  he 
was  rather  inclined  to  suggest  that  it 
was  the  fault  of  those  atrocious  persons 
the  Conservatives;  but  I  think,  if  he 
will  look  back  on  the  years  that  have 
passed  since  we  last  discussed  this  sub- 
ject in  1867,  he  will  find — it  is  my  im- 
pression, at  all  events — that  the  large 
creation  of  Hereditary  Peers  has  not 
originated  with  the  Conservatives.  But 
detaching  ourselves  from  all  questions 
of  individual  responsibility,  and  merely 
asking  ourselves  what  is  better  for  the 
House  and  the  country,  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  noble  Earl  that  the  rate  has 
been  rather  high.  One  of  the  hopes  I 
have  of  this  measure  is  that  it  will 
diminish  the  creation  of  Hereditary 
Peers,  and  in  that  case  it  will  give 
more  freedom  and  more  elasticity  to  the 
Crown  in  the  distribution  of  honours, 
as  well  as  more  fitness  to  the  House  for 
discharging  its  important  duties.  There 
is  another  subject  which  I  have  to  call 
attention  to.  It  is  one  that  does  not 
admit  of  much  discussion.  The  noble 
Earl  kindly  spared  us  the  difficulty  of 
lengthy  definition  by  introducing  a  phrase 
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which  has  been  generally  adopted,  so 
that  thifi  has  come  to  be  known  as  the 
question  of  the  black  sheep.     I  doubt 
whether  the  evil  is  so  great  as  it  has 
been  represented  to  be.    I  have  not  had 
the  pleasure  of  meeting  the  black  sheep 
supposed  to  be  in  every  comer  of  the 
House;   but,   assuming  that  they  are 
there,  a  step  towards  the  removal  of 
them  will  be  taken  by  the  passing  of 
this  Bill,  for  it  will  give  the  House  a 
power  which  it  does  not  now  possess — 
that  of  expelling  a  Member.     It  can 
only  have  that  power  on  the  same  con- 
ditions on  which  the  House  of  Commons 
has  it — that  is  to  say,  it  must  always 
remain  with   the  constituent  authority 
to  restore  a  peccant  Member   of   the 
House  if  it  should  seem  good  to  it  to 
do   so.     In   our  case,  the  constituent 
authority  is  the  Crown,  and,  therefore, 
it  must  always  remain  in  the  power  of 
the  Crown  to  issue  again  a   Writ  of 
Summons,  if  it  should  be  advised  to  do 
80,  to  the  noble  Lord  who  has  been  the 
subject  of  this  operation.    The  Bill  pro- 
poses that  it  shall  be  in  the  power  of 
the  Queen,  on  an  Address  presented  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  praying  that  the 
Writ  of  Summons  to  every  Peer  named 
therein  shall   be  cancelled,   by  Royal 
Sifi;n  Manual  to  direct  that  the  said 
Writ  shall   be  cancelled.      Such  can- 
celling will  be  good  during  the  currency 
of  that  Writ — that  is,  during  the  exist- 
ing Parliament — and  unless  Her  Ma- 
jesty shall  issue  a  special  Order  to  the 
contrary,  that  Writ  shall  remain  per- 
manently cancelled.     Of  course,  both 
for   the    purpose    of    repairing   errors 
and  of  dealing  with  offences  which  do 
not  seem  to  call  for  so  much  severity, 
power  must  be  reserved  to  the  Queen, 
under  Constitutional  advice,  to  re-issue 
at  a  later  period  of  the  Session  the  Writ 
of  Summons  which  has  been  cancelled. 
That  is  merely  giving  to  this  House  a 
power  which  the  other  House  possesses. 
II  it  should  be  the  pleasure  of  Parlia- 
ment to  give  that  power  to  this  House, 
it  will  then  be  our  duty,  in  the  framing 
of  our  Standing  Orders,  to  determine 
how  that  power  shall  be  exercised,  under 
what  conditions,  subject  to  what  checks, 
and  under  such  restrictions  as  shall  pre- 
vent the  possibility  of  injustice.     I  have 
to    apologize,   perhaps,   that    there    is 
nothing  more  startling  in  my  measures. 
They  are  simply  designed  for  the  pur- 
pose of   strengthening    the   House  of 
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Lords,  and  of  giving  it  a  power  of  re- 
moving that  which  is  objectionable,  and 
of  adding  to  itself  that  which  is  power- 
ful and  strong,  and  of  doing  its  duty 
better  before  the  country.  They  are 
not  designed  for  the  purpose  of  intro- 
ducing any  new  principle  into  the  Con- 
stitution, or  of  heralding  any  revolu- 
tionary changes  in  a  Body  which  has 
lasted  so  long  and  which  has  done  so 
much  service  to  the  State. 

Bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment 
of  Peers  of  Parliament  for  life — Pre- 
sented (The  Marquess  of  Salisbuey). 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY:  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  ne- 
cessary, or,  indeed,  respectful,  to  the 
economical  measure  which  has  been 
presented  to  us  by  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite,  that  we  should  inaugurate  any 
debate  upon  it  without  further  con- 
sideration. It  is  a  modest  measure, 
and  it  has  been  introduced  by  the  noble 
Marquess  in  a  singularly  modest  speech. 
He  told  us  that  the  plans  which  were 
proposed  to  your  Lordships  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  and  myself  were  killed  by 
their  own  ambition.  That  is  not  my 
view  of  the  subject  at  all.  I  do  not 
know  what  ray  noble  Friend's  view  may 
be;  but  my  belief  is  that  they  were 
killed  by  the  direct  intervention  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  I  share  entirely  the 
views  and  the  extreme  vigour  with 
which  the  noble  Marquess  put  before 
us  the  regret  which  he  would  feel  if  he 
ever  thought  this  House  should  become 
the  subtle  instrument  of  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
viewing  the  relations  of  Parties  in  this 
House,  it  cannot  but  be  felt  that  this 
House — I  do  not  doubt  by  sincere  con- 
viction— is  infinitely  too  much  on  the 
side  of  the  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and 
even  of  the  noble  Marquess  himself.  I 
do  not  say  whether  that  is  a  good  thing 
or  a  bad  thing.  That  is  not  the  point 
I  am  discussing  at  this  moment.  But 
what  I  have  pointed  out  before  to  your 
Jjordships  is  this — that  the  real  danger 
to  the  House  of  Lords  does  not  consist 
in  the  absence  of  five  Life  Peers  ap- 
pointed annually,  or  in  the  presence, 
the  supposed  presence,  of  what  are 
called  black  sheep,  who  do  not  so  often 
attend  the  House,  but  whose  character, 
to  some  extent,  invalidates  the  decisions 
of  the  House  of  Lords — the  real  danger, 
to  my  mind,  has  alway  consisted  in  this — 
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that  under  certain  conditions,  which  it 
is  not  very  difficult  to  imagine,  there 
might  be  an  utter  want  of  sympathy 
between  the  House  of  Lords  and  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  vast  ma- 

i'ority  of  the  House  of  Commons  might 
»e  entirely  opposed  to  the  vast  majority 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  Now,  my  Lords, 
recent  events  appear  to  show  that  that 
danger  is  not  so  remote  as  might  be 
supposed ;  but,  in  any  case,  whether  it 
be  remote  or  not,  the  provisions  of  a 
wise  Minister,  I  should  have  thought, 
would  have  been  to  guard  against  that, 
and  not  to  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
House  of  Lords  at  all,  unless  he  has 
some  large,  far-seeing,  and  exhaustive 
measure  in  view  which  would  meet  this 
very  grave  difficulty.  Now,  my  Lords, 
as  regards  this  particular  measure  which 
the  noble  Marquess  has  proposed  this 
evening,  while  I  do  not  think  it  respect- 
ful to  deal  with  it  on  the  present  occa- 
sion ;  at  the  same  time  I  do  not  see  any 
great  difficulty  in  doing  so.  It  is  not 
of  that  character  as  to  offer  insuperable 
obstacles  to  its  discussion.  But  when 
you  come  to  think  that  after  the  va- 
rious Motions  which  have  met  with 
more  or  less  favour  at  your  Lordships' 
hands,  after  the  very  wide  discussion  in 
the  Press  and  on  the  platforms,  and 
after  that  most  significant  sign  of  all, 
the  revolt  of  the  eldest  sons,  when  you 
come  to  think  that  the  noble  Marquess 
has  nothing  to  propose  but  that  a  Eear 
Admiral  shall  be  made  a  Life  Peer,  or 
that  a  Major  General  shall  be  made  a 
Life  Peer,  or  that  a  Privy  Councillor 
shall  be  made  a  Life  Peer,  or  that  an 
Ambassador  shall  be  made  a  Life  Peer, 
one  begins  to  feel  that  the  subject  is 
almost  hopeless,  and  that  it  is  hardly 
worth  while  proceeding  with  a  reform 
of  that  character.  I  confess  if  I  took 
into  view  simply  the  Bill  proposed  by 
the  noble  Marquess — speaking  as  an 
individual,  for  I  have  no  notion  what- 
ever of  the  feelings  of  my  noble  Friends 
behind  me — I  should  not  care  to  see  the 
Bill  carried  into  effect.  But  with  regard 
to  another  point,  I  confess  that  I  should 
be  inclined  to  give  it  my  humble  vote. 
My  view  is  this — supporting  it  as  well 
as  I  can — that  when  you  once  open  the 
sluice-gate  of  reform  into  this  House 
you  will  not  be  able  to  stop  at  this 
limited  measure.  I  myself  am  not  a 
very  great  believer  in  the  remedy  as 


the  noble  Marquess  proposes  it ;  I  think, 
as  I  have  already  indicated,  that  it  may 
even  tend  to  degrade  the  quality  of  the 
Hereditary  Peers  hereafter  to  be  created ; 
because  I  think  that,  when  a  man  has 
been  hereafter  created    a    Hereditary 
Peer,  the  tendency  of  the  cynical  ob- 
server of  the  House  of  Lords — and  I 
must  say  I  rather  put  the  noble  Mar- 
quess himself  in  that  category — would 
be  to  say  that  that  Nobleman  has  been 
created  a  Peer  because  he  did  not  come 
within  the  various  categories  of  fitness 
for  Life  Peerages.    And  my  fear  is  this, 
which  I  believe  the  noble   Marquess 
also  shares— that  the  Hereditary  Peer 
may  hereafter  come  to  occupy  a  very 
subordinate  position  in  relation  to  the 
distinguished    men    whom    the   noble 
Marquess  proposes  to  introduce.    I  do 
not  know  whether  50  or  100,  or  even 
200,  distinguished  men  would  come  in 
under  the  clauses  of  this  Bill;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  think  that  its  opera- 
tion will  be,  as  I  have  already  said, 
rather  to  degrade  the  hereditary  cha- 
racter of  this  House  than  to  improve  it. 
Now,  my  Lords,  there  is  another  pro« 
cess.    The  first  proposal  in  the  Bill  is  to 
make  an  addition ;  but  it  also  contem- 
plates a  process  of  subtraction.     With 
regard  to  the    process  of  addition,   I 
think  it  will  not  be  very  operative ;  but 
as  to  the  process  of  subtraction,  I  ven- 
ture to  affirm  that  it  will  be  absolutely 
inoperative.     Is  it  quite  clear,  to  begin 
with,  that  this  House  has  not  the  power 
of  expelling  any  of  its  Members  by 
Eesolution?    I  do  not  care  to  discuss 
that  point ;  but  if  it  has  not  the  power, 
is  it  the  least  likely  that  for  petty  offences 
which  in  many  cases  unfit  a  Peer,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  public,  for  the  exercise 
of  his  legislative  functions,   that  you 
will  be  able  to  get  a  House  together 
and  get  an  authority  to  move  a  solenm 
Address  to  the  Crown  for  the  removal 
of  a  Peer  ?    My  Lords,  I  do  not  believe 
it  for  a  moment.     I  believe  your  pro- 
cess of   expurgation    will  be    a  dead 
letter.     No  one  will  dare  to  take  upon 
himself  the  invidious  functions  of  censor 
without  authority  or  inducement.    I  am 
firmly  convinced  of  this — that  the  only 
possible  method  by  which  you  can  ex- 
clude undeserving  Peers  from  the  House 
of  Lords  is  the  method  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Dun- 
raven)  as  well  as  by  myself — a  process 
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of  delegation.  My  Lords,  under  these 
circumstances,  I  do  not  think  I  have 
anything  further  to  add  to  the  remarks 
I  have  ventured  to  make  on  this  Bill. 
I  shall  give  it  my  humble  support,  not 
because  of  the  intrinsic  virtues  of  the 
measure,  but  because  I  believe  it  to 
be  a  certain  precedent  for  larger,  and 
more  extensive,  and  more  operative 
proposals. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that  he 
had  deliberately  abstained  from  taking 
part  in  the  discussion  of  this  subject 
during  the  past  two  years,  because  he 
had  had  great  doubts  as  to  the  praptical 
character  of  the  measures  brought  for- 
ward, and  he  had  desired  to  defer  any 
observations  he  might  have  to  make  on 
so  important  a  matter  until  some  definite 

Eroposal  had  been  submitted  to  their 
lOrdships.  He  was  one  of  the  last 
survivors  of  those  who  more  than  90  years 
ago  proposed  to  revive  Life  Peerages. 
His  noble  Friend  who  led  the  official 
Opposition  in  that  House  the  other  day 
was  reported  to  have  said  that  if  the 
measure  which  they  then  proposed  had 
been  allowed  to  take  effect  the  agitation 
for  an  alteration  in  the  constitution  of 
the  House  would  probably  have  been 
delayed  some  time.  Speaking  for  him- 
self, he  was  not  now  of  opinion  that  that 
would  have  been  the  result.  Whatever 
movement  there  might  have  been  for  an 
alteration  in  the  constitution  of  that 
House,  it  was  much  more  deeply  seated 
than  would  have  been  satisfied  by  such 
a  change  as  was  then  proposed.  He  did 
not  know  whether  bis  noble  Friend 
would  contradict  him,  but  he  submitted 
that  the  Government  of  Lord  Falmerston 
30  years  ago  had  more  in  view  the 
strengthening  of  the  judicial  element  of 
that  House  than  anything  else.  Looking 
back  to  that  time,  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  he  thought  the  Government  of  Lord 
Falmerston  rushed  into  that  measure 
hastily  and  without  due  consideration. 
He  did  not  think  that  there  was  one 
Member  of  that  Government  who  be- 
lieved that  there  was  any  doubt  as  to  the 
legal  and  Constitutional  power  they  had 
to  create  Life  Feerages.  Lord  Campbell 
laid  it  down  that  they  had  the  power. 
It  was  a  curious  fact,  and  it  formed  a 
piece  of  political  gossip  at  the  time,  that 
if  Lord  Wensleydale  had  been  well 
enough  to  take  his  seat  on  the  first  night 
of  the  Session  no  question  would  have 
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been  raised  by  the  Law  Peers.  But  as 
he  was  ill,  he  was  compelled  to  delay 
taking  his  seat  for  three  weeks  or  a 
month,  and  during  that  time  the  Law 
Peers  got  up  the  opposition.  They  did 
not  fully  consider — at  least,  speaking 
for  himself,  he  did  not  fully  consider — 
the  influence  which  that  measure  would 
have  on  the  independence  of  that  House. 
His  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Rosebery) 
had  expressed  doubt  whether  there  would 
not  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Ministry  a 
much  greater  responsibility  in  that 
House  if  the  creation  of  Life  Peers  were 
extended.  For  his  own  part,  he  could 
not  help  agreeing  that  the  difficulty  was 
very  considerable.  No  doubt,  there 
were  other  means  at  the  disposal  of  a 
Minister;  but,  on  the  whole,  he  could 
not  doubt  that  it  would  be  more  easy 
for  an  unscrupulous  Minister  to  swamp 
that  House  if  he  had  the  unlimited 
power  of  creating  Life  Peers.  If  they 
were  to  continue  to  have  two  Houses  of 
Parliament,  he  thought  it  should  be 
agreed  by  all  men  that  they  ought  to 
be  independent  of  each  other ;  that  both 
Houses  should  have  in  their  own  sphere 
the  character  of  independence  of  the 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  otherwise  they 
could  not  perform  their  duty  to  the 
people.  He  agreed  with  the  noble 
Marquess  that  there  ought  to  be  some 
limit  on  the  creation  of  Life  Peers ;  but 
this  was  not  the  proper  time  for  discuss- 
ing what  should  be  the  precise  limit. 
He  did  not,  however,  understand  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  who  had  spoken 
last,  because  the  noble  Earl  said  he 
would  vote  for  that  measure,  but  that  he 
thought  it  would  degrade  that  House. 
He  could  not  quite  understand  those  two 
propositions.  The  noble  Earl  said  the 
Bill  would  open  the  door  through  which 
other  measures  would  come  in  after- 
wards for  further  reforms  of  that  House. 
He  hoped  that  the  noble  Earl  did  not 
mean  that  those  other  measures  were 
also  to  have  the  character  of  tending  to 
degrade  that  House,  and  that  he  would 
also  vote  for  them. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  said,  he 
did  not  want  his  words  to  be  misappre- 
hended. He  had  said  that  he  thought 
the  proposed  introduction  of  Life  Peers 
might  rather  have  a  tendency  to  degrade 
the  Hereditary  Members,  and  that  in  that 
respect  he  shared  the  surmises  of  the 
noble  Marquess  himself.      His   other 
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argnment  was  that  that  measure  would 
open  the  sluice  gate  to  other  measures 
of  reform. 

The  Duke  of  AEQYLL  :  Tbe  noMe 
Earl  said  that  the  measure  would  tend 
to  degrade  the  Hereditary  Peers,  but 
nevertheless  he  would  vote  for  it.     For 
himself,  he   did   not  believe  that  the 
creation  of  Life  Peers  would  have  any 
such  effect.     They  would  be  regarded 
as  other  Members  of  the  House  were ; 
they  would  be  respected  for  their  indi- 
vidual character  and  ability,  and  many 
of  them  were  men  of  great  ability  and 
took  an  active  part  in  the  Business  of  the 
House.     They  had  heard    some    able 
speeches  from  the  noble  Earl  about  the 
reform  of  the  House  of  Lords — a  sub- 
ject which  he  must  say  he  had  treated 
with  great  ability,  but  at  the  same  time 
with  an  ability  which  was  consistent 
with  the  avoidance  of  committing  him- 
self to  any  definite  scheme.     The  noble 
Earl  told  them  that  there  was  a  danger 
of  that  House  coming  into  collision  with 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.      Of 
course  there  was.     That  was  a  necessary 
danger  attending  any  Constitution  under 
which  they  had  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment.    But  he  asked  what  his  noble 
Friend  was  driving  at  in  his  speeches  in 
that  House  and  out  of  the  House  ?     He 
must  say  that  he  thought  persons  in  the 
position  of  his  noble  Friend  who  had 
been  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  and  who 
hoped   again  to    be  Ministers   of    the 
Crown,  should  not  throw  the  great  in- 
stitutions of  this  country  at  the  heads 
of  the  people  without  any   indication 
of  the  direction  in  which  they  them- 
selves would  wish  their  reforms  to  go. 
It   was  pretty  plain   what   his    noble 
Friend  meant.      Ho  meant  that  there 
should  continue  to  be  a  Second  Chamber, 
as  it  was  commonly  called,  but  one  that 
should  always  agree  with  the  House 
of    Commons    and  which    should    say 
'*  Ditto  "  to  the  House  of  Commons — a 
House  of  Lords  whose  voice  was  never 
to  be  heard  except  in  the  symphony  of 
**  Amen.''     If  that  was  so,  let  him  say  it 
openly — let  him  tell  them  and  tell  the 
people  that  he  wished  to  have  a  second 
House  of  Parliament  that  would  never 
take  an  independent  view  of  anything, 
and,  therefore,  would  never  be  in  danger 
of  a  possible  collision  with  the  House 
of  Commons.     They  would  then  under- 
stand him.    That  reminded  him  of  an 
incident  which  he  witnessed  a  few  years 


ago.     Some  American  steamers,  as  their 
Lordships    might     know,     were     like 
Noah's  Ark,  and  covered  like  a  house 
with  a  roof,  and  no  passenger  was  al- 
lowed to  go  on  to  the  top  of  that  roof 
without  the  special  leave  of  the  captain. 
It  happened  to  himself  to  be  on  board 
one  of  those  steamers,  and  the  captain 
invited  him  to  go  up  and  see  the  views 
from  the  top  of  the  ship.     An  American 
lady  was  there  also  at  the  time.     An 
essential  part  of  the  machinery  of  such  a 
steamer  which  wished  to  avoid  danger 
was  a  steam  whistle ;  and  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  he  referred  the  whistle 
being  set  going  the  lady  put  up  both  her 
hands  to  her  ears  to  shut  out  the  dread- 
ful noise.     The  captain  afterwards  said 
to  her — ''I  am  very  sorry,  madam,  to 
have  inconvenienced  you,  but  you  will 
be  glad  to  hear  that  our  g^eat  inventor, 
Mr.  Edison,  is  about  to  take  out  a  new 
patent  for  a  steam    whistle  that  is  to 
make  no  noise  at  all."     *'  That  would 
be  delightful,"  she  thought.     Well,  his 
noble  Friend  was  a  sort  of  political  Mr. 
Edison,  who  would  undertake  to  produce 
a  House  of  Lords,  which  would  never 
dissent  from  the   House  of  Commons, 
would    never    cry    *'No,"  and    would 
always  say  **  Ditto  "  to  that  House.    He 
could  imderstand  the  doctrine  that  they 
should  not  have  a  House  of  Lords  which 
would  be  in  perpetual  conflict  and  col- 
lision with  the  House  of  Commons.     A 
greater  calamity  to  the  country  could 
not  well  be  conceived.     He  desired  an 
Upper  Chamber  such  as  they  had  ever 
had  for  600,  700,  or  800  years,  which 
should  be  gifted  with  insight  into  the 
great  political  instincts  of  the  English 
people,  which  should  be  able  to  detect 
the  movements  of  political  opinion  that 
were  really  such,   and    to  aistinguish 
those  movements  and  the  conclusions  to 
which  they  pointed  from  the  movements 
of  impulsive   passion  which  might  at 
some  unhappy  moment  threaten  disaster 
to  the  State.     That  must  involve  the 
danger  of  occasional  difference  with  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.     That  was 
the    use    of   the    House    of   Lords  — 
that  was  the  use  of  the  Second  Chamber; 
and  without  that  danger  there  could  be 
no  such  use.     His  noble  Friend,  in  a 
speech  made  in  the  North  of  Scotland 
the  other  day,  said  that  the  reform  of  the 
House  of  Lords  was  not  pre-eminently, 
but  only  partially  a  Party  question,  and 
he  agreed  in  that.    But  his  noble  Friend 
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went  on  to  say  that  the  House  of  Lords 
was  eminently  obstructive  of  Liberal 
measures.  He  wanted  to  know  what 
his  noble  Friend  meant  by  ''Liberal 
measures?"  He  supposed  that  he 
meant  measures  which  emanated  from 
the  Party  to  whioh  he  belonged;  and 
that  the  House  of  Lords  ought  never  to 
dissent  from  measures  proposed  by  the 
Party  which  he  honoured  with  his 
Membership  and  adherence.  Well,  that 
was  a  very  large  order.  But  how  far, 
he  would  ask,  was  it  true  that  that 
House,  in  any  large  sense  of  the  word, 
had  been  obstructive  of  the  g^eat 
changes  which  during  the  last  half- 
oentury  had  been  in  the  interests  of 
the  people?  He  himself  had  had  the 
honour  of  being  either  a  Member  of  that 
House  or  a  close  attendant  on  its  debates 
as  a  boy  on  the  steps  of  the  Throne  for 
very  close  on  half-a-century — for  47 
years ;  and  he  looked  back  to  see  what 
were  the  great  movements  of  legislation 
in  the  interests  of  the  people  to  which 
that  House  had  been  an  obstruction. 
Besides  many  others  of  considerable 
importance,  he  found  five  or  six  changes 
which  were  considered  almost  revolu- 
tionary in  their  character.  First  of  all, 
he    found   a  series   of   measures,    not 

Eromoted  solely  by  the  Liberal  Party, 
ut  heralded  and  defended  and  promoted 
and  patronized  by  one  man  who  was 
throughout  life  more  or  less  a  Conserva- 
tive— the  late  Lord  Shaftesbury.  Had 
the  late  Lord  Shaftesbury  any  serious 
difficulty  in  carrying  those  measures 
through  the  House  of  Lords  ?  No ;  the 
opposition  ofifered  to  them  in  the  House 
of  Commons  was  much  more  serious 
than  that  offered  in  the  House  of  Lords ; 
and  when  they  came  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  although  they  were  not  received 
with  enthusiasm — for  that  was  not  the 
special  quality  of  their  Lordships' 
House — they  were  passed  with  much 
less  difficulty.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  Factory  Acts  were  at 
that  time  considered  to  be  measures  of 
almost  a  revolutionary  kind.  They 
introduced  an  entirely  new  principle  in 
our  legislation — a  principle  full  of  doubt 
and  difficulty  even  in  the  opinion  of  our 
most  philanthropic  and  public  men. 
Among  the  many  measures  which, 
during  the  last  50  years,  had  tended  to 
prove  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  and  the 
political  instincts  of  the  British  people, 
and  which  had  tended  to  the  happiness 
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of  the  working  classes,  none,  in  his 
opinion,  stood  before  the  Factory  Acts. 
He  came  now  to  the  next  question,  the 
abolition  of  Protection.  Protection  of 
native  industries  was  dear  to  the  hearts 
and  convictions  of  the  leading  men  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.  He  remem- 
bered very  well  when  Lord  Melbourne 
sat  in  the  place  now  occupied  by  the 
noble  Marquess,  and  seeing  by  his  side 
old  Lord  Holland,  whose  form  and 
features  recalled  to  their  Lordships  the 
well-known  form  and  features  of  the 
illustrious  man  who  was  a  near  relative 
of  his  and  one  of  the  greatest  of  our 
English  statesmen.  At  that  time  there 
was  but  one  Member  of  their  Lordships' 
House  who  was  in  favour  of  the  repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws.  That  was  the  late 
Lord  Fitz William.  In  a  few  short  years 
the  abolition  of  Protection  was  attained. 
The  question  was  dealt  with  by  the 
House  of  Commons  under  great  diffi- 
culty, and  under  the  pressure  of  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  the  potato 
famine  in  Ireland  it  was  found  impos- 
sible to  resist  the  action  of  Sir  Eobert 
Peel.  The  question  then  came  up  to 
their  Lordships'  House  against  the 
individual  convictions  of  the  vast 
majority.  There  was  no  doubt  about 
that;  but  their  Lordships  legislated  on 
the  question,  and  they  submitted  to 
the  changes  whioh  they  saw  inevitable. 
The  third  question  was  the  destruction 
of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land. If  ever  there  was  a  measure 
which  was  odious  to  the  feelings,  the 
sentiments,  and  the  convictions  of  a 
large  part  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
it  was  the  destruction  of  that  Church. 
But  their  Lordships  saw  then,  as  the 
House  of  Commons  had  seen,  that  the 
time  had  come  for  the  removal  of  that 
strange  political  anomaly.  Instead  of 
obstructing  the  measure,  their  Lord- 
ships' House  made  some  alterations  in 
it  of  a  comparatively  minor  kind  with 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  clergy, 
and  then  allowed  it  to  pass.  He  said, 
therefore,  that  in  none  of  these  cases 
was  the  assertion  of  the  noble  Earl  true 
that  the  House  of  Lords  had  been  au 
obstructive  of  Liberal  measures.  He 
came  now  to  the  question  of  the  fran- 
chise. A  large  number  of  their  Lord- 
ships were  at  that  time  in  favour  of  the 
franchise,  but  he  believed  that  if  the 
Division  had  been  taken  as  a  mere  ques- 


405 


Souse  of  Zorii  {  June  1 6, 1  &88  ^  {li/e  Peers)  Ml. 


406 


tion  of  philosophy,  without  reference  to 
political  circumstances,    that  extension 
would  not  have  taken  place.     But  that 
franchise  measure  was  carried.  He  came 
now  to  the  question  of  the  redistrihution 
of  seats.     Here  they  came  to  the  last 
case  on  which  there  had  been  something 
like  a  serious  danger  of  collision  between 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament.     At  that 
time  he  sat  on  the  opposite  Benches,  but, 
though  not  in  Office,  he  voted  with  Mr. 
01ad[8tone'B    Government    against    the 
postponement  of  the  Franchise  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  seeing  the  Kedistribu- 
tion  Bill.     He  voted  against  the  post- 
ponement of  that  Bill  because  he  had 
some  personal  confidence  in  the  sense  of 
responsibility  under  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  Mr.  Gladstone  acted  in  regard  to 
redistribution.     He  felt  a  tolerable  con- 
fidence that  Mr.  Gladstone  would  not 
produce  a  Bill  which  at  that  time  was 
called  a   ''jerrymandering  Bill."     He 
must  say,  however,  that  he  had  no  right 
to  expect  other  men  to  have  that  per- 
sonal respect  and  confidence  which  he 
felt  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and 
he  was  far  from  saying  that  the  House 
of  Lords  was  not  right  in  asking  that 
the  two  Bills  should  go  forward  together, 
or,  at  least,  that  the  proposals  of  the 
one  measure  should  be  known  before  the 
other  was  passed.     This  question  nearly 
led  to  a  serious  collision  on  account  of 
the   passionate  manner  in   which  Mr. 
Gladstone  discussed    it.      He    accused 
the  Houee  of  Lords   openly  in  many 
speeches    of   wishing    to    destroy    the 
Franchise  Bill  through  a  demand  for 
the  Eedistribution  Bill.     He  believed 
that  was  an  entirely  erroneous  view. 
He  believed  that  the  great  majority  of 
their  Lordships  were  willing  to  vote  for 
the  Franchise  Bill,  and  that  its  post- 
ponement until  the  Eedistribution  Bill 
was  forthcoming  was  a  really  bond  fide 
desire  on  their  part  to  have  the  full 
scheme   of  reform    before    them.     But 
how  did  that  matter  end  ?    Of  course, 
if  their  Lordships  had  to  deal  with  pas- 
sionate men,  with  Ministers  who  would 
not  allow  the  great  elements  of  the  Con- 
stitution to  have  free  play,  with  Minis- 
ters who  were  so  passionate  that  they 
would  not  allow  the  Second  Chamber  to 
have  a  say  in  such  matters  as  this,  then 
there   would  always   be  friction.     But 
the  whole  British   Constitution  turned 
on  legal  and  Constitutional  points.     The 
danger  of  collision  did  not  come  from 


their  Lordships,  who,  while  acting  un- 
fortunately,   as     he    thought,    at    the 
moment,  acted  strictly  within  their  Con- 
stitutional rights,  and  in  the  exercise 
of  which  their  vote  ought  to  have  been 
respected.      But  how  did  this  matter 
end  ?      That  House  was  firm,  and  it 
ended    in    a    compromise.       The    two 
Parties  met,  and  a  Eedistribution  Bill 
was    agreed   upon.     Could    his    noble 
Friend  say  that  this    was  a  case    in 
which  their  Lordships'  House  obstructed 
a  Liberal  measure  ?    It  was  a  case  in 
which  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament, 
acting  under  a  due  sense  of  public  duty, 
and  acting  to  some  extent  on  different 
opinions,  procured  a  compromise  which 
he  believed  would  be  happy  in  its  re- 
sults'.    His  noble  Friend   spoke  as  if 
every  measure  of   the    Liberal   Party 
should  be  received  by  their  Lordships. 
Did  his  noble    Friend  remember    the 
warning  lately  given  to  them  by  his 
illustrious  Chief  about  the  present  state 
of  the  Liberal  Party  ?  His  noble  Friend 
had    forgotten   that.    In    the  General 
Election  of  1885  Mr.  Gladstone  said  he 
had  the  honour  of  being  at  the  head  of 
the  Liberal  Party;  he  had  long  known  it 
intimately ;  he  had  long  known  its  virtues 
— he  forgot  the  terms  of  the  eulogium, 
but  he  remembered  that  it  was  very  fine 
— and  he  warned  the  people  of  Mid 
Lothian  that  the  Liberal  Party  was  not 
to  be  trusted  if  it  had  to  depend  on  the 
votes  of  the  Irish  Members.     But  what 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do  now  ? 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  fulfilled  his 
own  prophecy.    The  noble  Earl  forgot 
that  oy  the  confession  of  his  Leader  the 
portion  of  the  Liberal  Party  which  was 
under  the  influence  and  domination  of 
Mr.  Parnell  was  not  in  a  position  safely 
to  represent  the  interests  of  the  country. 
He  was  a  thoroughly  convinced  Glad- 
stonian  on  that  point.     But  if  that  be 
the  position  of  the  Liberal  Party  at  pre- 
sent by  the  confession  and  prophecy  of 
its  illustrious  Chief,  was  it  reasonable 
that  his  noble  Friend  should  insist  upon 
such  a  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords 
that  it  should  always  accept  whatever 
that  section  of  the  Liberal  Party  agreed 
upon  ?    That  apparently  was  the  mean- 
ing of  his  noble  Friend's  language.    He 
had  spoken  thus  that  evening  because, 
having  a  full  and  anxious  desire  to  see 
any  changes  made  in  their  Lordships' 
House  which  should  be  in  the  direction 
of  development  and  strengthening  it  for 
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the  great  purposes  of  the  Constitution, 
he  wished  to  know  whether  they  did  or 
did  not  recognize  what  those  purposes 
were.  He  had  read  his  noble  Friend's 
speeches,  and  he  had  been  amused  and 
edified  by  their  extremely  dexterous 
character.  But  he  repeated  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  given  no  indication,  even 
last  week  in  the  North  of  Scotland,  of 
the  purposes  and  direction  in  which  he 
wished  their  Lordships  to  go.  He  had 
felt  it  to  be  a  public  duty  to  say  so  much 
on  this  the  first  opportunity  he  had  had 
of  addressing  their  Lordships  on  the 
subject.  He  would  not  now  discuss  the 
proposals  of  the  noble  Marquess,  pre- 
ferring to  wait  until  they  were  before 
the  House,  when  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  enter  upon  their  discussion 
with  the  full  desire  to  do  what  they 
could,  even  if  it  should  be  only,  as  his 
noble  Friend  said,  a  first  step  towards 
enlarging  and  strengthening  the  consti- 
tution of  their  Lordships'  House. 

Thb  Eakl  of  DUNRAVEN  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  say  anything  about  the 
Bill  at  present,  because  he  thought  any 
observations  could  best  be  made  on  the 
second  reading  stage.  He  rose  merely 
to  express  satisfaction  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  introduced  a  Bill  of  this 
character,  though  he  confessed  that  his 
satisfaction  was  derived  rather  from  a 
hope  of  favours  to  come  than  from  a 
conviction  that  the  Bill  would  solve  the 
problem  or  satisfy  the  requirements  of 
the  case.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
House  could  be  reformed  in  the  neces- 
sary direction  by  any  creation  of  Life 
Peers.  With  regard  to  that  part  of  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Marquess  which 
related  to  the  exclusion  from  that  House 
of  the  so-called  ''black  sheep,"  he  ad- 
mitted that  he  did  not  exactly  know  to 
whom  that  expression  referred ;  but,  at 
all  events,  those  who  were  indicated  by 
it  did  not  sit  either  upon  the  Front 
Bench  beneath  him  or  upon  the  Front 
Bench  opposite,  and,  in  fact,  they  were 
very  few  in  number.  He  fully  recog- 
nized, however,  that  the  feeling  created 
abroad  by  the  presence  of  delinquents 
in  that  House  could  not  be  measured  by 
the  number  of  those  delinquents,  but 
must  be  gauged  by  the  view  that  was 
taken  of  the  matter  by  the  country,  and 
by  the  amount  of  prejudice  which  might 
be  raised  against  the  House  by  the  fact 
of  their  presence  in  it.  He,  therefore, 
attached  great  importance  to  that  pro- 
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vision  in  the  Bill  which  gave  powers  to 
the  Crown  to  cancel  a  Writ.  Those 
powers  ought  to  be  exercised  on  the 
basis  of  attendance  at  the  Sittings  of 
the  House,  Rules  being  framed  by  their 
Lordships  enforcing  more  regular  atten- 
dance. He  regretted  that  the  noble 
Marquees,  in  introducing  this  measure, 
had  given  no  indication  that  its  pro- 
visions might  be  extended  to  the  great 
Colonies  and  the  Dependencies  of  the 
Crown. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  was 
understood  to  say  that  he  had  already 
stated  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
would  extend  to  any  person  who  had 
been  the  Governor  General,  and  to  any 
Civil  servant  who  had  served  in  the 
Colonies  and  who  had  been  made  a 
Privy  Councillor. 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  said,  he 
was  glad  to  find  that  he  had  been  in 
error  upon  this  point.  He  did  not  think 
that  any  great  advantage  would  be  de^ 
rived  from  conferring  Life  Peerages  upon 
soldiers  and  sailors,  seeing  that  both  the 
Services  were  already  well  represented 
in  that  House.  He  had  no  desire  upon 
that  occasion  to  discuss  the  provisions  or 
the  merits  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  might  say 
that  he  did  not  agree  with  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  in  his  estimate  of  the  mea- 
sure. He  believed  that  the  Bill,  taken 
in  conjunction  with  the  results  which 
might  flow  from  the  Commission  which 
had  been  moved  for  the  other  day  by  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  would  prove  a  useful 
one.  He  did  not  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  it  would  meet  all  the  requirements 
of  the  case,  but  he  looked  upon  it  with 
all  the  more  favour  because  it  appeared 
to  carry  out  the  view  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  emphasized  so  strongly  the 
other  day  when  he  told  their  Lordships 
that  he  did  not  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  take  up  the  nonpossumus 
position  with  regard  to  the  reform  of 
that  House.  He  trusted  that,  a  proposal 
for  the  reform  of  that  House  having 
been  initiated  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, if  this  Bill  should  prove  inade- 
quate they  would  be  willing  to  go  a  step 
further,  and  to  supplement  it  by  a  fuller 
measure  of  reform. 

Lord  NORTON  said,  that  with  refer- 
ence to  a  remark  which  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  to  the  effect 
that  this  Bill  would  not  prevent  colli- 
sions occurring  between  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament,  he  wished  to  ask  him 
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wbather  he  thought  that  any  measure 
that  coald  be  passed  would  have  the 
effect  of  preventing  all  possibility  of 
ooUision  between  those  Bodies  ?  He  did 
not  sappoae  that  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
entertained  such  an  idea,  any  more  than 
that  he  entertained  the  idea  attributed 
to  him  by  the  noble  Duke  opposite  of 
of  rendering  that  House  a  silent  partaer 
of  the  House  of  Commoas,  which  should 
exUt  merely  for  the  purpose  of  endorsing 
and  registering  the  decrees  of  the  other 
Hoase.  He  desired  to  call  the  attention 
of  their  Lordships  to  the  wide  divergence 
in  point  of  principle  between  the  Bills 
which  had  been  respectively  introduced 
by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  and  by  the 
noble  Earl  who  bad  last  spoken  and  that 
under  discussion  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
The  proposals  of  the  noble  Earls  in- 
Tolved  the  introduction  of  a  new  principle 
into  the  essential  constitution  of  this 
House— namely,  that  its  Members  sat 
by  virtue  of  Crown  appointments,  whe- 
ther hereditary  or  for  life ;  whereas,  by 
the  proposal  of  the  noble  Marquess,  that 
principle  would  be  retained  intact. 
Nearly  all  those  who  had  thought  upon 
this  subject  were  agreed  that  it  was 
necessary  that  there  should  be  a  Second 
Leg^lative  Chamber  in  all  free  Constitu- 
tions, and  there  was  high  authority  in 
favour  of  that  view,  the  f ramers  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  StatQS  having 
come,  after  the  ablest  and  most  ex- 
haustive discussion,  to  the  conclusion  that 
to  have  only  one  Chamber  would  be 
fatal  to  freedom  and  to  the  continuity 
and  stability  of  government.  They  re- 
cognized, as  their  greatest  difficulty,  the 
desirability  of  the  Second  Chamber 
being  of  entirely  different  constitution. 
Those  who  proposed  to  make  the  House 
of  Lords  partially  elective  failed  to  ap- 
preciate the  great  advantage  that  the 
two  Houses  should  be  differently  con- 
stituted. It  was  the  dissimilarity  of 
constitution  which  had  given  the  House 
of  Lords  its  peculiar  usefulness  in  rela- 
tion to  the  Commons.  By  long  and  his- 
torical prestige  it  had  been  rendered 
what  it  was  impossible  for  new  Constitu- 
tion makers  to  create.  If  once  we  de- 
stroyed the  special  constitution  of  the 
House  its  inimitable  service  in  our 
Legislature  could  never  be  regained. 
He  had  heard  it  said  that  there  was  no 
historical  record  in  existence  of  the 
peculiar  original  constitution  of  this 
House ;  but  no  very  deep  historical  re- 


search was  needed  to  establish  the  fact 
that  the  Barons,  lay  and  spiritual — the 
one  hereditary,  the  other  for  life — were 
an  emanation  from  the  Crown  as  the 
permanent  branch  of  the  Council  of  the 
Kingdom.  They  had  found  it  desirable 
to  separate  themselves,  in  Edward  the 
First^s  Reign,  from  the  elective  and  con- 
tinually changing  portion  of  the  Council, 
which  consisted  of  delegates  from  shires 
and  boroughs.  It  was  a  fallacy  to  sup- 
pose that  popular  election  must,  in  ac- 
cordance with  some  theoretic  spirit  of 
the  age,  be  introduced  into  the  consti- 
tution of  every  institution.  Popular 
election,  when  in  the  hands  of  managers 
and  Caucuses,  ended  less  in  popular  re- 
presentation than  the  constitution  of  this 
House.  Election  was  not  necessary  to 
representation  ;  and  there  might  be  too 
much  of  it  for  really  popular  interests. 
If  such  a  principle  were  introduced  into 
the  composition  of  this  House  it  would 
change  it  from  being  what  it  ought  to 
be  and  was — a  Supplemental  Body,  co- 
operating with  the  legislative  action  of 
the  other  House — into  a  mere  rival  of 
the  other  House  and  looking  always  to 
the  same  agencies  outside.  On  these 
grounds,  he  maintained  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  Marquess  was  the  only  safe  pro- 
posal that  had  been  submitted  to  the 
House. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
was  not  at  all  alarmed  by  the  suggestion 
which  had  been  made  that  if  this  Bill 
passed  it  would  not  be  final,  but  that 
something  more  might  from  time  to  time 
be  done  afterwards.  When  that  some- 
thing more  was  proposed  the  House 
would,  of  course,  judge  whether  it 
would  do  good  or  evil.  This  was  a  sub- 
ject as  to  which  it  was  desirable  to  legis- 
late from  time  to  time  upon  matters 
which  the  House  conceived  to  be  prac- 
tical, and  which  might  be  carried  into 
effect  consistently  with  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  maintaining  this  House  as  an 
efficient  Second  Chamber.  He  was, 
therefore,  not  unwilling  to  contemplate 
the  possibility  of  further  measures.  With 
regard  to  the  Bill  itself,  he  thought  it 
was  called  for  by  the  necessities  of  the 
country.  He  had  been  always  one  of 
those  who  thought  that  the  House  took 
a  very  strong  measure  when  it  laid  down 
as  a  doctrine  of  Constitutional  Law  that 
the  Crown,  though  it  might  create  Life 
Peers,  could  not  entitle  them  to  seats  in 
their  Lordships'  House,  unless  e^t  thQ 
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same  time  there  should  be  some  sort  of 
remainder  by  way  of  inheritance.  That 
decision  had  been  acquiesced  in  so  long 
by  the  Crown  and  the  country,  as  to 
make  it  now.  practically,  part  of  the 
Law  of  Parliament ;  but  he  thought 
it  rendered  necessary  some  such  measure 
as  this  in  order  to  get  rid  of  the 
general  exclusion  of  Life  Peers,  and,  so 
&r,  he  welcomed  the  measure  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  With  regard  to  the 
limitations  proposed  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, he  concurred  more  distinctly  in 
the  limitation  as  to  time  than  in  that 
as  to  the  maximum  number.  He  quite 
agreed  that  there  should  be  such  a  rea- 
sonable limit  put  to  the  number  of  Life 
Peers  to  be  created  within  a  definite 
space  of  time  as  would  prevent  an  abuse 
ol  the  power  for  the  purpose  of  over- 
turning instead  of  strengthening  the 
Constitution.  He  had,  however,  more 
doubt  of  the  limitation  of  the  number  to 
50.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
it  would  not  be  a  permanent  limita- 
tion ;  he  doubted  whether  it  was  desir- 
able that  it  should  be.  If,  as  was  not 
now  proposed,  but  as  might  at  some 
time  be  rendered  necessary  by  the  multi- 
plication of  Hereditary  Peerages,  the 
number  of  Peers  who  were  to  sit  in 
the  House  and  exercise  legislative  func- 
tions were  limited,  it  was  doubtful  whe- 
ther there  would  be  any  need  for  a  defi- 
nite limitation  of  the  total  number  of  Life 
Peers.  The  noble  Marques  proposed,  in 
certain  cases,  to  take  power  to  recall,  or 
not  to  issue,  Writs  to  Peers  who  would 
otherwise  have  a  right  to  sit  in  this 
House.  That  proposition  appeared  to 
him  fairly  to  raise  another  question,  on 
which  his  own  opinion  differed  from 
that  of  many  others.  So  far  from  con- 
sidering that  this  House  would  lose 
strength,  if  those  entitled  to  succeed  to 
it  were  permitted  to  retain  the  status 
of  Commoners  until  they  applied  for 
Writs,  he  thought  the  contrary.  He 
thought  it  would  be  of  considerable 
advantage  if  a  person  to  whom  the  right 
to  succeed  to  a  Peerage  had  come  were 
not  compelled  to  resign  a  seat  in  the 
House  of  Commons  until  he  applied  for 
a  Writ  to  issue  summoning  him  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  He  could  not  think 
that  would  in  any  degree  tend  to  weaken 
the  House  of  Lords ;  and  if  it  were  not 
done,  persons,  who,  being  in  the  line 
of  succession  to  a  Peerage  had  attained 
a  position  of  eminence  and  usefulness  in 

The  £arl  of  Selborne 


the  other  House  of  Parliament,  might 
be  dissatisfied  with  the  hereditary  part 
of  the  constitution  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
His  reasons  for  thinking  that  the  House 
of  Lords  might  gain  more  than  it  lost  by 
such  a  change  were,  that,  in  the  first 
place,  it  was  most  desirable  that  those 
who  came  to  take  a  prominent  part  in  the 
discussions  of  the  House  of  Lords  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  a  good  training 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  They  should 
accustom  themselves  to  the  prevalent  tone 
and  feeling  of  the  constituencies  and 
of  the  other  House,  and  learn  to  under- 
stand and  to  be  in  sympathy  with  the 
views  which  prevailed  there,  and  when 
they  came  to  the  House  of  Lords  they 
should  bring  to  it  as  much  knowledge 
as  possible  of  the  other  House  and  of 
its  spirit  and  its  way  of  doing  Busi- 
ness. There  had  been  cases  where  the 
necessity  of  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  leaving  that  House  and  enter- 
ing the  House  of  Lords  on  his  succeed- 
ing to  a  Peerage  had  disturbed  the 
whole  political  arrangements  of  the 
country.  It  was  so  when  Lord  Althorp 
became  Lord  Spencer,  which  caused 
almost  a  political  revolution.  Such  cases 
might  from  time  to  time  recur,  and 
he  thought  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage if  in  these,  and  indeed  in  all 
cases,  the  successor  to  a  Peerage 
might,  at  his  option,  remain  a  Commoner 
until  he  desired  to  take  his  seat  in 
the  House  of  Lords.  It  ought  to  be 
borne  in  mind  that  this  was  not  a 
House  in  which  young  men,  as  a  rule, 
took  much  part  in  the  debates.  Owing 
to  what  might  be  termed  the  absence 
of  enthusiasm  and  the  intermittent 
character  of  the  debates,  the  yoimger 
Members  of  this  House  did  not  speak 
as  often  as  the  House  of  Commons 
would  probably  hear  them  if  they  sat  in 
that  House,  and  they  had,  therefore, 
not  the  same  advantages  in  regard  to 
preparation  for  the  duties  of  :i  statesman 
as  they  would  have  if  they  remained 
longer  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Nor 
was  it  correct  to  say  that  if  this  choice 
were  given,  the  most  distinguished  men 
to  whom  the  right  of  Peerage  came 
would  always  stay  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  believed  that  after  they 
had  acquired  political  influence  and  ex- 
perience there,  most  of  them  would 
come  to  this  House,  when  they  could  be 
of  the  greatest  use  to  it.  The  late  Lord 
Derby  and  Lord  Bussell  cam9  tQ  this 
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House  of  their  own  free  will,  and  men 
who  had  made  their  mark  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  but  who  were  getting  on 
in  years,  constantly,  of  their  own  free 
will,  left  the  House  of  Commons  to  be- 
come Members  of  that  House.  The 
House  of  Lords  was  very  much  in  the 
position  of  a  Senate,  and  into  the  cha- 
racter of  a  Senate  the  idea  of  seniority 
usually  entered. 

Eael  GRANVILLE  said,  he  did  not 
rise  to  prolong  this  discussion,  as  it  was 
somewhat  inconvenient  to  discuss  a  Bill 
on  the  Motion  for  its  first  reading,  and 
before  the  House  had  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  studying  the  details.     The  dis- 
cussion, however,  he  admitted,  had  led 
to  some  pertinent  remarks  from  his  noble 
Friend  on  that  Bench  and  some  interest- 
uig   suggestions   from   the  noble  and 
learned  Earl.    He  should  not,  on  the 
present  occasion,  enter  into  the  merits  of 
the  Bill,  nor  did  he  feel  inclined  to  fol- 
low the  example  of  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll),  who  imagined  a  speech 
as  having  been   delivered  by  a  noble 
Lord  on  that  Bench,  and  then  proceeded 
to  demolish  it.     The  speech  which  the 
noble  Duke    attributed   to    his    noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery)  he  had 
never  heard  delivered.  The  noble  Duke 
attributed  to  the  noble  Earl  a  desire  to 
make  this  Assembly  subservient  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  As  far  as  he  under- 
stood the  arguments  of  his  noble  Friend 
the  other  day,  it,  on  the  contrary,  ap- 
peared  to  be  the  object  of  his  noble 
Friend  to  strengthen  this  House.     The 
noble  Earl  verv    sensibly  urged   that 
every  attempt  should  be  made  to  bring 
the  two  Houses  as  much  as  possible 
into  harmonious  co-operation.  He  (Earl 
Granville)  did  not  desire  to  go  into  the 
recent  history  of  the  House  oi  Lords.  It 
was  not  his  business  or  wish  to  bring  an 
indictment  against  it;  but  there  were 
people  who  did  wish  to  do  so,  and  some 
remarks  that  had  been  made  that  even- 
ing would  probably  prompt  those  per- 
sons to  show  some  recent  instances  in 
which  certain    measures  certainly  had 
been  delayed  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
Into  this  matter,  however,  he  did  not 
wish  to  enter;   but  he  could  not  help 
referring   to  the    attack  made  by  the 
noble     Duke     against     Mr.     W.     E. 
Gladstone,   and   the    charge   that  Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone  had  some  time  ago 
stimulated    the  agitation    against    the 
Qouse  of  Lords,    No  doubt;  there  was 


such  an  agitation  of  which  a  political 
Leader  possessing  Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone's power  mig^t  have  taken  advan- 
tage and  carried  to  a  turning  point; 
but  their  Lordships  would,  he  l^lt  sure, 
remember  how  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone, 
on  the  contrary,  abstained  from  fanning 
that  agitation  and  was  careful  to  do  all 
in  his  power  to  calm  it. 

Bill  read  1*.     (No  161.) 

house  of  loeds  (discontunxance  of 
writs)  bill  [h.l.] 

A  Bill  to  authorize  the  discontinuance  in 
particular  cases  of  the  issue  of  writs  of  sum- 
mons to  the  House  of  Lords— Was  presented  by 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury;  read  1*.  (No.  162.) 

LIMITED    PARTNERSHIPS    BILL    [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  establish  limited  partnerships— 
Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Bramwell ;  react  1*. 
(No.  169.) 

llouse  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o* clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  l^thJun$,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  — Select  CosnirrrBB  —  Trustee 
Savings  Banks,  appointed  and  nominated. 

Ways  and  'M'ea.vb^ considered  in  Committee-^ 
Resolution  [June  15]  reported, 

Pbivatb  Bill  {by  Order)^Considered  as  amended 
— Alabama  Great  Southern  Railway. 

Public  Bills— Ordered— First  Reading — Con- 
solidated Fund  (No.  2)  *  ;  Allotments  Act 
(1887)  Amendment  (No.  2)*  [299]. 

Committee — Local  (Government  (England  and 
Wales)  [182]  [Svventh  Nighfl^iL.if, 

Committee— Report— CuaiomB  (Wine  Duty)* 
[293]. 

Third  J^Mrfiti^— Victoria   University*   [1981, 

and  passed. 

Withdrawn — Com  Returns  [177];  Land  Law 
(Wales  and  Monmouthshire)  [122]. 

Provisional  Ordrb  BiLua—Second  Reading^ 
Local  Government  (Ireland)  (Dublin  Mar- 
kets)* [291]. 

Third  Reading— Local  Government  (No.  9)  • 
[274];  Local  Government  (Poor  Law)  (No, 
7)  •  [272J,  and  passed, 


415 


South  Staffordshire         \ COMMONS} 


Water  Sitt. 


4t6 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


UNITED  TELEPHONE    COMPANY  BILL 

(hy  Order), 
SECOND    READINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity)  moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  on  Thursday  week." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Second  Eeadine  be  deferred 
till  Thursday  28th  June.^'— (5ir  John 
Luhhoek.) 

Mr.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  said, 
he  understood  that  the  Bill  had  been 
put  on  the  Paper  that  day  for  the  pur- 
pose of  being  taken. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the 
understanding  was  that  the  Bill  was 
not  to  be  taken  before  Thursday  next ; 
and  he  had  not  been  able  to  consult  his 
hon.  Friend,  who  took  a  more  active 
part  in  the  matter,  as  to  the  exact  day 
on  which  he  would  be  able  to  be  present. 
He  had,  therefore,  moved  that  the 
second  reading  be  postponed  until 
Thursday  week. 

Mb.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  he  must 
be  allowed  to  express  a  hope  that  the 
date  of  the  second  reading  would  now 
be  definitely  fixed,  as  hon.  Members 
had  been  brought  down  to  the  House 
on  several  occasions  in  regard  to  the 
BiU. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SOUTH  STAFFORDSHIRE  WATER  BILL. 

MOTION  FOB  AN  INSTBUCTION  TO  THE 

COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.),  in 
moving — 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Oommittee 
on  the  South  Staffordshire  Water  BiU  to  insert 
the  auction  clauses  with  reference  to  the 
£60,750  unissued  balance  of  the  ordinary  stock, 
and  to  the  £41,637  unissued  balance  of  the  loan 
capital  of  the  South  Staffordshire  Waterworks 
Company," 

and  who  was  almost  entirely  inaudible, 
was  understood  to  say  that  he  was  quite 
willing  to  make  it  optional  on  the  part 
of  the  Committee  to  follow  the  Instruc- 
tion, provided  that,  in  the  event  of  their 
not  doing  so,  they  had  to  give  their 
reasons  and  the  facts  upon  which  these 
were  grounded.  He  ventured  to  remind 
the  House  that  if  the  Company  had  not 


obtained  many  years  ago  the  power  to 
raise  money  which  they  did  not  want, 
and  had  never  used  this  unissued — and 
which  then  would  have  been  new — 
capital  would,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
have  been  subject  to  the  Auction 
Clauses,  and  he  asked  the  House  to  say 
now  that  it  should  be  treated  as  new 
capital.  The  present  case  was  almost 
strictly  analogous  to  that  of  the  Limps- 
field  and  Oxted  Waterworks  Company, 
where,  when  Parliament  authorized  the 
raising  of  new  Stock,  the  unissued  origi- 
nal Stock  was  made  subject  to  the  same 
restrictions  as  the  new  Stock.  The 
question  was,  whether  the  ratepayers  of 
the  district  were  to  pay  interest  upon  an 
extra  sum  of  £30,000  that  would  simply 
go  into  the  pockets  of  the  shareholders 
of  the  Company,  and,  in  the  event  of  the 
waterworks  being  taken  over,  were  to 
be  saddled  with  an  additional  sum  of 
£30,000  for  the  Company's  works? 
Practically,  the  Stock  was  now  a  certain 
5  per  cent  Stock,  and  for  the  last  10 
years  the  Company  had  paid  a  dividend 
of  4  per  cent,  and  the  shares  had  been 
steadily  going  up  in  value,  and  might  be 
expected,  at  no  very  distant  date,  to  reach 
the  maximum  dividend  of  10  per  cent. 
It  would  be  said  that  the  present  high 
price  of  the  Stock,  which  was  quite  re- 
cently sold  at  138  ex.  div.,  was  due  to 
the  purchasers  having  counted  upon 
getting  allotments  of  the  unissued  Stock 
at  par ;  but  this  could  not  seriously  be 
contended,  as  little  more  than  1 5  per  cent 
of  the  Stock  had  yet  to  be  issued,  and 
the  increased  value  of  the  shares  was 
really  due  to  the  fact  that  in  the  last  20 
years  the  dividends  had  steadily  in- 
creased from  1  to  5  per  cent. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
on  the  South  Staffordshire  Water  Bill  to  insert 
the  auction  clauses  with  reference  to  the 
£60,750  unissued  balance  of  the  ordinary  stock, 
and  to  the  £41,637  unissued  balance  of  the  loan 
capital  of  the  South  Staffordshire  Waterworks 
Company." — (Mr.  Kelly.) 

Mr.  WIGQIN  (Staffordshire,  Hands- 
worth),  in  opposing  the  Motion,  said,  the 
antecedents  of  the  South  Staffordshire 
Water  Company  were  very  different 
from  what  they  had  been  represented  to 
the  House.  He,  therefore,  wished  to 
explain  the  exact  position  of  affairs  at 
the  present  moment.  The  great  mining 
district  of  South  Stafford^iire  was  for 
many  years,  in  conseijuence  of  the  pre- 
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▼alenoe  of  ooal,  ironstone  pits  and  other 
-mining  works  all  over  the  district,  very 
badly  supplied  with  water.  The  supply 
was  altogether  insufficient,  and  of  a  very 
poor  description.  A  number  of  gentle- 
men interested  in  the  district  met 
together,  and  formed  a  small  Water- 
works Company,  with  the  object  of 
supplying  water  to  the  South  Stafford- 
shire district.  They  had  to  search 
pretty  nearly  all  over  South  Stafford- 
shire before  they  could  obtain  a  good 
supply.  Experts  were  employed,  and, 
by  their  advice,  an  investigation  was 
made  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Lichfield, 
where  an  excellent  supply  was  found  in 
the  new  red  sandstone,  fkigines  of  some- 
thing like  400  or  500  horse-power  were 
erected,  by  means  of  which  water  was 
pumped  to  a  great  elevation,  and  the 
supply  was  spread  over  a  distance  of 
something  like  40  miles,  from  Derby- 
.shire  on  the  one  side  to  Worcestershire 
on  the  other,  and  the  area  supplied  by 
the  Company  was  20  miles  in  width. 
The  water  supplied  was  excellent,  and 
•was  a  great  boon  to  South  Staffordshire. 
The  scheme,  however,  was  of  no  advant- 
age whatever  to  the  shareholders  for  the 
first  six  years,  as  no  dividend  was  paid 
the  first  six  years.  In  the  next  two  years 
a  dividend  of  1  per  cent  was  paid,  and 
from  that  period  the  dividend  had  gone 
on  increasing,  until  last  year  it  reached 
5  per  cent.  The  demand  for  the  water 
was  very  great,  and  10  or  12  years  ago 
the  Company  had  to  apply  to  Parliament 
for  powers  to  increase  the  supply.  They 
obtained  powers  to  sink  an  additional 
well  at  Channook  Chase,  a  very  expensive 
operation;  and  they  were  altogether 
authorized  to  raise  new  capital  of 
£350,000,  of  which  about  £300,000  had 
been  expended  on  new  works,  and  about 
£60,000  remained  to  be  allotted,  the 
dividend  being  limited  to  a  maximum 
of  7  per  cent,  of  which,  however,  there 
was  little  probability  of  its  ever  being 
reached.  The « complaint  was  that  the 
powers  Parliament  had  granted  had 
never  been  used,  and  that  the  capital 
had  not  been  raised  or  expended  on  new 
works.  It  was  quite  true  that  the  100 
shares  were  now  worth  about  £135, 
and  it  was  for  that  reason  that  the 
purchasers  of  the  original  shares  hoped 
to  obtain  the  allotment  of  the  unused 
capital,  which  was  not  new  capital  in  any 
sense  whatever.  If  it  were  a  new 
capital,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 

YOL.  OCOXXVII.   [thibp  ^bbies.] 


and  learned  Member  for  North  Camber- 
well  (Mr.  Kelly)  that  it  ought  to  be 
subject  to  the  Auction  Clauses.  It  was 
not,  however,  new  capital,  but  capital 
issued  and  allotted  some  10  years  ago. 
It  was  capital  in  that  position  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  asked  the 
House  to  put  up  for  sale,  and  submit  to 
the  Auction  Clauses,  by  which  means 
the  shareholders  would  be  prejudicially 
affected.  He  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  sanction  any  such  proposal. 
The  Company  were  not  asking  for  an 
extension  of  capital,  nor  were  they  pro- 
posing to  erect  any  new  works.  They 
simply  asked  to  consolidate  certain  Bills 
into  one  Act,  as  such  a  course  would  be 
more  convenient  and  economical  both 
to  the  Company  and  the  district.  He 
trusted  that  he  had  made  himself 
properly  understood.  It  was  perfectly 
certain  that  the  Company  would  be 
treated  unfairly  if  any  such  repudiation 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  re- 
ferred to  was  agreed  to. 

Me.  HINGLEY  (Worcestershire,  N.) 
said,  he  was  not  in  any  way  mixed  up 
with  this  Water  Company,  except  as  a 
consumer ;  but,  as  Mayor  of  Dudley,  he 
was  in  a  position  to  say  that  the  water 
supply  provided  by  the  Company  had 
conferred  a  considerable  boon  upon  that 
borough.  He  thought  it  was  scarcely 
fair,  considering  what  the  Company  had 
done  for  the  district,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  been  called  upon  by  the 
Sanitary  Authority  year  after  year  to  ex- 
pend money,  amounting  in  the  aggregate 
to  sums  of  from  £10,000  to  £30,000,  to 
impose  the  restriction  upon  them  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Kelly)  had  moved.  For 
many  years  the  Company  had  had  a 
long  succession  of  struggles,  and  the 
issue  of  the  capital  was  required  for  the 
extension  of  works. 

Me.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Camber  well  (Mr.  Kelly)  had  stated 
his  willingness  to  express  the  Itesolution 
in  a  different  form  from  that  in  which 
it  now  appeared  on  the  Paper ;  but  he 
had  not  moved  it  in  an  altered  form, 
and  it  was  now  submitted  to  the  House 
as  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Bill.  It  was  quite  unnecessary  to 
give  the  Committee  any  such  Instruction 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
moved.  In  the  case  of  the  Limpsfield 
and  Oxted  Bill  a  Committee  certainly  did 
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inquire  into  the  matter,  and  had  pro- 
vided that  unissued  capital  should  be  sub- 
jected to  the  Auction  Clauses.  But  this 
case  differed  altogether  from  the  Limps- 
field  and  Oxted  case,  and  he  confessed 
that  he  did  not  see  any  reason  for  adopt- 
ing the  Instruction  which  had  been 
moved.  The  Limpsfield  and  Oxted  Bill 
extended  the  area  of  the  operations  of 
the  Company,  and  applied  for  the  ex« 
tension  of  the  authorized  capital  which 
had  not  been  issued  or  required  in  con- 
nection with  the  original  scheme.  It 
was  right,  therefore,  in  that  case  to 
treat  it  as  new  capital,  and  it  came 
before  the  Committee  in  the  same  form 
as  if  it  were  fresh  capital  about  to  be 
newly  authorized.  The  present  Bill 
dealt  with  a  balance  of  unissued  capital 
which  was  now  required  in  order  to 
complete  the  scheme  which  was  origi- 
nally authorized  by  Parliament.  It  was 
unexpended  capital  to  be  spent  on  work 
already  sanctioned  and  not  yet  com- 
pleted, and  he  thought  that  it  would  be 
taking  a  strong  step  to  subject  capital 
of  that  kind  to  the  Auction  Clauses. 
There  was  no  question  whatever  of  the 
issue  of  new  capital.  He  would  suggest 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Camberwell  that,  as  he  had  shown  by 
the  example  of  Limpsfield  and  Oxted, 
the  question  could  be  inquired  into 
without  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 
he  should  withdraw  the  Motion,  and 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
Committee. 

Mb.  KELLY  said,  after  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  he 
would  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
Q  UE8TI0N8. 


LAW  AND  POLIOE  (SCOTLAND)  — 
ARREST  OF  NEIL  O'HARE— MIS- 
TAKEN IDENTITY. 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
vemess-shire)  (for  Dr.  R.  Maodonald) 
(Ross  and  Cromarty)  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether  it  is  true  that  a  per- 
son named  Neil  O'Hare,  agent  for  a 
firm  of  Glasgow  hide  merchants,  and 
well  known  for  many  years  in  the 
Western  Highlands  and  Islands,  was 
lately  apprehended  by  the  police  in  the 
parish  of  Lochalsh,  and  conveyed  to  a 
cell  in  the  prison  of  Portree,  and  there 
detained  from  Saturday  2nd  to  Monday 

Mr.  Courtney 


4th  June  current,  notwithstanding  sub- 
stantial bail  being  offered  for  his  ap- 
pearance by  friends  to  whom  he  was 
well  known ;  whether  O'Hare  repeat- 
edly protested  his  innocence  of  any 
crime,  and  asserted  that  the  police  were 
mistaken  in  apprehending  and  detain- 
ing him  if  they  were  really  in  search  of 
some  accused  person ;  whether  on  the 
Monday  night  O'Hare  was  discharged, 
without  apology  or  explanation,  other 
than  he  had  been  taken  for  a  person  of 
the  same  name  accused  of  committing 
some  offence  in  another  county ;  and, 
whether,  seeing  O'Hare  was  a  well- 
known  and  law-abiding  person  for 
whom  bail  was  tendered,  he,  the  Lord 
Advocate,  will  take  such  steps  as  may 
be  necessary  to  prevent  such  conduct 
on  the  part  of  the  police  in  the  future, 
and  cause  Neil  O'Hare  to  be  properly 
compensated  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A; 
Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  It  is  the  fact  that  a 
person  of  the  name  given  was  appre- 
hended by  the  Skye  police,  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  Argyllshire  authorities,  at 
Tobermory.  He  unfortunately  bore  the 
same  name,  and  was  engaged  in  the 
same  class  of  work  in  the  same  part  of 
the  country,  as  a  man  against  whom  a 
charge  of  serious  crime  was  laid  in 
Argyllshire.  He  was  brought  to  Portree, 
and  a  full  description  of  him  was  at 
once  telegraphed  to  Tobermory,  the 
Police  Inspector  making  arrangements 
to  keep  the  wire  open  after  hours  that 
night,  so  that  the  authorities  at  Tober- 
mory might  communicate  without  delay. 
Instructions  came  that  night  to  send  him 
in  custody  to  Tobermory  on  the  follow- 
ing Monday.  It  appeared  from  a  letter 
found  on  the  man  that  his  wife  lived  in 
Ireland,  and  the  Inspector  telegraphed 
this  fact  to  Tobermory.  The  Procurator 
Fiscal  at  Tobermory  telegraphed  on 
Monday  morning  to  say  that  the  wife  of 
the  man  wanted  had  been  ascertained 
not  to  live  in  Ireland,  but  at  Oban, 
that  he  thought  there  must  be  a  mis- 
take, and  that  O'Hare  should  be 
liberated.  He  mentioned  in  the  tele- 
gram a  point  of  personal  description 
which  might  be  a  good  test ;  and  the 
Inspector,  on  examination,  found  that 
the  man  in  custody  did  not  answer  to  it. 
On  this  being  communicated  the  man 
was  at  once  liberated.  O'Hare,  and  a 
man  believe4  to  be  his  brother,  did  as^ 
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whether  he  could  be  admitted  to  bail ; 
but  was  oorrecti;  informed  by  the  la- 
spactor  that  he  had  no  power  to  do  so. 
The  queetioD  of  hail  could  not,  by  law, 
be  considered  until  he  had  been  brought 
before  a  magistrate  haviug  jurisdiction 
in  the  place  of  the  alleged  crime.  The 
Inspector,  on  liberating  O'Hare,  ex- 
pressed to  bim  his  sincere  regret  that  in 
doing  his  duty  he  had  been  compelled 
to  detain  him,  and  at  the  annoyance  to 
which  O'Hare  had  been  subjected  by 
the  mistake  of  identity.  I  do  not  con- 
sider that  the  Inspector  was  to  blame 
in  the  circumstances.  Heappearstohave 
taken  every  step  possible  to  prevent 
any  delay  in  clearing  up  the  matter, 
and  to  hare  O'Hare  released  if  he  were 
not  the  right  man.  It  is  not  in  mi 
power  to  order  any  compensation  to  bt 
made  to  O'Hare ;  but  I  think  it  right 
publicly  in  tbia  House  to  express  the 
rei^et  of  the  authorities  at  an  occurrence 
which  is  one  of  those  that,  unfortu- 
nately, musttake  place  occasioually,  even 
in  the  most  careful  conduct  of  duties  of 
criminal  prosecutions. 

NOETH  AMERICAN  FI8HBRIE3-8EAL 
FISHING)  IN  BEHRING  SEA. 

Ma.  OOUBLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
the  United  States  Qovemment  have 
officially  announced  the  departure  of 
the  war  ship  Dolphin,  and  three  other 
armed  vessels,  to  the  Behring  Sea,  with 
instruotiouB  to  seize  British  or  other 
vessels  engaged  in  seal  5shing  in  those 
waters;  il  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  sent  a  war  ship  to  warn  masters  of 
British  sealing  vessels  of  the  oonse- 
quenoes  of  infringing  the  Alaskan  Laws ; 
and,  if  any  of  the  vessels  seized  for 
alleged  illegal  fishing  in  1SB6  and  1887 
have  been,  as  promised,  released  ? 

Thb  under  SEORETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  FxiaaussoN}  (Man- 
chester, N.£.) :  In  so  far  as  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  aware,  no  such 
announcement  has  been  made  by  the 
Uoited  States  Government,  nor  baa  any 
British  ship  of  war  been  ordered  to  Beh- 
ring  Sea.  Orders  have  been  given  b; 
the  United  States  Government  that  the 
three  British  vessels  seized  in  1886,  with 
their  tackle,  apparel,  and  furniture, 
vhould  be  reqtorea  to  their  owners.  The 
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vessels  in  question  were  the  Onward, 
Caroline,  and  Thornton.  As  regards  the 
BQizures  in  1667,  we  have  not  heard  that 
any  of  them  have  been  released ;  but 
proceedings  in  conueotion  with  all  the 


CKIMINAL  LAW  (SCOTLAND)— SDSPI- 
CI0D8  DEATH  OP  D.  BALLINGALL, 
CO.  FIFB. 

MK.A8aUITH(Fife,  £.)  asked  the 
Lord  Advooate,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  death  under  sus- 
picious circumstances,  on  April  8,  of  a 
gamekeeper  called  David  Bollingall, 
near  King's  Kettle,  in  the  County  of 
Fife;  whether  it  ia  the  fact  that  two 
men,  named  Andrew  Walton  and  David 
Wright,  were  arrested  on  suspicion,  and 
have  since  been  set  at  liberty  ;  whether 
he  con  state  why  these  men  were  not 

fiut  on  their  trial ;  and,  whether  any 
urther  steps  have  been,  or  are  being, 
taken  to  investigate  the  circumstances 
of  Ballingall's  death? 

Ths  lord  ADTOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  My  attentjoa 
has  been  called  to  this  matter.  The 
facts  are  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member. 
After  full  inquiry,  no  evidence  was  ob- 
tained connecting  either  of  the  persons 
arrested  with  the  event.  Instructions 
were  given  that  if  any  further  evidence 
could  be  obtained,  to  report  again  and 
at  once  to  the  Crown  Counsel. 


Sir  henry  EOSCOE  (Manchester, 
8.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  What  progress  has  been  made  in 
the  arrangements  for  so  altering  the 
Regulations  for  the  Entrance  Examina- 
tions to  Woolwich  that  the  subject  of 
natural  science  shall  be  duly  repre- 
sented ? 

The  SEORETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stahhotb)  (Linoolnshire,  Horncastle): 
I  am  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  postpone  bis  Question  for  a 
week.  We  are  still  in  communication 
with  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  on 
the  subject ;  but  I  have  every  hope  of 
arriving  at  new  Regulations  which  will 
satisfy  the  hon.  Member's  claims  on 
behalf  of  science. 


423 


Prisons 


(COMMONS} 


(^Ireland). 


424 


PATENTS— SPECIFICATIONS    OF 
COLONIAL  PATENTS. 

Sir  BERNnARD  SAMUELSON 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury)  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that,  whilst  the  specifications  of  American 
and  other  foreign  patents  are  supplied 
regularly,  and  at  an  early  date,  to  the 
Patent  Office  Library,  and  whilst  our 
Patent  Office  supplies  copies  of  patents 
taken  out  in  this  country  punctually  to 
our  Colonies,  information  as  to  Colonial 
patents  is  received  in. this  country  at 
long  intervals  only,  and  in  an  incomplete 
form;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
absence  of  correct  information  as  to 
Colonial  patents  tends  to  occasion  great 
inconvenience,  and  not  unfrequently 
considerable  loss  on  our  manufactures ; 
and,  whether  he  will  endeavour,  through 
the  medium  of  the  Colonial  Office,  to 
induce  our  Colonies  to  reciprocate  the 
advantage  which  they  derive  from  the 
early  and  regular  information  given  to 
them  of  our  patents,  by  furnishing  to 
us  similar  information  in  return  with 
regard  to  theirs  ? 

The  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  informed  that  there  was 
some  delay  in  forwarding  specifications 
of  Colonial  patents  to  the  Colonial 
Office,  and  that  inconvenience  was  occa- 
sioned at  the  Patent  Office  Library 
thereby.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  was  in  communication  with 
the  Colonial  Qovemments  on  the  ques- 
tion, with  a  view  to  an  improvement  in 
this  respect. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (ENGLAND 

AND  WALES)— WITHHOLDING 
GRANTS  FROM  VOLUNTARY  SCHOOLS. 

Sib  CHAELES  PALMER  (Durham, 
Jarrow)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether  any  instructions  have  been 
given  to  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  of 
Schools  to  withhold  grants  from  volun- 
tary schools  unless  the  managers  made 
certain  extensions  of  the  school  build- 
ings, although  these  buildings  satisfied 
the  requirements  of  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spectors in  1886  and  1886,  and  there  has 
been  no  increase  in  the  average  attend- 
ftnoe  since  that  time  ? 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford): 
No,  Sir;  no  such  instructions  as  are 
indicated  in  the  Question  have  been 
issued.  If  the  hon.  Baronet  will  give 
me  particulars  of  any  special  case  I  will 
make  inquiries,  it  being  important  to 
secure  uniformity  in  dealing  with  these 
questions. 

IMPERIAL  DEFENCES-THE   GUNS  AT 

ADEN. 

Mr.  ERNEST  BECKETT  (York, 
N.H.,  Whitby)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  has  dis- 
covered who  was  responsible  for  sending 
guns  to  Aden  without  sights ;  whether 
he  intends  to  call  the  delinquent  to 
account  for  his  negligence;  and,  what 
he  proposes  to  do  to  prevent,  as  far  as 
he  can,  a  recurrence  of  such  negligence 
in  the  future  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
These  were  guns  of  a  new  description, 
and  some  delay  arose  in  making  sights 
owing  to  a  question  of  pattern.  As  the 
latter  are  small  articles,  readily  fixed 
and  always  packed  separately  from  the 

§uns,  the  officer  whose  duty  it  was  to 
espatch  the  stores  considered  that  it 
waa  best  to  forward  the  guns,  which 
would  take  some  time  to  mount,  without 
waiting  till  the  sights  were  ready.  And 
as  he  had  every  reason  to  feel  confident 
that,  as  the  guns  would  take  some  time 
to  mount,  the  sights  could  be  sent  out 
in  ample  time,  I  do  not  feel  called  upon 
to  yisit  his  conduct  with  censure.  But 
this  omission  was  not  reported  to  the 
Director  of  Artillery  at  the  time,  as  it 
should  have  been;  and  I  have  taken 
due  notice  of  the  omission.  Steps  have 
been  taken  to  secure  that,  in  future,  all 
essential  fittings  for  guns  shall  be  ready 
for  despatch  as  soon  as  the  guns  them- 
selves. 

PRISONS     (IRELAND)— DISMISSAL    OP 
JOHN  DALY,  SLIGO  PRISON. 

Mr.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Prison 
Warder  John  Daly,  of  Sligo  Prison, 
has  been  dismissed,  after  sworn  inquiry, 
for  having  allowed  prohibited  articles 
into  the  possession  of  a  prisoner ;  when 
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was  the  inquiry  held;  when  was  ita  GoTemment  Board  have  had  under  their 
result  communicated  to  Daly ;  and,  consideration  the  question  of  sanctioning 
whether  he  has  any  objeotion  to  fur-  the  appointment  of  the  sanitary  officer  ? 
nishing  a  copy  of  the  information  sworn  Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot 
at  the  inquiry  to  Daly  F  answer  that. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BALFora)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
man  referred  to  was  dismissed  for  the 
reason  stated.  Subsequently,  on  his 
own  request,  a  sworn  inquiry  was  held 
on  the  26th  of  April.  Th^  result,  which 
confirmed  the  decision  already  arrived 
at  by  the  General  Prisons  Board,  was 
oonununicated  to  him  on  the  9th  of  June. 
The  Board  report  that  the  course  sug- 
gested would  be  contrary  to  practice. 

The  lord  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  wish  to 
aak  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  if  Daly 
was  examined  at  the  inquiry ;  and,  also, 
if  the  GoTernmeat  made  any  inquiry  of 
the  prisoner  in  question — my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Qalway  (Mr. 
Bheehy) ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  if  that  is  so. 


POOE  LAW  CIHEIaAND)— THE  LOUOH- 
EEA  DISTRICT. 

Hb.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  action  has  been 
taken  with  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  Registrar  for  the  Lougfarea  District ; 
also  with  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
sab-sanitary  officer  of  Loughrea  Union  ; 
and,  why  the  application  of  the  Guar- 
dians of  Loughrea  Union  for  a  ponder 
licence  for  Mr.  Peter  Sweeney,  their 
building  contractor,  has  been  delayed, 
which  dela^  has  prevented  Mr.  Sweeney 
from  carrying  out  important  public  con- 
tracts? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
persoQ  who  acted  ai  inttrim  Registrar 
oas  been  appointed  to  the  vacancy. 
The  Guardians  have  appointed  a  sani- 
tary sub-officer,  and  have  submitted  the 
appointment  for  the  sanction  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  before  whom 
the  matter  now  is.  As  regards  the  last 
paragraph,  the  Guardians  have  been 
already  informed  that  a  licence  for 
dynamite  and  blasting  powder  cannot 
be  iaroed  to  the  man  referred  to,  as  he 
is  not  considsred  a  fit  person  to  hold 
such  a  licence. 

Ma.  BHEEHY :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  how  long   the  Local 


Sir  JOSEPH  BAILEY  (HerefordJ 
ashed  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  amount  that  has  accrued 
from  fines  for  drunkenness  in  the  Militia 
since  1B78  will  be  distributed  among 
the  battalions  of  that  Force,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  precedent  of  1879  ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  deprivations  of  Militia 
bounty  for  offences  will  be  similarly 
dealt  with  ? 

Thb  financial   SEOSETARY, 

WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Bkobeick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said : 
There  is  no  accumulation  from  these 
fines,  as  the  amount  is  spent  from  year 
to  year  in  aid  of  increased  pay  to  the 
Militia  sergeants  and  corporals.  The 
hon.  Member  will  find  that  the  sum  is 
taken  as  an  appropriation  in  aid  of  Vote 
5  of  the  Army  Estimates. 


Ma. MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  members  of  the 
Unoovenanted  Civil  Service  of  India  who 
were  in  receipt  of  a  salary  of  Re.6,000 
a-year  on  February  10,  1876,  and  those 
appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  obtain  two  years'  furlough  on 
half-pay  after  eight  years'  service, 
whereas  members  of  the  Uncovenanted 
Civil  Service  who  have  been  appointed 
by  the  Governor  General  of  India  can 
only  obtain  one  year's  furlough  after  10 
years'  service ;  and,  on  what  principle 
is  this  distinction  drawn  between  mem- 
bers of  the  Uncovenanted  Service  ap- 
pointed by  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
those  appointed  by  the  Indian  Qovem- 

Thb  under    secretary  of 

STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
(1.)  Yes;  subject  to  the  qualification 
that  those  to  whom  the  first  part  of  the 
Question  relates  held  certain  specified 
offices  at  the  date  mentioned ;  and  that 
those  mentioned  in  the  last  part  of  the 
Question  have  been  appointed  by  the 
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Whother  he  can  now  state  the  boan- 
daries  or  extent  of  the  "  Amandabelo 
oountTj  with  its  dependencies "  (mes- 
tioned  in  the  Treat;  of  FriendBhip  of 
nth  February  of  this  year),  of  which 
the '  permanent  Chief,  Lobengula,  ua- 
dertakes  not  to  alienate  any  portion 
without  the  previoua  sanction  of  Her 
Majesty's  High  Gommisaioner  for  South 
Africa  ;  and,  whether  he  can  state  whe- 
ther that  territory  ie  bounded  on  the 
north  by  the  Zambesi  Biver  ? 

The  under  SECHETABY  op 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  dk  Wobms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  Her  Ma- 
jesty's QoTernment  are  not  at  present 
in  a  position  to  state  preoiaely  the  boun- 
daries and  extent  of  the  territory  over 
which  Lobenffula  claims  to  have  aatho- 
rity.  It  is,  bowoTer,  understood  that 
this  territory  is  bounded,  in  part  at  all 
events,  to  the  northward  hy  the  Zam- 
besi. 


Governor  Qeneral  in  Council  without 
the  sanction  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
given  either  before  or  after  the  appoint- 
ment. {'2.)  On  the  principle  that  the 
UncoTsnanted  Service  should  be  re- 
cruited, as  far  as  possible,  from  Natives 
«f  India  ;  and  that  appointments  carry- 
ing the  special  privilege  mentioned 
should  be  filled  by  officers  who  are 
selected  in  England  with  special  quali- 
fications, or  who  have  gained  their 
appointments  by  competitive  examina- 
tion involving  expensive  training. 

JNDIA— THE  TTKCOVENANTED  CIVIL 

SERVICE— PENSION  EULE8. 
Mit.MAO  NEILL (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  members  of  the  Uncovenauted 
Oivil  Service  of  India  who  are  nominated 
liy  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  as 
officers  of  the  Fublio  Works,  Telegraph, 
and  Forest  Departments  are  allowed  to 
count  service  for  retirement  on  pension 
from  the  year  they  leave  Cooper  s  Hill 
or  other  College,  irrespective  of  age, 
whereas  service  before  the  age  of  22 
years,  in  the  case  of  an  Uncovenanted 
civilian  appointed  by  the  Governor 
General  of  India,  is  not  permitted  to 
count  as  service  for  retii-ement  on  pen- 
sion ;  whether  officers  iu  the  Admioistra- 
tive  Departments  of  the  Uncovenanted 
Oivil  Service  of  India  have  been  placed, 
before  the  age  of  22,  in  charge  of  Divi- 
sions of  Districts,  and  in  exercise  of  the 
Sowers  of  magistrates  of  the  first  class  ; 
id  the  Government  of  India  in  18C8 
recommend  that  the  limit  of  age  for 
service  counting  for  pension  should  be 
reduced  ;  and  did  the  then  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  refuse  to  entertain  it ; 
and,  on  what  principle  is  this  distinction 
drawn  between  different  members  of  the 
Uncovenanted  Civil  Service  of  India? 

Ths  under  8ECBETAET  of 
STATE  {Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
The  answer  to  Questions  1,  2,  and  3  is 
affirmative.  The  principle  of  the  dis- 
tinction is  that  more  favourable  Pension 
Hules  are  given  to  Departments  recruited 
in  this  country,  for  which  special  training 
is  requisite. 

APSICA  (80TITH)-THE  AMANDEBELE 

COUNTET. 

SiB    GEORGE    BADEN-POWELL 

(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  Under 

Secretary   of   State    for  the  Oolonies, 

Sir  John  Gu-it 


Dr.  OAUEGON  (GUsgow.  OoUege) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  If  he  can 
state  the  amount  of  poor  and  education 
rates  due  by  owners  and  occupiers  re- 
spectively in  the  Island  of  Lewis  for  the 
present  year  which  is  still  unpaid ;  whe- 
ther it  has  been  customary  in  that  Island 
for  the  owner  to  collect  rates  with  the 
rents  in  the  case  of  holdings  under  £4 
annual  rental ;  whether  it  is  true  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  refusal  of  the 
principal  owner  in  the  Island  to  pay 
tenants'  rates  in  the  customary  manner, 
thousands  of  crofters  are  in  danger  of 
being  struck  off  the  roll  of  Parlia- 
mentary voters;  and,  how  many  col- 
lectors there  are  in  the  Island  to  whom 
small  tenants  can  pay  their  rates  direct, 
so  as  to  enable  them  to  retain  their 
status  as  voters f 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonau))  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities):  It  has  been  im- 
possible, since  this  Question  was  put 
upon  the  Paper,  to  obtain  all  the  par- 
ticulars required  by  the  hon.  Member  ; 
but  I  may  state  that  recently  £3,574  of 
rates  have  been  paid  up  by  proprietors 
and  tenants.  The  principal  proprietor's 
factor  has  declined  to  pay  the  rates  for 
those  tenants  under  £4  who  have  not 
paid  any  rents,  but  has  paid  the  rates  of 
all  who  have  paid  rent.     There  are  four 
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collectors  of  rate— oamely,    in  Storno-  believe  I  can  supplement  the  printed 

way,  Barvas,  Lochs,  and  Uig.  account. 

The  LOED  MAYOR   of  DUBLIN 

CRIMINAL     LAW     AND     PROCEDURE  (Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I  ask 

(IRELAND)    ACT,     1887   -   THOMAS  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  or 

BARRY,  CONVICTED  OF  CONSPIRACY,  not  it  was  sworn  at  the  trial  that  Barry 

Mb.   W.    E.    GLADSTONE    (Edin-  was  a  member  of  the  conspiracy? 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian)  asked  the  Chief  Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Well,  Sir ;  I 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire-  have  stated  what  I  believe  to  be  the  fact, 
land,  Whether,  in  the  case  of  Thomas  that  evidence  as  to  Barry's  participation 
Barry,  convicted  on  May  31st,  at  Castle  in  this  conspiracy  was  given  at  the  trial. 
Martyr,  of  conspiracy,    and    sentenced  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  give  a  more 
by  Resident  Magistrates  Gardiner  and  specific  reply  either  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
Redmond  to  a  month's  imprisonment,  man,  or  to  the  Question  of  the  right 
any  evidence  was  taken  beyond  the  fact  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
of  his  personal  refusal  to  supply  goods 
to  a  member  of  the  Constabulary  ?  BOARD  OF  TRADE  (WORKING  OF 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  RAILWAYS). 

J.  BAijfOUB)  (Manchester  E.):  It  would  ^^  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 

seem  that  much  additional  evidence  was  ^^^^^  ^^^  President  of  the  Board  oi 

taken.    It  was  proved  that  a  Boycottmg  ^rade.  Whether  he  is  now  in  a  position 

conspiracy  existed  among  several  shop-  ^  introduce  a  short  Bill  to  deal  with  the 

keepers  not  to  deal  with  the  pohce,  in-  ^^^^^^      -^^^  ^^  ^^^^^   arrangements  on 

volvinflr,  as  such  conspiracies  always  do,  ^^^^^l  ^nd  Returns  of  Overtime  Work, 

mutual^mpu^sion  and^^^  ^^  ^^(^^  ^^  undertook,  on  the  8th  of 

Mb.  W.  E  GLADSTONE :  My  Ques-  ^     ^^^^  ^^  j     j^^^^^  y 

tion  was  rather  more  specific  than  that  r^^^    PRESIDENT    (Sir    Michael 

I  knew  that  several  persons  were  tried  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 

at  the  same  time  ;  but  my  Question  is,  ^^-^  ^^  ^^^  ^^  \        diring  the  present 

whether,  m  the  case  of  the  man  I  have  ^^^^       ^^  introducing  such  a  Bill.     As 

mentioned,  Thomas  Barry,  evidence  was  ^  ^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^  Overtime,  he  intended 

taken  beyond  the  fact  of  his  personal  re-  ^  j^^^^  ^^    ^^^  j^jl^       ^^^  Canal 

fusal  to  supply  goods  that  he  was  imph-  traffic  BiU  a  clause  requiring  statistics, 

cated  in  the  conspiracy  ?  j^.  1^    y^     thought  would  cover  that 

Mb.  a.  J.   BALFOUR:    Yes,    Sir;  .^^                   » 

evidence  of  conspiracy  was  g^ven.  '^ 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:    In  this  post  OFFICE-CONVEYANCE  OF  MAILS 

case  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  NORTH  OF  SCOTLAND 

consent  to  lay  the  evidence  on  the  Table.  ^,     -r^-r^TT  *^    -r                  -  \     t    j 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  That  would  ,  ^JJ-  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c.)  asked 

be  a  very  unusual  course.     [An  hon.  *^®  Postmaster  General,  What  arrange- 

Mkmbbb:  No,  no!]     The  hon.  Gentle-  ments  had  been  made  for  the  conveyance 

man  who  said  **No,  no  "cannot  have  of  mails  by  the  down  London  day  mail 

had  much    Parliamentary  experience;  combined  with   the  Scotch  night  mail 

Iwit  it  is  a  very  unusual  course  to  lay  the  ^rj)m  Perth  to  Inverness  and  the  North 

e^dence  in  such  a  case  on  the  Table,  of  Scotland  after  the  30th  of  June, 

and  I  could  not  give  an  answer  in  the  ^  The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 

affirmative  without  consideration.  Raikes)    (Cambridge    University),    m 

8iBWILLIAMHARC0URT(Derby):  ^®P^y»  ^^^^^  ^®  ^^^  assented  to  a  pro- 
May  I  ask  a  Question  with  reference  to  V^^^\  °^ade  by  the  Railway  Company 
this  ?  I  have  read  an  account  of  the  evi-  that  the  train  conveying  the  London  day 
dence  in  this  case;  and  I  cannot  find  ^^^^  ^°^  *^®  Scotch  night  mail  from 

there  is  any  such  evidence  as  that  stated  '^,^^^^  ^^  ^,"^f  ?®®^^^^!i^i  ^®°lft*'^  V"^^®' 

by   the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  the  control  of  the  Post  Office.  No  altera- 

printed  account.    I  wish  to  know,  will  *Jon  would,  therefore,   be  made  after 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  furnish  from  *^®  ^^*"- 

some  other  source  the  evidence  to  which  ^^^^^  ^o„  ^^T,^^,>r,^r«^  ^r^r  r  t^/^t^c, 

he  refers  ?  ENGLISH  UNIVERSITY  COLLEGES. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes ;  for  the  Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 

right  hon.  Gentleman's  satisfaction,  I  versity)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
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Exobenuer,  Whether  he  can  yet  state 
the  intentions  of  Government  as  to 
affording  any  assistance  to  the  English 
University  Colleges  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  This  Question  would 
have  been  more  properly  addressed  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council.  I  may  say,  however, 
that  I  believe  that  the  Lord  President 
and  the  Vice  President  received  a  depu- 
tation on  this  subject,  and  have  since 
been  in  communication  with  the  various 
Colleges,  in  order  to  ascertain  all  the 
material  facts  of  their  position.  The 
information  asked  for  is  not  yet,  in  all 
cases,  complete. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  ASYLUMS  BOARD 

-SMALL-POX  HOSPITAL  AT 

DARENTH. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  Whether  the  Metro- 
politan Asylums  Board  has  accepted  a 
tender  for  the  erection  of  a  small -pox 
hospital  at  Darenth  which  is  £5,000  in 
excess  of  the  lowest  of  the  nine  tenders 
received  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  The 
tenders  for  the  erection  of  the  hospital 
for  convalescing  small-pox  patients 
at  Darenth  ranged  from  £41,928  to 
£59,100.  The  lowest  tender  was  by  a 
firm  at  Sleaford ;  and  before  the  tender 
was  accepted  the  managers  received  a 
communication  from  the  firm  requesting 
that  they  might  be  allowed  to  withdraw 
their  tender,  as  the  cost  of  the  cartage 
and  other  matters  very  much  exceeded 
what  they  had  anticipated.  The  next 
lowest  tender,  which  was  for  £47,000, 
was  accepted. 

CHELSEA  HOSPITAL-GEORGE  WIL- 
LIAMS—ARREARS OF  GOOD  CON- 
DUCT PAY. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Upon  what  grounds  the  Oommis- 
sioners  of  Chelsea  Hospital  refuse  to 
pay  to  George  Williams  the  amount  of 
arrears  of  good  conduct  pay  to  which 
he  is  entitled,  and  which  was  certified 
to  be  due  to  him,  and  payment  of  which 
was  promised  by  the  Letter  of  the  Com- 

Sir  John  Luhhoek 


missioners.  No.  I.  Bd.  1.  6.  85,  Case 
No.  31,  dated  8th  June,  1887  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said  : 
Under  the  Warrant  of  1848,  \d,  a-day 
was  added  for  each  good  conduct  badge 
to  pisnsions — whether  temporary  or 
permanent — granted  on  their  discharge 
to  soldiers  incapacitated  in  the  Service 
— the  temporary  pension  being  renew- 
able for  such  period  as  the  circumstances 
might  warrant.  It  was  decided  by 
Viscount  Card  well,  in  1870,  that  a 
temporary  pensioner,  whose  pension  was 
so  renewed,  had  no  claim  to  have  good 
conduct  pay  added  to  the  renewed  pen- 
sion. Pensioner  Williams  claims  arrears 
of  this  good  conduct  pay,  which  was  not 
added  to  his  renewea  pension  in  1865. 
The  present  Secretary  of  State  is  of 
opinion  that  a  soldier  who  was  granted 
a  temporary  pension  under  such  circum- 
stances, and  whose  temporary  pension 
was  so  renewed  or  made  permanent, 
should  have  the  good  conduct  pay  added 
to  pensions,  as  had  been  the  case  up  to 
the  decision  of  Viscount  Cardwell  in 
1870.  He  caused  his  interpretation  of 
the  Warrant  to  be  notified  to  the 
Chelsea  Commissioners,  who  informed 
Williams  that  he  would  get  the  arrears. 
It  was  subsequently  pointed  out  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  would  require  the 
approval  of  the  Treasury  to  a  reversal 
of  the  decision  of  a  former  Secretary  of 
State,  involving  the  grant  of  arrears. 
The  Treasury  differed  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  his  interpretation  of  the 
Warrant,  and  held  that,  as  the  Chelsea 
Commissioners  and  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  time  being  refused  to  recognize 
the  claim,  their  Lordships  could  not 
grant  the  arrears  asked  for. 

ROYAL   MILITARY   ACADEMY.  WOOL- 
WICH-rOST   OF  CHAPLAIN. 

Lord  HENEY  BRUCE  (Wilts,  Chip- 
penham)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated 
in  the  Press,  that  it  is  the  intention  to 
disestablish  the  post  of  chaplain  at  the 
Boval  Military  Academy,  Woolwich ; 
and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds? 

Mr.  ho  worth  (Salford,  8.)  also 
asked.  If  the  recent  Regulation,  dis- 
pensing with  a  chaplain  at  the  Woolwich 
Academy,  is  a  permanent  or  only  a  tem- 
porary one  ? 
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The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr.  Government  will  find  money  to  settle 

E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle):  such  of  these  debts  as  are  owed  for 

No  definite  decision  has  been  arrived  at.  goods  bond  fide  supplied,  or  if  they  will 

I  am  sorry  to  say  that  there  is  no  chapel  introduce  a  measure  which  will  enable 

in  the  Royal  Military  Academy,  and,  these  five  Unions  to  borrow  money  to 

therefore,  there  is  some  doubt  as  to  the  pay  the  contractors ;   and,  if  not,  will 

necessity  for  a  resident  chaplain,  unless  they    suggest    any    course    by    which 

the  duty  can  be  taken,  as  it  formerly  these  contractors  can  recover  the  money 

was,  by  one  of  the  Professors ;  but  there  of    which    they   are    actually    out    of 

is   no  intention   of  leaving  the  cadets  pocket? 

without  proper  spiritual  supervision.  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 

J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  It  is  the 

POST    OFFICE-LETTERS   FROM    THE  case  that  the  Guardians  of  five  of  the 

SQUADRON  IN  CHILIAN  WATERS.  Unions  scheduled  under  the  Poor  Relief 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R.,  ^°^  ^^^\ incurred  large  debts  to  con- 

Holderness)     asked     the     Postmaster  tractors  who  supplied  food  for  the  pup- 

General,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that  poses    of   exceptional    out-door    relief, 

the  Chilian  Government  have  recently  ,"*^®  ^aardians  had  no  grounds  for  be- 

refused  to  allow  letters  to  be  sent  to  the  ii®^*"&  that  this  debt  would  be  met  by 

British    Squadron    serving  in  Chilian  Government ;    and   they  were    warned 

waters  in  any  other  way  than  through  ^^  *^®  ^^^^^  Government  Board  of  the 

the  post  office;  and,  if  Boj  whether  he  t^onsequence  of  extravagant  expenditure, 

will  be  able  to  arrange  any  plan  by  As  regards  the  concluding  portion  of  the 

which  the  seamen  and  marines  can  con-  Question,  I  beg  to  refer  the  hon.  Mem- 

tinueto  send  and  receive  their  letters  ?®'  ^  the  reply  I  gave  a  few  days  ago 

forlrf.,  in  accordance  with  the  privilege  ^^;^®^*'^  ^^JXtTxt^^^JtI^^^^^  .  .o 

that  has  been  granted  to  them  for  many  Colonel  NOLAN :  What  was  that  ? 

years  in  all  parts  of  the  world  ?  ^  ^»-  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :    I  certainly 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr.  ^  ^^*  propose  to  pay  the  debts  of  these 

Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  I  am  Anions. 

not  aware  that  the  Chilian  Government  ,    (>>lonel  NOLAN:  But  wiU  you  allow 
has  recently  refused  to  allow  letters  to  legislation  by  a  private  Member  for  the 
be   sent  to  the   British   Squadron   in  Purpose? 
Chilian  waters  in  any  other  way  than  [No  reply.] 
through  the  Post  Office.     That  Govern- 
ment has  certainly  within  the  last  few  BRITISH     GUIANA  —  MEDICAL     IN- 
months  raised  objections  to  the  delivery  SPECTOR  OF  ESTATES  HOSPITAL, 
of  bags   containing   homeward  letters  j^^     FARQUHARSON    (Aberdeen- 
direct  from    Her   Majesty's    ships    m  ^^^      ^  ^  ^^j^^^  ^^^  Under  Secretary 
Chilian  waters    to    mail  packets  pro-  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  it  is 
ceedmg  to  England  ;  but  I  have  been  in  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  J^  p^jj     ^^  ^^^ 

oommuDication  with   the    Secretary  of  Colony  of  British  Guiana  have  Jassed  a 

State  for  Foreign  Affairs  on  the  sub-  Resolution  requesting  the  Secretary  of 

\Tl  fl     i-  r^  "^^  T'''^.  V   ''^P^.T  State  for  thrColonies  to   remove  the 

that  the  diplomatic  steps  taken  m  the  j^^^.^^^  Inspector  of  Estates  Hospitals 

matter  wiU  fail  to  secure  the  marnte-  ^^^^  ^^^  ^£^    ^^^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^ 

nance  of  the  privilege.  ^^^  Court  of  Policy  is  traceable  to  a 

«^^T^  ,  .,«r  ,^T.^^  .^T^.  ^^r^^T,«,^,x  Report  made  by  that  officer  in  the  course 
^^^  ]f^  (IRELAND)  -  INDEBTED.  „f  gj^  ^^^-^^  ^,,5,^  ^as  considered  to 
NESS  TO  CONTRACTORS  FOR  FOOD.  j,ave  •<  iDJiiriouBly  reflected  on  the 
Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked  planters  ;"  and,  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu-  tion  of  the  Colonial  Secretary  to  comply 
tenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that  in  with  this  demand  without  investigating 
five  Unions  of  Ireland  a  considerable  the  correctness,  or  otherwise,  of  the 
debt  has  been  incurred  to  contractors  allegations  contained  in  the  Report  ? 
for  food  supplied  for  purposes  of  relief  The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
under  the  belief  that  it  would  be  met  by  STATE  (Baron  Henby  db  Worms) 
the  provisions  of  the  Relief  Act  passed  (Liverpool,  East  Tozteth) :  The  Corn- 
by  the  present  Goyemment ;  and,  if  the  bined  Court  have  passed  a  Resolution 
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of  tlie  nature  suggested  in  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 
The  action  of  the  Court  is  understood  to 
be  the  result  of  dissatisfaction  on  the 
part  of  the  members  with  the  manner  in 
which  the  officer  has  discharged  the 
duties  of  his  office;  and  particularly 
with  certain  statements  in  an  Official 
Beport  made  by  him,  which  they  con- 
sider to  have  reflected  unjustly  on  the 
employers  of  immigrant  labour.  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  received  such 
conflicting  statements  supporting  and 
contradicting  the  allegations  in  the  He- 
port  that  he  would  be  unable  to  arrive 
at  a  conclusion  as  to  their  correctness 
without  a  Commission  of  Inquiry  ;  and 
he  has  not  considered  the  question  to  be 
of  sufficient  importance  to  justify  the 
expense  of  such  a  Commission.  He  had 
already  decided,  before  receiving  this 
Besolution  of  the  Court,  to  transfer  the 
officer  in  question  to  another  appoint- 
ment in  the  Colonial  Service. 

PASSENGER   ACTS  —  THE   TRANS- 
ATLANTIC STEAMERS  FROM 
LIVERPOOL. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  Transatlantic  steamers  sailing 
from  the  ports  of  Liverpool  and  Queens- 
town  ever  put  to  sea  with  an  over  com- 
plement of  passengers ;  and,  whether 
the  ship's  surgeon  is,  or  has  been,  in- 
structed in  such  cases  by  the  authorities 
from  Liverpool  offices,  or  their  agents  at 
Queen stown,  after  leaving  port  to  make 
over  the  hospital  for  such  passengers' 
accommodation  ? 

The  president  (Sir  Michabl 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  The  emi- 

Sation  officer  is  the  last  person  to  leave 
e  ship  before  she  sails,  and  it  is  his 
duty  to  see  that  there  is  for  every  pas- 
senger the  space  and  accommodation 
required  by  Statute.  I  have  every 
reason  to  believe  that  the  duty  is  strictly 
performed. 

Dr.  tanner  :  May  I  ask,  whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  inspecting  emigra- 
tion officers  always  visit  the  hospital 
before  they  leave  the  ship  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
presume  they  make  such  inspection  as 
they  consider  necessary  ? 

Db.  TANNER :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply 
I  shall  raise  this  question. 

Baron  Eenry  d$  JForms 


ADMIRALTY— H.M.S.  *•  BELLEI8LE." 

Sib  THOMAS  E8M0NDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Where  H.M.S.  Belleisle  is  at 
present ;  how  long  she  has  been  absent 
from  her  moorings  at  Kingstown ;  and, 
when  she  is  to  return  there  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
Belleisle  is  at  present  at  Devonport, 
undergoing  her  annual  re-fit.  She  has 
been  absent  from  her  moorings  since 
January  last  on  special  duty,  and  will 
return  there  as  soon  as  the  summer 
mancBuvres  are  over  —  in  about  sis 
weeks. 

CRIMINAIi  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— SECRET  IN- 
QUIRY  AT  FALCARRAGU,  COUNTY 
DONEGAL. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
following  in  The  Daily  News : — 

''  At  Faloarragh  yesterday  four  prisoners 
were  remanded  for  the  fourth  time  to  Derry 
Gaol  for  seven  dayg  for  refusing  to  give  evi- 
dence. An  old  man  named  Shane  O'Donnell 
fainted  on  his  third  journey  from  gaol.  He 
was  with  great  difficulty  resuscitated,  and  was 
eventually  discharged ;  '* 

how  long  has  O'Donnell  been  in  prison 
altogether;  and,  has  he  been  charged 
with,  or  convicted  of,  any  crime  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A 
J.  Balfour)  (lifCanchester,  E.) :  The 
District  Inspector  of  Constabulary  re- 
ports that  The  Daily  News^  allegation 
that  O'Donnell  fainted  is  untrue.  On 
the  contrary,  he  was  perfectly  well 
during  the  entire  journey.  O'Donnell 
can  hardly  be  described  as  an  old  man. 
His  age  is  64.  He  was  first  committed 
to  prison  on  the  24th  of  May,  and 
brought  up  on  two  subsequent  occasions 
on  remand,  and  finally  discharged  on  the 
l3thof  June.  There  were  no  previous 
convictions  against  him. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  alleged  offence 
on  which  he  was  discharged  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  would 
require  Notice  of  that  Question. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  May  I  point 
out  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
failed  to  answer  that  portion  of  the 
Question  in  which  I  inquired  how  long 
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O'Donnell  was  in  priBon,  and  if  he  was 
convicted  of  any  crime,  or  charged  with 
any  crime,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  there  was  no  previous  con- 
viction. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Certainly  he 
was  committed  for  an  offence — of  re- 
fusing to  answer  a  question  that  he 
could  have  answered.  With  regard  to 
the  other  Question  of  the  hon.  Member, 
I  stated  that  he  was  committed  on  the 
24th  of  May,  and  finally  discharged  on 
the  1 3th  of  June. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND:  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  upon  what 
ground  he  makes  the  allegation  that  the 
man  was  committed  to  prison  for  not 
answering  a  question  which  he  could 
have  answered  ?  How  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  that  the  man 
could  have  answered  the  question  or 
not  ?  What  evidence  was  there  to  show 
that  he  could  have  answered  it  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the 
Resident  Magistrate  so  held  from  the 
facts  of  the  case. 

EGYPT— MISSION   OF   MUKHTAR 

PASHA. 

Mb.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  he  can  give  any 
information  as  to  the  prohable  dura- 
tion of  Mukhtar  Pasha's  Mission  in 
Egypt  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febgusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  can  only  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  as  I  have  done  on  previous 
occasions,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  unable  to  give  any  information 
on  the  subject  of  the  probable  duration 
of  Mukhtar  Pasha's  Mission. 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS  (METROPOLIS)  — 
COLLECTIONS  OF  MONEY  —  THE 
PARKS  AND  OPEN  SPACES. 

Mb.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
will  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  by-law 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
which  gives  power  to  prohibit  public 
meetings  amongst  the  poorer  classes  of 
the  Metropolis  by  taking  from  them  the 
power  of  collecting  money  to  pay  their 
printing  and  other  expenses  ? 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
also  asked,  Whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  make  inquiry  into  the 


grounds  alleged  by  the  one  ratepayer 
on  which  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  made  the  additional  by-law  for- 
bidding collections  on  open  spaces  ap- 
proved by  him  on  the  24th  of  February 
last ;  whether  he  will  inquire  if  similar 
collections  have  taken  place  without 
objection  in  the  Metropolis  on  behalf  of 
Sunday  bands  for  more  than  33  years, 
and  on  behalf  of  various  political  and 
charitable  objects  for  more  than  40 
years,  and  whether  any  breach  of  the 
peace  or  other  public  evil  or  annoyance 
has  arisen  in  consequence  of  such  col- 
lections; and,  whether,  pending  such 
inquiry,  he  will  direct  the  police  not  to 
initiate  further  prosecutions  for  alleged 
breach  of  such  additional  by-law  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
been  in  further  communication  with  the 
Board  of  Works,  who  inform  me  that 
the  by-law  complained  of  does  not  apply 
to  collections  of  money  on  behalf  of 
bands  and  musical  performances  which 
have  been  expressly  allowed  by  the 
Board.  These  collections  are  made  in 
the  form  of  selling  programmes  and 
letting  of  chairs,  and  are  not  of  the 
same  character  as  collections  made  after 
public  meetings,  when  persons  frequent- 
ing the  Parks,  whether  they  join  the  as- 
semblages or  not,  are  solicited  for  money, 
I  have  asked  the  police  to  report  to  me 
whether  the  practice,  in  their  opinion, 
tends  to  a  breach  of  the  peace,  or  creates 
any  public  evil  or  annoyance.  I  have 
also  written  to  the  Board  of  Works  ask- 
ing them  to  consider  whether,  inasmuch 
as  no  by-law  such  as  this  is  in  force  in 
the  Royal  Parks,  and  inasmuch  as  its 
enforcement  has  apparently  occasioned 
more  vexation  and  annoyance  than  it 
prevents,  any  sufficient  reason  exists  for 
maintaining  it.  The  power  of  varying 
and  altering  by-laws  is  vested  in  the 
Board  of  Works.  The  prosecutions  are 
instituted  by  them,  and  not  by  the  police. 
I  hope  legislation  may  not  be  necessary 
on  this  subject  now  that  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  it. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware 
that  on  the  previous  day  several  police- 
men in  uniform,  and  some  in  plain 
clothes,  were  employed  in  taking  down 
the  names  and  addresses  of  persons 
collecting,  and  that  special  action  was 
being  taken  by  the  Police  Authorities 
in  connection  with  those  collections  ? 
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Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  such  proceediDgs  had  been 
in  progress.  The  prosecutions  were 
initiated  by  the  Board  upon  information 
which  the  Board  had  themselves  gained. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  farther  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  did  he  know 
that  the  by-law,  as  it  stood,  gave  Park- 
keepers  under  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  authority  to  enforce  the  by- 
law ;  and  that  the  action  taken  by  the 
police  in  uniform  gave  the  impression 
that  they  were  acting  under  the  instruc- 
tions of  the  Government  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  would 
take  care  that  no  such  impression  as 
that  could  be  justified. 

THE   PARKS   (METROPOLIS)-COLLEO- 
TIONS  OF  MONEY. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Oommissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  collections  are  ^owed  after 
meetings  held  in  the  Royal  Parks  in 
London;  and,  whether  such  collections 
have  lately  taken  place  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunkbt)  (Dublin  University) :  There 
is  no  rule  against  making  collections 
after  meetings  in  the  Royal  Parks. 
Such  collections  have  recently  been 
made. 

FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOPS  ACT  — 
VACANCIES  IN  THE  STAFF  OF  IN- 
SPECTORS. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  there  are  two  vacancies  in  the 
staff  of  Factory  and  Workshop  Inspec- 
tors; and,  if  so,  whether  one  vacancy 
has  been  open  for  some  months ;  and, 
whether,  seeing  the  strong  evidence 
before  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Sweating  System  of  the  necessity  for 
increased  inspection  of  factories  and 
workshops,  the  Government  will  fill  the 
vacancies  without  further  delay  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  There 
is  at  present  only  one  vacancy  in  the 
Factory  Inspectors'  Department,  a  va- 
cancy which  recently  occurred  having 
been  filled  up  by  an  Inspector  who  was 
redundant  on  the  staff.  The  other  va- 
cancy has  been  open  for  some  months, 
for  this  reason.    I  nominated  a  gentle- 


man who  seemed  to  me  to  be  well  quali- 
fied, as  he  had  practical  experience  in 
factory  work.  For  reasons  which  I 
need  not  detail  to  the  House,  but  which 
do  not  alter  my  opinion  as  to  his  fitness, 
he  was  unable  to  satisfy  all  the  require- 
ments of  the  new  scheme  of  examina- 
tion which  was  settled  by  my  Prede- 
cessor. I  hope,  however,  that  in  a  short 
time  he  will  be  able  to  satisfy  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners,  and  the  vacancy 
will  be  filled. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887 -THE  RESIDENT 
MAGISTRATES, 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  steps  has  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  taken  to  satisfy  himself 
of  the  legal  knowledge  of  the  Eesident 
Magistrates  who  try  cases  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  especially  cases  of  conspiracy  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  duty 
referred  to  is  one  Tested  solely  in  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  by  Statute.  He  acts 
with  a  full  sense  of  his  responsibility  in 
the  matter ;  and  I  do  not  see  that  any 
public  advantage  would  be  served  by 
entering  into  the  explanation  required 
in  the  Question,  even  if  it  wore  proper 
for  me  to  do  so. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  -  "  INFERIOR 
COURTS  OP  RECORD"— THE  RE- 
TURNS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  with  reference  to 
the  note  in  italics  at  the  head  of  the 
Return,  **  Inferior  Courts  of  Record," 
showing  that  such  Return  is  **  prelimi- 
nary," If  he  can  state  when  the  complete 
Return  is  likely  to  be  laid  before  the 
House;  and,  in  the  event  of  it  being 
impossible  to  furnish  such  Return  by  an 
early  day,  whether  he  can  make  any 
statement  as  to  the  probable  number 
and  nature  of  the  Inferior  Courts  not 
included  in  the  Preliminary  Return  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuabt-Wortley)  (Shef- 
field,  Haliam)  (who  replied)  said :  It  is 
impossible  to  say  when  the  complete 
Return  will  be  ready.  Urgent  appli- 
cation for  the  requisite  particulars  has 
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been  made  to  194  Courts,  in  addition  to 
those  to  which  the  preliminary  Beturn 
relates.  Inasmuch  as  there  are  doubts 
whether  many  of  these  Courts  are  not 
obsolete,  much  difficulty  is  anticipated 
in  obtaining  the  whole  of  the  information 
sought  for.  As  to  their  nature,  57  of 
them  are  Courts  of  Bequest ;  56  ''  Hun- 
dred "  Courts ;  75  Borough  Courts ; 
one  is  a  University  Chancellor's  Court ; 
and  five  are  miscellaneous. 

THE  WESTERN  PAOIFIO— EXPULSION 
OF  THE  REV.  JOHN  JONES  FROM 
MARE. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  will  produce  the /;r^- 
^  of  a  conversation  between  the  Acting 
Consul  at  Noumea  and  Mr.  Lacascade, 
then  Director  of  tiie  Interior  for  New 
Caledonia,  forwarded  to  the  Foreign 
Office  two  years  ago  by  Consul  Layard ; 
whether  the  Vice  Consul,  New  Caledonia, 
now  in  London,  has  given  any  informa- 
tion respecting  the  expulsion  by  the 
French  of  the  Bev.  John  Jones  from 
Mar6 ;  and,  whether  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  the  case  of  Mr.  Jones  has  yet 
been  obtained  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  I  can  only  state  that 
communications  are  in  progress  on  the 
subject  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question, 
and  that  it  is  not  desirable  to  present 
any  Papers  just  now. 

THE  THAMES  EMBANKMENT— SUB- 
WAY FROM  PALACE  YARD. 

Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  (for  Mr.  Comr- 
beabb)  (Cornwall,  Camborne)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  can  now  state  what 
oondusion  he  has  arrived  at  respecting 
the  opening  to  the  public  use  of  the  sub- 
way leading  from  the  corner  of  Palace 
Yard  to  the  Thames  Embankment  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Mi^TTHEWs)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said : 
After  consulting  with  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Her  Majesty's  Office  of 
Works,  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  will  be  no  objection  to  the 
ve-opening  of  the  subway  from  Palace 
Yard  to  the  Thames  Embankment  to 
the  public  use. 


PRISONS  (IRELAND)  —  PRISONERS  AT 

LOUGHREA. 

Me.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.} 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at« 
tention  has  been  called  to  the  following 
protest  of  1 1  prisoners  in  Loughrea  as 
to  their  treatment: — 

*'  Taken  from  our  beds  at  3  o'clock  on  Wed- 
nesday momm^,  kept  in  the  police  barracks 
and  Court  until  2  o'clock,  when  the  inquiry 
commenced,  forced  to  sit  listening  to  depositions 
being  read  until  6  that  evening,  and  then, 
having  our  application  for  bail  refused,  com- 
mitted to  Loughrea  Bridewell  (11  men  in  all), 
where  there  was  only  accommodation  for  three, 
and  even  these  beds  were  almost  wet  and 
filthy ; " 

and,  whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 
truth  of  these  allegations ;  and,  if  they 
are  true,  take  steps  to  prevent  similar 
treatment  of  unconvicted  prisoners  ? 

Mr.  HARRIS  (Galway,  E.)  also  had 
the  following  Question  on  the  Paper :  — 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at** 
tention  has  been  directed  to  the  fol- 
lowing statement  alleged  to  have  been 
made  by  11  men  charged  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act  at  Loughrea  on  Wednesday : — 

**  Taken  from  our  beds  at  3  o'clock  on  Wed- 
nesday morning,  kept  in  the  police  barracks 
and  Court  until  2  o'clock,  when  the  inquiry 
commenced,  forced  to  sit  listening  to  deposi- 
tions being  read  until  6  that  evening,  and  Uien, 
having  our  application  for  bail  reiused,  com- 
mitted to  Loughrea  Bridewell  (11  men  in  all), 
where  there  was  only  accommodation  for  three, 
and  even  these  beds  were  almost  wet  and 
filthy ; " 

and,  whether  this  statement  is  well- 
founded;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  save  unconvicted  prisoners 
from  such  treatment  in  gaol  in  future  ? 
The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  Per- 
haps I  may  be  permitted  now  to  reply 
also  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Harris).  The 
charge  was  not  under  the  Criminal  Law 
and  Procedure  Act,  but  under  the  ordi« 
nary  law.  The  District  Inspector  of 
Constabulary  reports  that,  bail  having 
been  refused,  it  was  necessary  to  lodge 
these  prisoners  in  the  Bridewell.  Some 
were  accommodated  in  three  available 
cells,  and  the  remainder  in  the  day- 
room.  The  former  had  beds  which  were 
neither  filthy  nor  wet;  and  the  latter 
were  given  such  spare  rugs  and  blankets 
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as  were  at  the  keeper's  disposal.    The  of  State  sees  no  reason  for  re-considering 
question  of  the  acoommodation  for,  and  the  decision  arrived  at. 
treatment  of,   untried  prisoners  gene- 
rally throughout  the  country  has  heen  POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— DISMISSAL  OF 
engaging  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's       MR.  P.  LOUGHRY-TULLA  UNION. 
Croiror  D  moil  ii 

ToB  LORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN       Mr  COX  (Clare  E.)  aeked  the  Chief 

(Mr.  Sbxtok)  (BeUart,  W.) :  May  I  ask.  ?XnT^,it  K  a  fact  tlafMr 

if  the  Government  will  offer  any  expla-  ^  ,*  v'  ^'^^*^^^  "  "  ^  f  n  i?   * 

«o<:».  «*  *!.«  i.»f:„o  «i,:„k  +i— „  »-«  T-^™  Fatnck  Longhry,  Poor  Rate  Collector, 

nation  01  tne  tactics  wnioa  taey  are  now  mi)     TT-t.L  j*     •      jv 

resorting  to  in  Ireland,  and  of  taking  ^  ''^  ^°J«"'  ]»"  ^?«°    dismissed  by 

men  out  of  their  beds  at  the  dead  of  T^^  <»'^«'  °*  *•»«  ^"^  Government 

night  ?    auld  not  they  make  the  arrests  ^<'"^, ' .  whether    any    communication 

either  before  bed-time  or  after  the  people  ^'^^^  ^^}''T''^     -i    ^a  ^*''?""»r* 

had  risen  ?  Board  and  the  Board  of  Guardians  bo- 

Tur^     A     T    -RATirnTTT?.    T   .»^««^.^  f Ore  the  issue  of  the  Sealed  Order ;  and, 
MR.   A.    J.  nAijtUVji:     i    suppose       i_  x i         i  -n     x  x  1    i.  xT- 

the  usual  course  is  for  the  police  to  whether  he  will  state    what  was    the 

arrest  persons  when  they  can  find  them.  ??*""  <>*  *^«  °^«°7.  f  "8°^  *8»V?«' 

The    people    appear   tS  have  escaped  ^J-   ^^«^^  ^^  ^1»»°1»  »»«   was  dis- 

arrest  before  missed? 

ME   SHEEHT  (Qalway,  8.):  What  ,  ^he  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 

is  the  charge  against  these  men  ?  f  •  ^^T?^  (Manchester   E.) :  I  reply 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  charge  *<»  ^^  fi"*  paragraph  in  the  affirmative ; 
is  not  under  the  Criminal  Law  aid  *<>  the  second  in  the  negative  As  re- 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  but  under  the  f"\^  ^^^,}^  portion  of  the  Question 
ordinary  law.  I  believe  it  is  a  prose-  J^«  ^~'*'  Government  Board  considered 
...fi/...  X.-  »^n.n:..».  the  man  an  unfit  person  to  hold  office 
oution  for  conspiracy.  ,      .,      t  •  l  -o*^      -d  i-  f  a  i.     i. 

"^      *'  under  the  Irish  Poor  Relief  Acts,  he 

having  been  sentenced  to  imprisonment 

INDIA-MR.  J.  T.  FERNANDEZ,  CIVIL  in   default  of  finding  sureties   for  his 

ENOINEER.  good  behaviour. 

Me.  PICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the       '*''•  ^^^-  ^^j"**  "  *^«  «ff??°«  ^® 

Under  Secretary  of    State    for  Lidia,  ^f  ''Z'°«°5  u  m''  "m,  i°'  ^  A"  u 

Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  '^^^ff^  ^  ^"A^^l^Tr*^  ^^^  "«^^*  *'*"'• 
to  the  Petition  of  Mr.  James  Thomas       „"®'5*'V''^\V^?ijAT,     t  .    • 

Fernandez,  lately  in  the  Lidian  Service  ,,^^-  ^■^-  ^,^^^^^':  ^/"°°*  Sf*^® 

as  a  civil  engineer;  whether  the  recital  the  hon  Gentleman  that  information 

of  facts  in  thtt  Petition  U  generally  ac-  ,  ^'\\  ^^^  =  ]  ^fB  to  give  Notice  that 

curate;  and,  whether  it  wifl  be  possible  I  ^haU  P«t  a  further  Question  on  the 

to  re-consider  the  case  of  the  Petitioner,  *'^''jeot. 

"^uL^:^^^":^^^^  THE    PARKS     (METROPOLIS)  -  HYDE 

The     under     SECRETARY     of       E;^^"^^™^^^  ^^  ™^  ^^^^^^- 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) :       T"^^* 

I  am  not  sure  to  what  Petition  the  hon.        Mb.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 

Member  refers;   but  a  Memorial  from  ham)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 

Mr.  Fernandez  was,  in  1887,  addressed  Works,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 

to  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council,  south  bank  of  the  Serpentine  is  crowded 

The  facts  were   not  accurately  repre-  with  naked  men  and  boys  bathing  at 

sented  in  that  Memorial.  Mr.  Fernandez  a    time   when   Hvde  Park  is   full   of 

resigned  after  10  years'  service  in  1884,  ladies;  whether  there  is  any  regulation 

being  at  the  time  under  suspension.    In  requiring  the  bathers  to  wear  costumes  ; 

April,  1885,  he  was  re-employed  on  a  and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  compel 

temporary  engagement ;  but  in  Novem*  the  observance  of  decency  ? 
ber  he  was  again  susnended,  and  his       The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 

services  were  dispensed  with,  he  being  Plunkbt)  (Dublin  University) :  Bathing 

granted  a  month's  salary  as  an  act  of  is  allowed  in  Hyde  Park  under  the  Re- 

g^ace.     The  case  has  been  fully  con-  gulations  made  in    pursuance    of   the 

sidered  by  the  Government  of  India  and  Park  Regulations  Act  (1872),  only  from 

the  Seoretai^of  State,  and  the  Secretary  the  south  shore  of  the  Serpentine,  an4 
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only  at  the  following  honrs: — In  tbe 
morning  from  5  to  8,  and  in  the  even- 
ing, at  this  time  of  the  year,  from  7.30 
to  8.30.  Bathers  may  not  undress  or 
land  anywhere  except  within  the  space 
set  apart  for  that  purpose,  and  must 
observe  the  directions  of  the  Park- 
keepers.  I  do  not  think  that  it  would 
be  possible  to  enforce  any  Regulations 
requiring  bathers  to  wear  costumes, 
considering  the  thousands  who  bathe 
there — amounting  to  more  than  250,000 
annually.  Of  course,  if  any  specified 
charges  of  indecency  are  made  they  will 
be  attended  to  ;  but  I  have  not  received 
any  such  complaints. 

ABYSSINIA— RUMOURED   RUSSIAN 
AGGRESSION. 

Mb.  ho  worth  (Salford,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  If  the  rumour,  which 
appears  in  the  papers,  is  true  that  a 
Russian  officer  has  taken  possession  of 
the  Port  of  Alifat,  south  of  Tula,  from 
which  a  road  runs  into  Abyssinia  ? 

The     under     SECRETARY     of 
STATE  (Sir  Jamss  Febgusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  We  have  no  such  infor- 
mation as  is  stated  in  my  hon.  Friend's 
Question. 

ABYSSINIA  (MR.   PORTAL»S   MISSION). 

Mb.  HOWORTH  (Salford.  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  When  the  Papers  referring 
to  the  recent  Mission  to  Abyssinia,  which 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  on  May  8 
last,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febgusson)  (Man- 
chester,  N.E.) :  It  is  hoped  that  these 
Papers  will  be  ready  in  10  days. 

VENEZUELA— REDUCTION  OF  TRADE. 

Mb.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  exports  from  Trinidad  to  the  United 
States  of  Venezuela  show  a  reduction  of 
over  50  per  cent  during  April  last,  as 
compared  with  the  same  month  in  1885  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  fob  the  COLONIES  (Baron 
Henby  de  Wobms)  (Liverpool,  East 
Toxteth)  (who  replied)  said :  I  am  in- 
foiTDoed  that  the  exports  froiQ  Trinidad 


to  Venezuela  in  April,  1885,  amounted 
to  £13,969;  and  in  AprU,  1888,  to 
£64,527.  Deducting  the  exports  of 
specie,  the  figures  are  £9,471  and 
£16,406  respectively;  so  that  instead 
of  a  reduction  of  50  per  cent,  as  as- 
sumed in  the  hon.  Member's  Question, 
there  has  been  an  increase  of  nearly 
500  per  cent  in  the  gross  exports,  and 
an  increase  of  about  75  per  cent  in  the 
exports  excluding  specie. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL  —  REPRESENTATION 
ON  BOARD  OF  IMPROVEMENT  COM- 
MISSIONERS. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  Whether  the  Local 
Government  Bill  will  interfere  with  the 
right  of  appointing  representation  upon 
the  Board  of  Improvement  Commis* 
sioners  now  enjoyed  by  the  University 
at  Cambridge  and  by  the  Manchester 
Ship  Canal  Company  at  Kuncom  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  With 
regard  to  Cambridge,  the  Council  of  the 
borough  are  not  at  present  the  Urban 
Sanitary  Authority;  and  it  will  be 
necessary  that  the  case  should  be  dealt 
with  by  a  Provisional  Order  under 
Clause  55  of  the  Bill.  It  will  depend 
upon  the  pr3visions  of  that  Order,  which 
will  require  the  conBrmation  of  Parlia- 
ment, whether  the  University  will  be 
specially  represented  on  the  District 
Council.  The  Bill  does  not  contemplate 
that  in  the  case  of  Runcorn  the  Man- 
Chester  Ship  Canal  Company  should 
have  the  right  of  appointing  members  of 
the  District  Council. 

DIPLOMATIC  AND  CONSULAR  SERVICES 
—THE  ENGLISH  CONSUL  AT  AJACCIO, 
CORSICA. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  present  English 
Consul  at  Ajaccio,  Corsica,  receives  a 
yearly  salary  of  £450,  and  £50  for  oifioe 
expenses;  if  it  is  true  that  his  prede- 
cessor, Mr.  Short,  only  received  a  salary 
of  £120;  when  was  the  Deputy  Vice 
Consulate  at  Bonefeccia  done  away  with ; 
what  is  the  nature  of  the  Consular  busi- 
ness transacted  in  Corsica ;  what  is  the 
average  annual  amount  received  at 
Ajacoio  in  Consular  fees;  and,  for  what 
reason  wa9  tb9  salary  increased  ? 
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The  UNDEE  SEORBTAEY  of  on  the  technical  ground  that  it  was  not 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febgusson)  (Man-  proved  that  Hogan  was  disorderly  on  the 
Chester,  N.E.) :  The  salary  and  allow-  publiq  road.  There  oould  be  no  ques- 
anoe  of  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Ajaccio  tion  as  to  the  fact  that  he  was  drunk 
are  as  stated  in  the  first  Question.  Mr.  and  disorderly  in  his  own  yard.  The 
Short,  who  was  not  the  immediate  pre-  allegations  in  the  third  paragraph  are 
decessor  of  the  present  Consul,  received  denied.  Thomas  Kennedy  made  the 
a  salary  of  £100,  and  office  allowance  statement  in  Court  referred  to ;  but  the 
of  £50.  The  Deputy  Vice  Consulate  at  police  doubt  its  accuracy,  for  it  was 
Bonefeccia  was  abolished  on  the  10th  of  Kennedy's  mother  who  had  reported  at 
May,  1886.  The  Consular  business  in  the  barrack  that  Hogan  was  drunk,  and 
Corsica  is  of  the  ordinary  nature  ;  there  had  assaulted  Kennedy.  The  sergeant 
is  nothing  exceptional  in  it.  The  aver-  having  asked  Kennedy  if  he  would  pro- 
age  for  three  years  is  about  £7.  The  secute  for  the  assault,  he  refused.  The 
'salary  was  increased  on  the  death  of  Mr.  sergeant  then  summoned  him  as  a 
Short's  successor,  by  the  advice  of  Lord  witness. 
Lyons,  who  strongly  recommended  the 

augmentation.  CRIMINAL    LAW    AND    PROCEDURE 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE  (IRBLAND)-CA8E  (^^^^AND)  ACT,  1887-PROCLAMA. 

OF  MR.  HOGAN.  AT  SORRHA  PETTV  '^^^^  ^^  ^^®  ^^"^^  ^^  DUBLIN. 

SESSIONS,  CO.  TIPPERARY,  Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked 

Mr.  P.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.)  *^®  ^}'^fr^T^\''''V^  }^^  Lord  Lieu- 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  lay 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at-  iJPoathe  Table  of  the  House  a  ^py  of 

tention  has  been  called  to  tbe  report  of  ^H  -R^PO^*  Presented  to  Mr.  Justice 

a  case  recently  tried  at  Sorrha  Petty  Johnson  on  the  6th  instant  by  the  Con- 

•y,  wli 
r  Secr< 

charged  T^tli  being   '"drunk  and  di^  ter,  or  is  substantially  identical  with  all 

orderiy  "  on  May  10,  at  the  prosecution  Pjevious  Eeports  regarding  the  County 

of  Police  Sergeant  M'Olintdbk,  of  Pike  «.'  ?"^^"i  presented  to  the  Judges  on 

Station;  whether,  according  to  the  re-  8«milar  occasions  for  the  past  10  years; 

port,   the  case  was   diamiued    by  the  a°<*'  whether  that    Beport  is  the  sole 

magistrates  on  the  evidence  of  the  wit-  «f^"''4  ®?  J',^'"^  ^""^  »**  outbreak  of 

nesses  called  for  the  prosecution,  two  erime  in  Dublin  County  as  would  justify 

of  them  being  police  constables;  whe-  the  enforcement  there  of  the  Erot  section 

ther  one  witness,  Constable  Foy,  denied  "'   the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 

having  seen  the  defendant  where  he  was  (Iceland)  Act  is  anticipated  by  the  Go- 

charged  with   being   drunk   and  dis-  ▼•"»™eit ;  and,  if  not,  on  what  other 

orderly,  but  stated—  8^"°^.  "  *"°*'  *"  anticipation  enter- 

*  1-  xi.            i.1-        -x-        mi-           TT  trick's)  also  asked.  Whether,  when  the 

whether  another  witness,  Thomas  Ken-  ^  ^t  hon.  Gentleman  decided  to  pro- 

nedy,  called   for  the  prosecution,  ad-  ^jaim  tbe  City  of  Dublin  under  tbe  sec- 

^^"®^  tion  of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 

"  Having  been  brought  into  the  police  bar-  (Ireland)  Act,  he  was  aware  of  the  con- 
rack  and  asked  to  swear  against  the  prisoner,"  ^jtion  of  affairs  reported  to  Mr.  Justice 
while  he  deposed  to  not  having  seen  Johnson,  which  that  Judge  described  as 
him  at  all  on  the  night  in  question ;  satisfactory,  adding  that  only  6  or  7  per 
and,  whether,  under  these  circumstances,  cent  of  crime  remained  undetected  ; 
he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into  and,  whether  he  will  reconsider  the 
the  conduct  of  Sergeant  M'Clintock  in  question  of  applying  the  most  stringent 
this  case  ?  provision  of  the  Act  to  that  community  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A.  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 

J.    Balfoub)    (Manchester,   E.):    The  J.  Balfoxtb^  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  will 

Local  Constabulary  Authorities  report  answer   both    Questions  at    the  same 

that  the  case  referred  to  was  dismissed  time.     Tbe  anewer  I  ^ave  on  Friday 
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was  tbat  tbere  was  nothing — and  there 
is  nothing — exceptional  in  the  state  of 
crime  either  in  the  City  or  in  the  County 
of  Dublin  ;  and  it  is  not  in  consequence 
of  the  exceptional  state  of  crime  that  the 
Government  have  proclaimed  the  City 
and  County  of  Dublin  under  Section  1. 
I  do  not  ag^ee  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Murphy)  that  this  provision  is  the 
most  stringent  provision  of  this  Act ; 
because  the  opinion  has  been  expressed 
over  and  over  again  that  it  should  be 
applied  to  the  whole  country  as  part  of 
the  ordinary  law. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  May  I  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  has 
not  answered  a  single  one  of  the  three 

f)aragraphs  in  my  Questions  ?    He  has 
eft  them  completely  unanswered. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  thought 
the  information  I  gave  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  satisfied  him ;  but  as 
it  does  not,  I  may  say  that  I  will  not  lay 
on  the  Table  a  copy  of  the  Eeport  pre- 
sented to  Mr.  Justice  Johnson  on  the 
5th  instant.  That  Eeport  was  not  of  an 
exceptional  character,  and  that  Eeport 
is  not  the 

<*  Sole  ground  on  which  such  an  outbreak  of 
crime  in  Dublin  County  as  would  justify  the 
enforcement  there  of  the  first  section  of  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  is 
anticipated  by  the  Government/' 

I  have  alreadv  stated,  in  answer  to  the 
Questions  on  Friday  and  to-day,  that 
that  is  all  the  information  I  can  give  the 
House  as  to  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
Government  have  acted. 

The  LOED  MAYOE  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.):  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  justified  the  application 
of  Section  1  to  the  County  Dublin  not 
by  the  existing  state  of  facts,  but  by 
some  apprehension  of  what  may  happen. 
I  wish  to  ask  him  whether  the  Report 
of  the  Constabulary  Authorities  to  Mr. 
Justice  Johnson  affords  any  ground  for 
anticipating  an  outbreak  of  crime  ;  and, 
also,  whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the 
percentage  of  undetected  crime  in  the 
Citv  of  Dublin  is  only  6  per  cent,  which 
is  less  than  the  average  of  any  other 
town  in  the  Kingdom ;  and,  does  that 
circumstance  afford  any  ground  for  the 
apprehensions  of  the  Government  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  misunder- 
stood the  purport  of  my  answer.  I  did 
not  state  that  it  was  in  consequence  of 
an  outbreak  of  crime  which  the  Govern- 
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ment  anticipated  that  the  Government 
had  taken  this  step ;  and,  as  to  the 
second  Question,  I  would  point  out  that 
it  is  nol  the  amount  of  undetected  crime 
that  is  the  justification,  or  need  be  the 
justification,  of  using  this  section.  The 
sole  justification  required  by  the  Go- 
vernment is  whether,  in  their  opinion, 
the  application  of  the  section  may  not 
lead  to  the  detection  of  crime  which 
would  otherwise  remain  undiscovered. 

MORTMAIN— ISSUE  OF  LICENCES. 

Mr.  WARMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  What 
is  the  number  of  the  general,  and  what 
is  the  number  of  the  speoiid  or  condi- 
tional,  licences  in  mortmain  granted  by 
the  Crown  since  January  1,  1868  ;  how 
many  forfeitures  have  accrued  to  the 
Crown  in  the  like  period  by  reason  of 
grants  or  conveyances  in  mortmain 
without  licence ;  what  steps  have  been 
taken  to  enforce  observance  of  the  con- 
ditions contained  in  the  licences  granted 
during  the  like  period ;  and,  during  the 
like  period,  have  any  proceedings,  and, 
if  so,  with  what  result,  been  taken  on 
behalf  of  the  Crown  for  breach  of  the 
conditions  contained  in  any  such  licence  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
The  time  which  has  elapsed  sinco  this 
Question  appeared  on  the  Paper  has  not 
been  sufficient  to  obtain  all  the  particu- 
lars for  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  asked.  But  I  believe  that 
since  the  date  referred  to  37  licences 
have  been  granted  by  the  Crown ;  and, 
in  addition,  a  considerable  number  of 
Charters,  containing  clauses  giving  such 
licences.  I  have  not  yet  been  able  to 
ascertain  whether  any  proceedings  have 
been  taken  since  that  date.  There  have 
not,  as  far  as  I  know,  been  any  for- 
feitures. 

THE  QUEEN'S  PKINTERS  AND  OTHERS 
—THE  BOOK  OF  COMMON  PRAYER. 

Mr.  WARDLE  (Derbyshire,  8.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  issue  of  incorrect 
versions  by  the  Queen's  Printers  and 
other  privileged  presses  enjoying  a 
monopoly  of  the  right  of  printing  the 
Book  of  Common  Prayer  was  complained 
of  in  1 868  by  the  Committee  of  the  Con- 
vocation of  Canterbury,  has  led  to  the 
appointment  of  a   Committee   b^   the 
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Gonyocation  of  York  during  the  present 
year,  and  was  alluded  to  in  1870  by  the 
Bojal  Commission  on  Bitual  in  their 
Fourth  Report;  whether  tho  terms  of 
the  Hoyal  Letters  Patent,  granted  to 
the  privileged  printers,  provide  for  such 
irregularities  being  punished;  and,  if 
not,  in  what  way  can  they  be  legally 
corrected ;  and,  whether,  in  face  of  the 
fact  that  not  one  single  correctly  printed 
copy  of  the  Statutory  Prayer  Book  is 
now  procurable  (while  the  much  bulkier 
** authorized"  version  of  the  Bible  is 
printed  with  admirable  fidelity),  the 
Goyernment  are  prepared  to  throw  open 
the  printing  of  the  Prayer  Book  to 
public  competition,  or  else  to  authorize 
Her  Majesty's  Attorney  General  to  take 
proceedings  to  remedy  the  abuse  alleged 
to  exist  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I 
believe  that  it  is  a  fact  that  in  the  ver- 
sions of  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer 
printed  by  the  Queen's  Printers  and 
the  other  authorized  presses  certain 
minor  variations  from  the  Prayer  Book 
annexed  to  the  Act  13  &  14  Charles  II., 
c.  4,  exist.  This  fact  was  referred  to, 
as  the  hon.  Member  states,  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  of  the  Convoca- 
tion of  Canterbury  in  1868;  but  the 
variations  in  question  were  apparently 
not  of  sufficient  importance  to  justify 
any  action.  On  the  contrary,  I  find  in 
the  Report  the  following  words : — 

'*  Most  of  the  variations  ....  are,  in  fact, 
improvements  in  regard  to  accuracy  and  to 
sense;  nor  could  greater  care  and  fidelity  be 
reasonably  expected  than  have  grown  up  in  the 
present  century.  In  all  ordinary  particulars 
the  Prayer  Book  as  now  printed  is  what  the 
compilers  would  have  wished  to  make  it  if  their 
task  had  fallen  to  them  in  the  present  day." 

It  is  a  curious  fact  that  the  Prayer  Book 
annexed  to  the  Act,  and  the  various 
sealed  books  which  are  deposited  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  Act  in  Cathedrals,  at 
the  Courts  at  Westminster,  and  the 
Tower,  differ  in  several  matters  of  de- 
tail. I  believe  that  the  Letters  Patent 
do  not  contain  any  special  provisions 
with  regard  to  such  irregularities.  In 
my  opinion,  although  the  matter  is  not 
strictly  for  me,  it  is  not  desirable  that 
the  printing  of  the  Prayer  Book  should 
be  thrown  open  for  public  competition ; 
but  I  am  able  to  inform  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  Queen's  Printers  and  the 
authorized  presses  last  month  deter- 
mined  to  print  an  exact  copy  of  the 
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Prayer  Book  annexed  to  the  Act,  the 
publication  of  which  will  be  duly  an- 
nounced. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE-SMALL 
HOLDINGS  BILL. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Government  are 
able  to  give  any  facilities  for  the  com- 
pletion of  the  discussion  on  the  Small 
Holdings  Bill,  which  was  adjourned  on 
Wednesday,  May  10  ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  general  expression 
of  opinion  in  favour  of  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  cultivating  owners  of 
land,  the  Government  will  agree  to  the 
immediate  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  consider  by  what  means,  either 
in  connection  with  Local  Government 
or  otherwise,  this  object  can  most  effec- 
tually be  accomplished ;  how  far  the 
practice  of  small  ownership  and  culti- 
vation has  diminished  in  this  country  ; 
and,  whether  there  is  any  evidence  to 
show  whether  such  diminution  is  due  to 
legislation  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  In 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  have  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment regret  that,  having  regard 
to  the  present  state  of  Business  in 
this  House,  they  are  unable  to  afford 
facilities  for  the  further  discussion  of 
the  Small  Holdings  Bill ;  but  they 
will  willingly  co-operate  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  to  consider 
the  question  of  small  holdings,  and 
especially  the  points  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  calls  attention. 

ROYAL  COMmSSION  ON  CIVIL  ESTAB- 

LISHMENTS. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Treasury  have  taken  any 
steps  towards  generally  carrying  into 
effect  the  recommendation  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Civil  Establishments  as 
regards  the  placing  of  the  establishments 
on  a  seven-hour  scale  of  service ;  and, 
whether  any  Department  has  recently 
applied  for  a  large  increase  of  staff; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  Treasury  will 
place  the  Lower  Division  clerks  in  that 
Department  on  the  seven-hour  scale, 
and  thus  carry  out  their  intention,  as 
expressed  in  Parliamentary  Paper  No. 
227  (1884)— namely, 
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"  Th&t  thii  chaoKe  it  ia  the  intantton  of  my 
Lorda  to  eDcourtigo  wherefet  the  increase  of 
work  jnttifiesit," 

or  an  equiralent  reduction  can  be  made 
in  the  numbsro  employed  ? 

The  first  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  AVestminater) :  The 
tiuestion  as  to  the  establishment  of  the 
Beren  hour  scale  of  service  in  the  Civil 
EdtablielimeQta  ia  one  that  has  not  been 
lost  sight  of  hy  the  Treasury,  and  con- 
siderable progress  has  been  made  in 
that  direction,  and  will  continue  to  be 
made  when  circumstaaces  will  permit. 
"When  any  large  increase  of  staff  is 
applied  for  bj  a  Department,  the 
Ireasurj  carefully  bear  in  mind  the 
seven- hour  system  of  employment. 

THE  NAVAL  AND  MILITARY  DEPAET- 

MENTS  —  COMPOSITION     OF      THE 

ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Lord  CHARLES  BEEESFORD 
(Uarylebone,  E.)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  having  regard 
to  the  dissatisfaction  generally  felt  bj  the 
Services  in  the  United  Kingdom  at  the 
composition  of  the  Royal  Commission 
appointed  to  inquire  into  their  adtniuiB- 
tration,  he  will  recommend  the  addition 
of  one  Admiral  and  one  General  t^  the 
Commission  ? 

Tub  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  CStrand,  Westminster) :  It  has 
not  before  been  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the  Government  that  the  Services 
have  expressed  dissatisfaction  with  the 
names  of  Lieutenant  General  Bracken- 
bury,  Rear  Admiral  Sir  F.  W.  Richards, 
Captain  W.  H.  Hall,  E.N.,  and  Major 
G.  S.  Clarke,  RE.,  who  are  respectively 
Uembers  and  Secretaries  of  the  Royal 
Commission.  But  the  Government  will 
consider  the  expediency  of  adding  the 
namea  of  another  General  and  Admiral, 
and  will  communioate  the  fact  to  the 


THE  AUSTRALIAN  COLONIES- 
CHINESE  IMUI0RANT3. 
Ma.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.) 
asked,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  consider  the  advisability  of 
carrying  out  as  fully  as  possible  the 
wishes  of  the  Australian  people  in  con- 
nection with  the  Chinese  question  ;  and, 
also,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  consider  seriously  the  de- 
air&bility  of  adopting   the   suggestion 
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unanimously  agreed  to  by  the  Oonfer- 
anee  of  the  Australian  Colonies,  to  the 
effect  that  it  would  be  advisable  for 
the  Imperial  Government  to  enter  into 
diplomatic  negotiations  with  the  Chinese 
Government,  in  order  that  a  Treaty 
might  be  concluded  between  thia  coun- 
try and  China  for  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  the  difficult  question  of  the 
wholesale  emigration  of  Chinese  to  the 
Australian  Colonies  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
Henry  de  Wokms)  (Liverpool,  East 
Tosteth) :  The  suggestions  and  recom- 
mendations made  by  the  Australasian 
Conference  with  regard  to  the  Chinese 
labour  question  are  receiving  the  fullest 
and  most  careful  attention  of  the  Go* 
vernment. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (METROPOLIS)— 
ARREST  OP  JOHN  MARA. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Oaine  (Barrow-in- 
Furness), 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEWRTMENT  (Mr. 
Mattubws)  (Birmingham,  E.)aaid,  that 
John  Mara,  who  was  eharged  before 
Mr.  Newton  at  Marlborough  Street 
Police  Court  with  attempted  pocket 
picking,  was  remanded  twice,  not  three 
times.  The  evidence  to  which  reference 
was  made  was  forthcoming  on  Saturday 
last.  The  magiatrateinforraedhim  that 
the  prisoner  was  remanded,  in  the  first 
instanoe,  in  order  to  ascertain  if  any- 
thing was  known  of  him  by  the  warders 
and  detectives  who  visited  the  prison 
for  the  purpose — a  course  which  was 
not  unusual;  in  the  second  instance, 
because  the  magistrate  at  the  close  of 
that  day's  examination  was  informed 
for  the  first  time  that  the  evidence  of 
two  other  detectives  could  be  obtained 
whose  examination  was  desired  by  the 

{risoner's  solicitor.  He  was  also  in- 
ormed  by  the  magistrate  that  Story  did 
not  state  that  he  was  present  in  the 
Court  on  Monday,  the  11th.  He  had 
been  present,  but  had  gone  away,  not 
knowing  he  would  be  wanted.  Gregory 
did  say  that  he  was  on  special  duty  on 
the  4th;  but  he  had  not  had  time  to 
ascertain  what  that  special  duty  was. 
Detective  Mott  did  not  require  U  days 
to  produce  two  witnesses.  Inquiry  was 
now  being  made  into  the  treatment  of 
Mara  in  Holh>way.    The  Prison  Rules 
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declared  tliat  criminal  prisoners  before 
trial  might,  if  they  desired  it,  wear  the 
prison  dress;  and  they  should  be  re- 
quired to  do  so  if  their  own  clothes  were 
insufficient  or  unfit  for  use,  or  had  to  be 
preserved  for  the  purposes  of  justice. 
But  the  dress  was  of  a  different  kind 
from  the  dress  of  a  convicted  prisoner. 
It  was  not  usual  for  prisoners  under 
remand  to  sleep  on  plank  beds  without 
a  mattress.  He  was  informed  by  the 
magistrate  that  the  extent  of  the  charge 
was,  for  the  first  time,  made  known  to 
him  at  the  close  of  the  prosecution  on 
Saturday,  and,  therefore,  bail  was  taken. 
Up  till  then  he  did  not  know  whether 
the  case  might  not  turn  out  to  be  a 
felony. 

Mr.  OAINE  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  take  the  earliest  possible  oppor- 
tunity of  moving  a  Resolution  respecting 
the  conduct  of  business  at  Marlborough 
Street  Police  Court. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Db.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  asked,  Whether  the  Votes 
would  be  taken  in  their  order  on  Thurs- 
day? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle):  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  already  stated  that  Yote  12  will  be 
taken. 

EAST  INDIA  (MB.   WILLIAM   TAYLER, 

OF  PATNA), 

Address  for — 

*'  Gopiei  of  a  Minute  by  His  Ezcellency  the 
Governor  General  of  India,  dated  the  6tii  day 
of  February  1869 ;  " 

**  Of  a  lietter  from  the  Governor  of  India  to 
the  Governor  of  Bengal,  dated  the  4th  day  of 
March  1869 ; " 

"  Of  a  Letter  from  the  Governor  of  Bengal  to 
Mr.  William  Tayler,  dated  the  12th  day  of 
March  1869 ; " 

"  And,  of  a  Letter  from  the  Governor  of 
Bengal  to  the  Governor  of  India,  dated  6th 
April  1869,  with  enclosure.'* — (Sir  John  Oorat.) 

Sib  HENEY  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.)  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  three  letters 
in  7%tf  Times  and  one  in  The  Morning 
Post  of  that  day  absolutely  denying  that 
Mr.  William  Tayler,  ex-Commissioner 
of  Patna,  had  been  offered  an  inquiry 
into  his  conduct  in  1859,  and  had  de- 
clined that  offer  ;  and  whether,  ao  that 
statement  materially  affected  tLe  Bivi- 
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sion  on  that  question  prejudicially  to 
Mr.  Tayler's  interests,  he  was  prepared 
to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  copies 
of  the  whole  Correspondence  pro  ana  eon 
on  which  he  based  that  statement,  in- 
cluding Mr.  Samuells*  letter  containing 
offensive  imputations  against  Mr.  Tay- 
ler, which  he  subsequently  entirely 
withdrew,  and  which  withdrawal  caused 
Mr.  Tayler  to  say  that  he  did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  pursue  the  matter  fur- 
ther ;  also,  whether  he  would  lay  on  the 
Table  copies  of  Mr.  Tayler's  two  letters 
of  September,  1856,  in  which  he  not 
only  invited,  but  urgently  requested,  a 
judicial  investigation  into  his  conduct  ? 
The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qorst)  (Chatham),  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  statement  he  made 
on  Friday  was  that  Mr.  Tayler  was 
offered  an  inquiry  into  the  correctness 
of  Lord  Canning's  belief  that  in  the 
course  of  Mr.  Tayler's  proceedings  at 
Fatna  men  were  condemned  and  executed 
upon  insufficient  evidence.  The  Papers 
which  the  House  had  just  ordered  to  be 
laid  on  the  Table  would  amply  justify 
that  statement.  The  Papers  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  required  were 
already  before  Parliament,  with  the 
exception  of  the  letters  of  September, 
1856,  for  which  search  would  be  made 
in  the  India  Office. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS -THE  BANN,  BAR- 
ROW,  AND  SHANNON  DRAINAGE 
BILLS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked,  in  reference  to  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Irish  Drainage  Bills, 
for  some  time  on  the  Paper,  Whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  was  aware  that  at  this  moment 
one  of  the  largest  floods  known  for  the 
last  20  years  was  covering  the  land  near 
the  riyer  between  Monastereyan  and 
Athy ;  and,  whether  he  was  aware  that 
all  the  small  landholders  would  lose  the 
whole  of  the  potato  crops,  and  that  the 
other  crops  would  be  so  injured  by  the 
water  that  they  could  not  be  used  ;  and, 
whether  he  would  take  steps  to  bring  in 
these  Bills  at  an  early  date  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  haye 
already  often  expressed  to  the  House 
my  great  desire  to  bring  in  these  Bills 
at  the  earliest  possible  opportunity ;  but 
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I  may  remind  the  hon.  Oentleman  that 
DO  expedition  on  our  part  would  have 
Baved  the  tenants  who  are  now  suffering 
from  the  action  of  floods.  If  they  were 
saved  it  would  have  had  to  be  done  by 
action  taken  three  or  four  years  ago. 

MOTION. 


DEATH  OF  THE  GERMAN  EMPEROR 

MOTION   FOR   AX   ADDRESS. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Sir,  I  rise  to  propose 
a  Motion  in  accordance  with  the  duty 
and  privilege  of  this  House  at  all  times 
to  express  its  own  sympathy  and  the 
sympathy  of  the  people  of  the  United 
Kingdom  in  all  the  joys  and  sorrows  of 
the  Sovereign  who,  as  Queen  of  this 
Empire,  reigns  not  alone  over  vast  terri- 
tories, but  I  am  able  to  say  with  con- 
fidence in  the  hearts  and  affections  of 
Her  people.  The  occasion  on  which  the 
House  is  invited  now  to  express  its  sor- 
row and  concern  is  one  of  peculiar  and 
certainly  of  most  tragic  interest.  It  was 
scarcely  a  year  ago  that  the  Crown 
Prince  of  Germany  received  the  cordial 
and  hearty  welcome  of  this  country,  as 
a  son-in-law  of  the  Queen,  and  the  Heir 
to  the  Throne  of  a  great  and  friendly 
Empire,  when  he  oame  here  to  take  part 
in  the  rejoicings  of  the  people  on  the 
completion  of  50  years  of  the  reign  of  a 
just,  a  wise,  and  Constitution al  Sove- 
reign. It  was  then  known  to  many  that 
he  was  suffering  from  a  painful  and 
distressing  malady,  which  occasioned 
the  greatest  concern  to  all  who  were 
acquainted  with  or  suspected  its  charac- 
ter. But  His  Imperial  Highness,  not- 
withstanding his  illness,  took  part  in 
public  ceremonials,  and  especially  on 
the  occasion  of  the  great  Procession  and 
Thanksgiving  Service  on  the  21st  of 
June,  in  which  this  House  joined,  ex- 
hibiting the  deepest  interest  and  taking 
a  prominent  and  active  part  in  the 
manifestations  of  joy  and  thankfulness 
in  which  the  nation  indulged.  Physical 
weakness  and  suffering  were  never  per- 
mitted by  him  to  interfere  with  the  dis- 
charge of  his  public  or  private  duties. 
Gradually  the  disease  gained  upon  him, 
but  it  never  deprived  him  of  his  resolve 
to  go  through  his  daily  task,  and  to 
devote  the  powers  that  remained  to  him 
and  his  unimpaired  intellect  to  the  ser- 


vice of  his  country;  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  no  more  pathetic  and  touching 
spectacle  of  courage  and  fortitude  has 
been  witnessed  by  the  world  than  that 
which  he  exhibited.  As  a  Commander 
in  the  field  he  had  displayed  courage 
and  capacity ;  he  could  face  death  with 
his  men  in  battle,  and  he  knew  how  to 
care  for  the  wounded  and  the  sick  after 
the  struggle,  and  to  see  that  order  was 
restored  among  the  civil  population. 
But  these  qualities  are  common  as  com- 
pared with  the  fortitude  that  enables  a 
man,  on  whom  a  fatal  disease  has 
fastened,  making  slow  but  sure  progress 
from  day  to  day,  cheerfully  and  uncom- 
plainingly to  endure  long  and  grievous 
suffering,  and  to  go  about  his  daily  work 
sustained  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty 
by  the  sense  of  devotion  to  his  country. 
A  few  weeks  ago  Europe  lamented  the 
death  of  the  great  Ruler  whose  reign 
had  been  prolonged  beyond  the  ordinary 
life  of  man,  and  whose  people  had  be- 
come great  and  prosperous  and  united 
under  his  rule.  Now  we  mourn  the 
death  of  his  son,  who  possessed  qualities 
which  we  believe  would,  in  no  less  a 
degree,  have  tended  to  secure  the  good 
government  and  prosperity  of  Germany 
and  the  peace  of  the  world.  It  is 
fitting,  Sir,  that  we  should  carry  to  the 
foot  of  the  Throne  the  expression  of  a 
nation's  sorrow  at  the  loss  which  the 
Sovereign  has  sustained  in  her  domestic 
relations  at  the  premature  death  of  one 
who,  in  every  position  which  he  filled, 
obtained  admiration  and  affection ;  and 
we  may  venture  to  hope  that  the  sym- 
pathy which  we  now  offer  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty may  be  some  consolation  to  those 
on  whom  bereavement  has  fallen  so 
heavily.  I  have  now  to  move  an  Ad- 
dress of  Condolence  to  the  Empress  Vic- 
toria, and  I  shall  do  so  in  very  few 
words,  lest  by  any  expression  of  mine  I 
should  jar  on  the  sanctity  of  the  grief  of 
the  widow.  Thirty  years  ago,  amid 
general  rejoicing,  the  Princess  Royal  of 
England  was  married  to  Prince  Frederick 
William  of  Prussia.  It  was  a  marriage 
which  we  knew  at  the  time  was  founded 
upon  affection,  confidence,  and  esteem, 
and  on  a  thorough  knowledge  of  the 
character  of  her  husband.  It  was  not 
brought  about  by  political  considera- 
tions —  although  the  people  of  this 
country  rejoiced  at  a  union  between  the 
reigning  families  of  two  great  Kingdoms 
which  had  much  in  common,  and  whosQ 
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interests  ought  not  at  any  time  to  be 
divergent — but  we  were  assured  that  it 
proceeded  from  the  purest  impulse  of 
natural  affection,  and  the  Princess  Bojal 
of  England  has  had  the  happiness  in 
her  married  life  which  was  permitted  to 
our  widowed  Queen  in  hers.  The  vir- 
tues and  the  results  have  been  the  same, 
and  the  people  of  England  have  watched 
with  affection  and  pride  the  happy 
domestic  life  and  the  recent  discharge 
of  public  duties,  which  have  been  im- 
perious and  exacting  in  their  character, 
in  the  intervals  permitted  to  the  wife 
and  the  sick  nurse.  Sir,  we  desire  to 
convey  the  expression  of  our  deepest 
sympathy  to  the  Empress  in  her  sorrow 
— a  sympathy  which  is  extended  to  the 
people  who  are  bereaved  of  a  Sovereign 
whom  they  loved  and  trusted.  I  venture, 
Sir,  to  move  the  Address,  which  is — 

<^  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  express  the  deep|ooncern  and 
sorrow  of  this  House  at  the  g^eat  loss  which  Her 
Majesty  has  sustained  by  the  death  of  His  Im- 
perial Majesty  Frederick  William,  Qorman 
Emperor,  King  of  Prussia,  and  to  condole  with 
Her  Majesty  on  this  melancholy  occasion,  and 
to  pray  Her  Majesty  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  express  to  His  Majesty,  the  present 
Emperor,  the  profound  sympathy  of  this  House 
with  the  Imperial  and  Royal  Family,  and  with 
the  Government  and  People  of  Germany.  To 
assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  will  ever 
feel  the  warmest  interest  in  whatever  concerns 
Her  Majesty's  domestic  relations,  and  to  declare 
the  ardent  wishes  of  this  House  for  the  happi- 
ness of  Her  Majesty  and  of  Her  Family.  That 
the  said  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty 
by  such  Members  of  this  House  as  are  of  Her 
Majesty's  Privy  Council.  That  this  House 
doth  condole  with  Her  Imperial  Majesty  Vic- 
toria, German  Empress,  Queen  of  Prussia, 
Princess  Royal  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
on  the  great  loss  which  she  has  sustained  by  the 
death  of  His  Imperial  Majesty.  That  a  Message 
of  Condolence  be  sent  to  Her  Imperial  Majesty, 
and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  communicate  the  said 
Message  to  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Ber- 
lin, with  a  request  that  he  will  attend  the 
Empress  Victoria  for  the  purpose  of  conveying 
it  to  Her  Imperial  Majesty." 

Mk.W.E.  GLADSTONE(Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  Sir,  I  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  seconding  the  Address  which  has 
been  moved  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  terms 
80  just  and  appropriate.  With  regard 
to  the  Joint  Address  to  which  we  are 
asked  to  give  our  assent,  I  observe  it  is 
proposed  we  should  express  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty and  to  the  German  Empress  our 
share  in  the  sorrow  at  the  loss  they  have 
sustained,  and  that  we  should  likewise 
oonvey  to  the  German  Empress  the  ex- 
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pression  of  our  sympathy  with  her  in  the 
trial,  which  is  probably  the  greatest 
which  can  in  any  instance  happen  to  a 
human  being,  and  which  in  her  case  has 
been  enhanced,  and,  I  may  say,  illus- 
trated, by  a  devotion,  a  courage,  and  a 
patience  during  the  trial,  fluctuations, 
suspense,  and  pain  of  12  months — a  de- 
votion second  only  to  that  of  her  illus- 
trious husband.  I  am  sure  that  every 
man  among  us  feels  that  on  this  occasion 
we  are  discharging  very  much  more  than 
a  formal  duty ;  and,  in  truth,  if  we  did 
not  entertain  that  sentiment,  we  should 
differ  from  the  whole  of  Europe  and  the 
entire  civilized  world.  With  regard  to 
the  event  which  has  just  taken  place, 
and  the  survivors  of  that  event,  in  the 
whole  course  of  the  experience  with 
which  we  have  been  made  familiar  from 
day  to  day,  we  have  followed  them  with 
a  pitying  as  well  as  an  admiring  sorrow. 
I  greatly  doubt  whether  there  ever  has 
been  a  case  in  which  one  so  exalted  in 
rank  and  station  as  was  the  Grown  Prince 
of  Germany,  and  subsequently  the  Ger- 
man Emperor,  has  had  such  claims — I 
will  not  eay  merely  upon  the  admiration, 
but  upon  the  sympathy  and  pity  of  the 
world.  Sir,  it  is  touching  to  reflect  on 
the  enhancements  of  that  great  trial — 
the  circumstances  under  which  it  oc- 
curred, the  peculiar  slowness  and  subtlety 
of  the  disease,  the  extreme  and  extra- 
ordinary strength  of  constitution  of  the 
sufferer,  and  the  great  advance  in  the 
resources  of  medical  science  which  en- 
abled its  most  skilful  Professors  to  pro- 
cure for  the  illustrious  Prince  a  consider-^ 
able  but  ineffectual  and  unavailing 
prolongation  of  life — and  that  prolonga- 
tion we  fondly  hoped  might  bo  the  pre- 
cursor of  recovery,  but  was  in  truth  an 
addition  to  his  suffering.  Our  rocollec- 
tions  of  the  Emperor  Frederick  reach 
back  for  a  long  period  of  years,  for  it 
was  in  the  first  period  of  his  happy  mar- 
riage that  he  made  a  deep  impression 
upon  the  minds  of  the  people  of  England, 
and  they  felt  that  their  interest  in  him 
was  a  personal  interest,  not  only  because 
of  his  association  with  our  beloved 
Sovereign,  but  also  on  account  of  the 
qualities  which  he  displayed  in  early 
life^  the  high  intelligence,  the  wonderful 
simplicity  and  gentleness  of  character, 
the  kindliness  which  laid  him  open  to 
the  access  of  all  men  ;  and  those  qualities 
as  time  went  on  were  destined  to  be 
followed  up  by  fresh  displays  of  the 
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highest  qualities  I  hare  stated.  When 
he  came  back  to  this  country  after  the 

War  of  1870,  it  was  itnpoBsible  not  to 
be  profoondlj  struck  with  the  fact 
that,  after  he  had  shown  that  in  skill 
and  valour  he  vas  worthy  to  take 
his  place  among  tha  heroes  of  the  world,  ' 
he  still  displayed  in  a  peculiar  degree 
all  the  modesty  of  his  youth.  It  aeetned 
as  if  all  were  consoioua  of  these  facts  but 
himself.  His  character  remained  pre- 
cisely the  same  in  its  unassuming  gentle- 
ness, and  in  its  total  absence  of  preten- 
sioD,  as  it  had  been  before  he  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  manifesting  to  the 
world  the  claims  he  had  bo  well  entitled 
to  make  upon  its  admiration.  Sir,  there 
may  be  a  disposition  to  regret  that  the 
Seign  of  the  Emperor  Frederick  was  too 
short  for  the  display  of  the  qualities  of 
the  Euler ;  but  there  is  another  view 
which,  I  think,  will  change  that  regret 
into  thankfulnesB.  The  circumstances 
attending  his  ascent  to  the  Throne  made 
him  Btill  more  conspicuous  to  the  eyes  of 
the  world,  and,  I  have  no  doubt,  caused 
a  yet  deeper  impression  of  the  invaluable 
qualities  of  his  mind  and  character  to  be 
made  both  upon  the  Qerman  people  and 
upon  mankind  at  large.  It  may  well 
be  said  of  him  that  in  the  course  of  a 
short  time  on  the  Throne  he  fulQlled  a 
long  time,  for  there  was  not  an  expecta- 
tion, however  fond,  that  bad  been  en- 
tertained before  he  became  Emperor 
which  was  not  fully  realized  by  all  who 
heard  of  his  daily  share  in  the  labours 
of  the  State,  and  the  wise  and  compre- 
hensive manifestation  of  his  views  on 
the  condition  of  Europe,  which  were  at 
the  very  earliest  date  made  kaown  to 
the  German  nation  and  to  the  nations 
around  bim.  Sir,  we  have  to  hope  that 
BO  far  as  human  sorrow  can  be  alleviated 
either  by  the  expression  of  sympathy, 
or  by  vlorious  recollections,  or  yet  by 
more  glorious  hopes — all  that  consola- 
tion will  be  enjoyed  by  those  who  are 
now  mourning  over  the  death  of  the 
German  Emperor.  But  one  wish,  I 
think,  remains  to  us,  and  it  is  tbis — 
that  the  recollection  of  his  great  quali- 
ties, of  his  singular  union  of  wisdom 
with  virtue  and  valour,  that  his  known 
attachment  to  the  liberties  of  his  coun- 
try and  his  respect  for  its  Constitution, 
which  made  him  so  secure  a  guardian 
ot  the  privileges  of  the  people  no  less 
than  of  the  honour  of  the  Throne,  and 
that  all  the  winning  personal  qualities 


which  in  him  showed  forth  that  most 
beautiful  and  appropriate  of  all  associa- 
tions, the  extreme  of  gentleness  with 
the  highest  manhood  ;  and,  again,  that 
the  holy  fortitude  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  which  he 
had  displayed  upon  the  bed  of  suffering, 
a  fortitude  greater  in  degree  than  that 
of  many  a  soldier,  and,  perhaps,  ot 
any  a  martyr— these  recollections  con- 
stitute a  great  and  noble  inheritance  to 
the  German  people ;  and  we  trust  that 
that  great  nation,  through  long  periods 
of  strength,  prosperity,  and  virtue,  will 
cherish  the  recollection  that  the  Em- 
peror whom  they  have  lost  wEts  among 
the  most  precious  possessions  that  can 
accrue  to  the  lot  of  any  people  upon 

The  MARauEHS  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Bossendale)  :  I  do  not  rise, 
Sir,  for  tbe  purpose  of  adding  anything 
to  what  has  been  said.  I  only  rise  to 
say  that,  notwithstanding  any  political 
differences  which  may  unhappily  exist 
among  Gentlemen  who  sit  upon  this 
side  of  the  House,  I  can  assure  tbe 
House,  and  I  can  assure  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
that  I^and  I  think  I  may  speak  for 
every  one  of  those  with  whom  I  am  in 
the  habit  of  acting— entirely  and  fully 
coacur  in  every  word  which  has  fallen 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend ;  and,  fur- 
ther, that  we  thank  him  for  the  eloquent 
expression  he  has  given  of  the  thoughts 
and  sentiments  which  prevail  in  every 
part  of  this  House  on  this  sad  occasion. 

Riioli-id,  Nemine  Coiitradieinie,  That  an 
humble  Address  be  preBcnted  to  Her  Majesty, 
to  aipresB  the  deep  concern  and  sorrow  o(  thU 
Ilouao  Ht  the  greet  loss  which  Iter  Majesty  has 
sustained  by  the  death  of  Hia  Imperial  Ma- 
jesty Frederick  William,  Oerman  Emperor 
King  of  Prussia,  and  to  condole  with  Her  Ua- 
jesty  on  this  melancholy  occasion,  and  to  pray 
Uer  Majesty  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased 
to  express  to  His  Majesty,  the  present  Em- 
peror, the  profound  sympathy  of^  this  HoUM 
with  the  Imperial  and  Royal  Family,  and  with 
the  (.lovernmunt,  and  people  ot  Germany. 

To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  will 
ever  feel  the  warmest  interest  in  whatever  oon- 
corns  Uer  Itlajesty's  domestic  rclutiona,  and  to 
decUre  the  ardent  wishes  of  tbis  liouaa  for  tha 
happiness  of  Her  Majesty  and  of  Her  Family. 

Ordtred,  That  the  said  Address  bo  presented 
to  Her  Majoaty  by  sach  Members  of  this  Uoute 
BB  are  of  Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council. 

Rttoked,  Ntmine  lontTadicfnte,  That  this 
House  doth  condole  with  Her  Imperial  Majesty 
Victoria,  German  EmpresB,  Queen  of  Prussia, 
Princess  Boyol  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
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on  the  great  loss  which  she  has  sustained  by  the 
death  of  His  Imperial  Majesty. 

Ordered^  That  a  Message  of  Condolence  be 
sect  to  Her  Imperial  Majesty,  nnd  that  Mr. 
Speaker  do  communicate  the  said  Message  to 
Hot  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Berlin,  with  a 
request  that  he  will  attend  the  Empress  Vic- 
toria for  the  purpose  of  conveying  it  to  Her 
Imperial  Majesty.— (^r.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)   BILL.— [Bill  182.] 

{Mr.  mtehie,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smithy  Mr* 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Secretary 
Matthews,  Mr.  Long.) 

COMMITTEE.      [SEVENTH  NIGHT.] 

[^Progress  \bth  June."] 
Bill  oonsidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

PAKT   T. 

County  Councils. 

Powers  of  County  Council. 

Clause  3  (Transfer  to  county  council 
of  admioistratiye  business  of  quarter 
sessions). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
18,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  sub- 
ject" to  the  end  of  paragraph  (iv.) — 
{Ifr.  Conyheare.) 

Question,  **  That  the  words  *  subject 
as  to  the  use  of  buildings  by  the  quarter 
sessions  and  the  justices '  stand  part  of 
the  Clause,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  DUGDALE  (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton),  in  moving  an  Amendment, 
inline  19,  after  ''justices,"  insert — 

'<  To  tho  right  of  the  quarter  sessions,  and  of 
any  committee  appointed  by  the  quarter  sea- 
■ions,  to  use  and  occupy  the  shire  halls,  county 
halls,  assize  courts,  and  judges*  lodgings  as 
heretofore," 

said,  he  wished  to  explain  that  his 
object  was  to  make  it  clear  on  tho 
face  of  the  Bill  that  any  commit- 
tee appointed  by  tho  Quarter  Sessions 
should  have  the  same  right  to  use 
the  Shire  Halls,  Assize  Courts,  and 
Judges'  lodgings,  as  existed  at  tho  pre- 
sent time.  Hon.  Members  were  aware 
that  committees  appointed  by  the 
Quarter  Sessions  very  often  sat  when 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  was  not 
sitting,  and  they  were  allowed  the  use 
of  the  Judges'  lodgings  whenever  they 
required  the  accommodation.    He  asked 
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his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Bitchie) 
to  accept  the  Amendment,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  it  clear  that  that  right 
was  not  interfered  with. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  19,  after  the  word  "jus- 
tices,*' to  insert  tho  words  "  to  the  right  of  the 
quarter  sessions,  and  of  any  committee  appointed 
hy  the  quarter  sessions,  to  use  and  occupy  the 
shire  halls,  county  halls,  assize  courts,  and 
judges*  lodgings  as  heretofore." — (Mr.  Dug' 
dale,) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

The  PEE8IDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
QOVEENMENT  BOARD  (Mr.EixcniE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said, 
he  must  ask  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
not  to  press  the  Amendment,  because  he 
thought  it  would  be  found,  on  looking 
at  Sub-section  (iv.),  that  everything 
desired  by  the  Amendment  was  already 
secured.  The  sub-section  transferred 
to  the  Council  of  each  county — 

"  Shire  halls,  county  halls,  assize  courts, 
judges*  lodgings,  lock-up  houses,  court  houses, 
justices*  rooms,  police  stations,  and  county  build- 
ings, works,  and  property,  subject  as  to  the 
use  of  buildings  by  the  quarter  sessions  and  the 
justices  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  respecting 
the  joint  committee  of  quarter  sessions  and  the 
county  councils." 

In  the  event  of  any  dispute  arising  upon 
this  particular  question,  reference  was 
to  be  made  to  the  Home  Secretary. 

Mb.  DUGDALE  said,  he  was  satis- 
fied with  the  explanation  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  and  would  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  DUGDALE,  in  moving,  in  page  3, 
line  25,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (vi.) 
which  transferred  to  the  County  Coun- 
cil— 

^*The  hearing  of  appeals  relating  to  the 
licensing  of  gang-masters  and  to  the  granting 
of  certiiicatcs  to  pawnbrokers,** 

said,  that  the  hearing  of  appeals  was  a 
judicial  matter,  and  ought  not  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  County  Council. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
paragraph  (vi.) — [Mr.  Dugdale.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  was,  upon  the 
whole,  inclined  to  agree  with  the  argu- 
ment of  his  hon.   and  learned  Friend 
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that  the  hearicg  of  appeals  was  rather 
more  ia  the  nature  of  judicial  than  of 
administrative  work,  and  that  the  powers 
at  present  exen^ised  hy  the  magistrates 
was  that  of  hearing  the  evidence  on 
oath.  Under  those  circumstances,  believ- 
ing his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  con- 
tention to  be  right,  and  that  it  was  really 
a  judicial  matter,  he  would  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  did  not  think  it  at  all 
satisfactory  that  this  sub -section  of  the 
clause  should  be  left  out  in  this  sum- 
mary manner,  nor  did  he  think  that  the* 
fact  that  the  hearing  of  appeals  might 
in  some  degree  partake  of  a  judicial 
character  constituted  any  sufficient  reason 
for  relieving  the  County  Council  of  this 
right.  He  was  prepared  to  support  any 
hon.  Member  on  that  side  of  the  House 
in  resisting  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  that 
appeals  arose,  to  a  large  extent,  out  of 
questions  of  fact,  and  he  did  not  think 
that  they  should  lessen  the  power  of  a 
County  Council.  He,  therefore,  regretted 
very  much  that  the  Government  had 
shown  a  disposition  to  give  way  on  a 
matter  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  no  doubt  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Firth)  was  correct  in  stating  that  there 
were  many  questions  of  fact  connected 
with  the  granting  of  licences;  but  he 
would  also  be  aware  that  one  of  the 
reasons  of  withholding  a  licence  was  the 
personal  character  of  the  individual 
who  applied  for  it,  and  that  question 
could  not  be  inquired  into  without  the 
administration  of  an  oath.  The  County 
Council  had  no  authority  to  administer 
an  oath,  and,  in  his  opinion,  that  ren- 
dered these  appeals  a  judicial  rather 
than  an  administrative  matter. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
yerhampton,  E.)  said,  that  the  Municipal 
Councils  were  at  present  entrusted  with 
some  licensing  powers. 

Mr.  DUGDALE  said,  that  appeals 
against  the  refusal  to  grant  licences  had 
always  been  held  to  be  a  judicial  matter, 
and  were  provided  for  both  by  the 
Pawnbrokers  and  Agricultural  Acts. 
The  ordinary  procedure  was  taken  in 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  recogni- 
zances were  entered  into  by  the  persons 
appealing  to  be  paid  the  cost  of  the 
appeal,  and  it  was  impossible  to  say  that 


appeals  of  this  character  could  be  re- 
garded  as  administrative  business: 

Mr.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  said,  he 
thought  that  no  sufficient  reason  had 
been  assigned  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  his  own 
change  of  opinion. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  171  ; 
Noes  246:  Majority  75.— (Div.  List, 
No.  155.) 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.),  in  moving,  in  page  3,  line  28,  leave 
out  the  word  *'  pauper "  in  Sub-sec- 
tion (vii.),  said,  the  sub-section  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Councils — 

''Tho  provision,  enlargement,  maintenance, 
management,  and  visitation  of,  and  other  deal- 
ing with  asylums  for  pauper  lunatics.'* 

He  did  not   see  that  the  Amendment 
would  interfere  in  any  respect  with  the 
meaning  of  the  sub-section.     That  was 
not  his  object ;  but  that  was  the  first 
place  in  the  Bill  in  which  the  word 
**  pauper  "  occurred,  and  he  thought  it 
was  proper  to  make  a  proposal  to  change 
the  word  "pauper"    into  some   other 
word.     The  suggestion  he  would  make 
was   that  they  should  omit    the   word 
"  pauper'*  wherever  it  appeared  in  the 
Bill,  and  should  insert  some  such  words 
as  "  industrial  pensioner."     [^Laughter,'] 
He  would  state  his  reasons  briefly  for 
making  the  proposal.  The  term  '*  pauper," 
which,  no  doubt,  was  a  very  correct  one 
as  introduced  by  its  user,  had  become 
associated     in  the  minds  of   the  great 
mass  of  the  people  with  parish  relief  in 
a  manner  that  made  its  employment 
a  very  offensive  term.    They  all  knew 
that  it  was  used  in  a  manner  to  reflect 
discredit    and,  in  many  cases,    shame 
upon  the  person  who  was  under  the  ne- 
cessity of  asking  for  parish  relief.     His 
contention  was,  that  a  man  who  had 
pursued  an  honest  and  laborous  life,  and 
had  worked  for  a  wage,  and  found  it 
impossible   to   make  provision  for  old 
age,   ought  to  be  maintained  by  the 
country  which  he  had   enriched  by  his 
labour,  without  being,  at  the  same  time, 
associated   with    a    most  objectionable 
epithet.     That  was  the  object  he  had  in 
view,  and  he  was  sure  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
would  withdraw  the  laugh  of  derision 
with  which  they  had  greeted  his  original 
mention  of  the  term  "industrial  pen- 
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sioner."  He  wished  to  mention  a  par- 
ticular case  which  was  brought  home  to 
his  mind,  and  which  occurred  in  a  great 
agricultural  district.  Passing  along  the 
road  one  day,  he  came  across  a  poor 
blind  man  seated  on  the  road  side.  Enter- 
ing into  conversation  with  him,  he 
learned  that  for  40  years  the  man  had 
worked  on  a  farm  doing  all  the  impor- 
tant duties  attached  to  a  farm  labourer 
for  a  very  low  wage — indeed,  so  low 
that  it  rendered  it  impossible  for  the 
man  to  make  provision  against  sickness, 
to  say  nothing  of  old  age,  or  of  injury 
such  as  he  had  met  with.  In  the  course 
of  his  labours  he  was  the  victim  of  an 
accident  which  disabled  him  for  life,  and 
this  man,  after  40  years'  daily  labour 
on  the  farm  on  which  he  had  oeen  em- 
ployed as  man  and  boy,  was  turned 
adrift,  without  one  penny  of  compen- 
sation, or  the  slightest  consideration, 
by  the  person  by  whom  he  had  been 
employed,  and  sentenced  to  spend  the 
remainder  of  his  life,  not  only  under  the 
terrible  affliction  of  the  loss  of  eyesight, 
which  no  one  could  help,  but  with  the 
additional  pain  and  humiliation  of 
having  to  live  on  2«.  a- week  and  a  stone 
of  flour,  doled  out  to  him  with  a  grudg- 
ing hand  by  the  parish  authorities,  his 
wife  having  to  walk  miles  in  order  to 
bring  that  allowance  home  to  his  little 
cottage.  What  he  asked  was  that  the 
offensive  term  ''pauper"  should  not  be 
applied  to  a  case  like  that.  There  was 
no  more  honourable  man  in  Great  Britain, 
and  none  more  worthy  of  respect  and 
sympathy,  than  this  aged  farm  labourer, 
and  yet  there  he  was,  with  his  wife, 
living  a  hard  and  lonely  life,  stigmatized 
by  the  objectionable  phrase  of  a 
'*  pauper,"  when  he  was  well  entitled 
to  all  that  could  be  provided  for  him  in 
a  country  which  he  had  laboured  to 
enrich.  He  mentioned  that  special  case, 
not  because  it  was  singular  in  its  inci- 
dents, but  because  it  illustrated  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  other  cases  that 
bad  occurred,  and  would  occur  again. 
He  maintained  that  all  persons  who 
laboured  for  a  wage  so  low  that  it  was 
quite  impossible  for  them  to  make  pro- 
vision for  their  after-life  should  be 
maintained  by  the  country  without  the 
slightest  stigma  attaching  to  them  by 
the  use  of  the  offensive  term  ''pauper" 
as  it  was  commonly  applied.  He  was 
sure  that  this  was  a  matter  which  would 
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receive  the  sympathy  of  every  hon. 
Member  of  that  House.  Perhaps  there 
might  be  some  difficulty  in  changing 
the  term  **  pauper  "  into  that  of  **  indus- 
trial pensioner."  He  was  not  prepared 
to  deny  the  difficulty ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  believed  that  it  would  be  very 
great  indeed ;  but  as  this  was  the 
first  case  in  which  the  term  occurred 
in  this  Bill,  he  thought  that  unless  he 
made  known  his  desire  in  this  par- 
ticular instance,  if  he  attempted  to 
move  a  new  term  later  on,  he  might  be 
ruled  out  of  Order,  because  the  use  of 
'  the  term  would  then  have  become  part 
and  parcel  of  the  Bill.  He  saw  one  of 
the  hon.  Members  for  the  City  of  Nor- 
wich present,  and  he  might  say  that  the 
case  to  which  he  had  referred  came 
under  his  notice  within  a  very  short 
distance  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  home, 
so  that  probably  the  hon.  Member  was 
acquainted  with  it  as  well  as  he  was. 
He  was  therefore  satisfied  that  the  hon. 
Member,  with  his  high  character  of 
great  kindliness,  would  come  to  his 
assistance  in  the  effort  he  was  making 
to  show  some  consideration  for  the  de- 
serving poor  of  the  country.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  under  no  circumstances 
and  in  no  condition  should  labouring 
men  have  applied  to  them  this  offen- 
sive term  in  their  old  age,  and  he 
trusted  that  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  would  come  to  his  assist- 
ance and  help  him  in  substituting  some 
other  phrase  or  some  other  term  for 
the  offensive  one  which  he  proposed 
to  omit.  He  had  endeavoured  to 
put  in  the  fewest  words  possible  his 
objection  to  this  term,  and  all  he 
desired  was  that  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  should  see  his 
way  to  the  insertion  of  some  other  term 
which  would  meet  the  case,  and  then, 
in  the  course  of  time,  opportunities 
might  be  afforded  for  eliminating  the 
word  from  other  measures.  That,  how- 
ever, could  be  provided  for  in  the  pre- 
sent clause,  by  stating  that  the  term  he 
suggested  should  be  used  in  all  other 
cases  in  which  the  term  **  pauper  "  oc- 
curred. 

The  OHAIEMAN  said,  he  had  not 
understood  the  purport  of  the  Amend- 
ment when  the  hon.  Member  rose  to 
move  it,  but  it  was  clearly  a  proposal 
outside  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  It  would 
dearly  not  be  in  Order  to  strike  out  the 
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word  in  this  Bub-section,  because  the 
efiPect  would  be  to  transfer  to  the  County 
Councils  the  management  and  visitation 
of  all  lunatic  asylums. 

Mr.  BR0ADHUR8T  said,  he  wished 
to  understand  whether  the  Chairman 
ruled  that  he  could  not  proceed  further 
with  the  Amendment,  but  that  any 
alteration  must  be  effected  by  new  legis- 
lation? If  that  were  so,  he  begged  to 
give  Notice  that,  as  soon  as  possible,  he 
would  bring  in  a  Bill. 

The  chairman  said,  the  same 
remark  would  apply  to  the  next  Amend- 
ment which  appeared  on  the  Paper  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Camborne  Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr. 
Conybeare),  and  which  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  The  purchase  or  otherwise  freeing  from 
tolls  of  any  markets,  the  tolls,  rents,  or  profits 
from  which  at  present  belong  to  private  per- 
BOD8,  and  the  making  of  bye-laws  for  the  regu- 
lation and  control  of  all  markets  thus  pur- 
chased or  acquired  :  Provided  that,  in  the  case 
of  markets  belonging  to  any  borough  or  muni- 
cipality, the  corporation  or  town  council  of  such 
borough  or  municipality  shall  have  the  power 
of  making  such  bye-laws.'* 

Mr.  conybeare  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked,  on  the  point  of  Order, 
whether  it  would  be  possible  for  him  to 
place  the  Amendment  down  for  a  subse- 
quent clause  ? 

The  chairman  said,  it  was  quite 
in  Order  to  put  it  down  for  a  new  clause, 
for,  althougn  he  was  not  aware  of  the 
fact,  it  might  be  found  to  relate  to  some 
subsequent  clause. 

Mr.  PICKER8GILL(Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)i  in  moving,  in  line  31,  after  **  in- 
dustrial schools,"  to  add  **  and  the  visi- 
tation of  prisons,''  explained  that  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  trans- 
fer the  duties  connected  with  the  visita- 
tion of  prisons  from  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee of  Quarter  Sessions  to  the  new 
County  Councils.  At  present  the  Quar- 
ter Sessions  were  empowered  to  appoint 
a  Committee  from  their  own  Body  to 
visit  the  prisons,  and  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  take  away  that 
power  from  the  Quarter  Sessions  and  to 
give  it  to  the  County  Councils.  Since 
the  Prisons'  Act  of  1877,  the  powers  of 
the  Visiting  Committee  had  been  a  mere 
shadow  of  those  which  they  formerly 
enjoyed,  and  practically  the  powers  of 
the  Committee  were  limited  now  to  re- 
porting  to  the  Home  Office  and  making 
recommendations.     The    value    of    a 


Visiting  Committee  was  that  it  threw  a 
little  light  upon  the  internal  arrange- 
ment of  the  prisons,  and  acquainted  the 
outer  world  with  what  went  on.  He 
had  no  desire  to  increase  the  powers  at 
present  enjoyed  by  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee, nor  was  it  any  part  of  his  case 
that  the  magistrates  did  improperly  dis- 
charge their  functions  in  that  respect. 
He  asked  for  this  transfer  for  the  same 
reason  which  formed  the  basis  of  the  Bill 
— namely,  that  more  confidence  was 
likely  to  be  reposed  in  elected  represen- 
tatives than  in  a  Visiting  Committee 
appointed  by  the  magistrates.  Perhaps 
he  might  be  permitted  to  say  that  there 
seemed  to  be  at  the  present  moment  a 
growing  distrust  and  suspicion  in  regard 
to  our  prison  discipline.  The  idea  pre- 
vailed that  the  prison  discipline  was 
cruel  and  oppressive ;  that  in  many 
cases  it  had  broken  down  the  constitu- 
tion of  persons  sent  to  prison  for  short 
terms  of  imprisonment  for  comparatively 
venial  crimes  ;  and  that  it  had  more  or 
less  indirectly  produced  fatal  results. 
It  was  their  desire  that  a  popularly 
elected  Body  should  have  the  power  of 
inquiring  into  the  management  of  their 
prisons,  and  reforming  any  abuses  which 
might  be  proved  to  exist.  He,  there- 
fore, begged  to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment    proposed,    in    page  3, 

line  31,    after  the  word  *' schools,"  to 

add  the  words  '*  and  the  visitation  of 
prisons." — ( 3/r.  Picker  sgilL) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  the 
observations  which  had  fallen  from  tho 
hon.  Member  were  deserving  of  con- 
sideration ;  but  he  would  point  out  that 
they  had  no  application  to  the  present 
clause.  The  administration  of  prisons 
was  entirely  iu  the  hands  of  the  Prison 
Commission,  governed  by  rules  framed 
by  successive  Secretaries  of  State.  It 
was  not  left  either  to  Prison  Committees 
or  to  the  Governors  of  prisons.  The 
question  of  prison  discipline  was  one  of 
great  difficulty  and  anxiety.  Possibly 
it  might  be  a  serious  question  whether 
tho  present  system  was  not  too  severe, 
having  regard  to  the  health  of  the  pri- 
soners as  well  as  their  reformation. 
Perhaps  the  question  was  one  that  was 
eminently  worthy  of  consideration,  and 
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ought  to  be  reviewed  from  time  to  time ; 
but  he  would  point  out  that,  at  present, 
they  could  absolutely  do  nothing.  They 
had  no  control  oyer  the  prison  rules,  or 
any  functions  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  prisons  generally. 
The  functions  of  the  Prison  Committee 
were  mainly  judicial.  The  clause  merely 
affected  the  transfer  of  powers,  and  did 
not  affect  the  law.  If  the  hon.  Member 
would  look  at  Sections  12  and  14  of  the 
Prisons  Act  of  1877  he  would  find  that 
Parliament  intended  to  limit  the  punish- 
ing power  of  the  Governor  over  a  refrac- 
tory and  insubordinate  prisoner,  and  to 
leave  the  ultimate  decision  in  such  a  case 
to  the  Visiting  Justices.  That  was  an 
important  question,  and  would  be  much 
more  properly  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Justices,  who  were  accustomed  to  deal 
with  matters  of  punishment,  rather  than 
to  leave  it  to  the  County  Councils,  who 
could  not  be  so  well  fitted  as  a  body  of 
Justices  chosen  for  the  purpose.  Even 
in  a  borough,  as  the  hon.  Member  was 
aware,  it  was  not  the  Town  Council  who 
appointed  the  Visiting  Committee  for 
the  prisons,  but  the  borough  Justices. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said,  he  was 
quite  aware  that  the  Justices  had  no 
control  over  the  discipline;  but  he  under- 
stood that  it  was  part  of  their  duty  and 
practice  to  make  reports  and  recommen- 
dations to  the  Home  Office  ;  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  making  of  such 
reports  and  recommendations  would  be 
more  properly  in  the  hands  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  than  in  those 
of  mere  nominees  of  the  magistrates. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  had  pointed  out  a  difficulty 
in  regard  to  the  duty  imposed  upon 
the  Judges  in  their  being  empowered 
to  inflict  corporal  punishment  on  re- 
fractory and  insubordinate  prisoners. 
He  would  suggest,  therefore,  by  way 
of  compromise,  what  he  thought  would 
meet  the  difficulty  pointed  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary— namely,  that  they  should  follow 
the  analogy  contained  in  this  very  Bill 
in  regard  to  pauper  lunatic  asylums  in 
the  7th  clause,  by  which  the  manage- 
ment of  such  asylums  was  in  the  first 
place  vested  in  the  County  Councils, 
but  by  the  7th  clause  power  was  re- 
served to  appoint  a  Visiting  Committee. 
He  thought  there  ought  to  be  some 
reciprocity.  If  the  arrangement  to 
which  he   had  referred  in  regard   to 
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pauper  lunatic  asylums  were  reasonable 
and  satisfactory,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
while  the  control  of  the  prisons  was 
vested  in  the  Home  Office,  it  was  only 
reasonable  to  give  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils a  concurrent  right  of  visitation  ^ith 
the  Justices. 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  he  was  afraid 
that  it  was  not  possible  to  accept  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
had  pointed  out  very  clearly  that  there 
were  certain  duties  imposed  upon  the 
Justices  with  respect  of  the  visitation  of 
prisons,  and  that  certain  powers  were 
placed  in  their  hands  which  were  of 
an  important  character.  He  understood 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  suggest  that  these 
powers  should  not  be  obligatory,  but 
permissive.  The  Government  did  not 
think  that  that  would  be  satisfactorily 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  exist- 
ing law.  As  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
pointed  out,  this  Bill  did  not  propose  to 
alter  the  existing  law,  and  therefore  it 
was  desirable  to  adhere  to  the  clause  as 
it  stood. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  properly 
understood  the  suggestion  he  had  made. 
The  idea  was  to  give  to  the  County 
Councils  a  concurrent  right  of  visitation 
with  the  Justices. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  that  nobody 
oould  say  that  the  existing  law  had  not 
been  properly  and  efficiently  adminis- 
tered. He  therefore  could  not  accept 
the  suggestion,  and  the  Amendment  was 
really  beyond  the  scope  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  that  revela- 
tions  were  constantly  taking  place,  not 
only  in  regard  to  Irish  prisons,  but  to 
English  prisons  also.  A  great  deal  of 
monstrous  brutality  had  been  shown  to 
exist  in  our  present  system,  and  as  a 
matter  of  policy,  if  upon  no  other  ground, 
the  citizens  of  this  country  represented 
by  the  County  Councils  should  know 
something  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
prisons  and  the  methods  of  treatment 
adopted  in  them.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  discuss  now  whether  the  Penal  Code 
ought  to  be  amended,  or  whether  a 
change  should  be  introduced  into  the 
whole  system  on  which  the  treatment  of 
our  prisoners  was  based.  We  had  em- 
bodied in  the  law  the  system  of  visita- 
tion by  Justices,  because  it  was  con- 
sidered a  wholesome  corrective  against 
any  evils  which  might  possibly  have 
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crept  into  the  administration  of  our 
prison  discipline.  He  was  not  asserting 
that  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  had  failed 
in  their  duty,  or  that  the  County  Councils 
should  have  a  concurrent  power  of 
visitation  on  account  of  any  dereliction 
of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  Justices  of  the 
Peace;  but  he  considered  it  desirable 
that  the  County  Councils  should  have 
the  power  to  appoint  members  of  their 
Body  to  visit  the  prisons  and  see  what 
took  place  in  them.  Presumably  the 
burden  of  maintaining  the  prisons  rested 
on  the  shoulders  of  the  ratepayers,  and 
through  their  popularly  constituted  re- 
presentatives in  the  County  Councils 
they  ought  to  have  some  control  over 
what  went  on,  consistently  with  a  fair 
view  of  humanity  and  justice.  It  did 
not  seem  to  him  to  be  any  reason  for 
refusing  the  Amendment,  because  it  went 
beyond  the  particular  proposal  contained 
in  the  section.  There  were  gprounds  of 
humanity  on  which  this  small  concession 
to  the  public  opinion  of  the  country 
ought  to  be  made.  All  he  could  say  was 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  did  not  believe  the  statements 
which  were  made  as  to  the  inhuman 
manner  in  which  the  prisoners  were 
treated,  they  would  have  cause  to  change 
their  opinion  before  very  long.  He 
regarded  the  Amendment  as  a  very 
reasonable  one,  and  trusted  that  the 
Committee  would  accept  it. 

Mb.  WHAETON  (York,  W.R., 
Bipon)  said,  the  facts  of  the  case  did 
not  bear  out  the  statement  which  had 
just  been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  The  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions 
of  which  he  was  a  member  always  gave 
the  jury  an  opportunity  of  inspecting 
the  prisons,  and  he  had  never  heard  of 
a  single  complaint. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  only  to  look 
at  the  newspapers  in  order  to  see  the 
evidence  on  which  he  based  his  plan. 

Mb.  HASTINGS  cWorcestershire,  E.) 
said,  the  argument  was  that  the  County 
Councils  ought  to  be  able  to  send  special 
representatives  to  visit  the  prisoners, 
because  the  burden  of  maintaining  the 
prisons  fell  upon  the  ratepayers.  Now, 
it  did  not  fall  upon  the  ratepayers  at  all ; 
for  since  the  Prisons'  Act  was  passed 
the  expense  of  maintaining  the  prisons 
was  provided  by  a  Vote  in  that  House. 


Therefore  the  ratepayers  of  the  county 
had  no  ground  for  interference.  It 
would  be  just  as  reasonable  to  propose 
that  the  County  Councils  should  have 
power  to  send  representatives  to  inspect 
the  convict  prisons,  which  were  similarly 
supported  by  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
He  might  also  point  out,  as  had  been 
clearly  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
South- West  Bethnal  Green,  who  moved 
the  Amendment,  was  entirely  mistaken 
as  to  the  functions  of  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Member  said  the 
functions  were  not  in  any  way  judicial. 
Now,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  were  alto- 
gether judicial.  He  had  been  Chairman 
of  the  Visiting  Committee  of  the  county 
of  Worcestershire  ever  since  the  Prison 
Act  passed,  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  all  the  duties  that  Committee  per- 
formed inside  the  prisons  were  entirely 
judicial.  All  complaints  were  judicially 
investigated,  and,  if  necessary,  witnesses 
were  heard  on  oath.  With  very  slight 
exceptions,  all  the  powers  exercised  in 
the  prisons  respecting  punishment  were 
administered  by  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee, who  only  gave  their  judgment 
after  having  heard  evidence  on  oath. 
So  far  from  the  ratepayers  having 
anything  to  do  with  the  matter,  they 
had  been  relieved  altogether  from  the 
burden  of  maintaining  prisons  since  the 
passing  of  the  Prisons  Act. 

Ma.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  said, 
that  if  he  had  any  doubt  whether  he 
should  support  the  Amendment  that 
doubt  had  been  removed  by  the  speech 
which  had  juat  been  delivered.  He  had 
some  little  doubt  at  first  whether  these 
words  ought  to  be  inserted,  but  now  he 
had  none.  He  wished  to  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  that  nobody  asked  to  have 
the  judicial  duties  of  the  magistrates 
transferred  to  the  County  Councils.  The 
whole  of  the  clause  was  governed  by  the 
first  three  or  four  lines,  which  said — 

**  There  shall  be  transferred  to  the  council  of 
each  county,  on  and  after  the  appointed  day, 
the  administrative  business  of  the  justices  of 
the  county  in  quarter  sessions  or  any  committee 
appointed  by  the  quarter  sessions  assembled, 
that  is  to  say,  all  businebs  done  by  the  quarter 
sessions,  in  respect  of  the  several  matters  fol* 
lowing — namely," 

and  so  on.     All  the  judicial  business 
was  reserved  to  the  Visiting  Justices,  and 
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the  administrative  business  was  handed 
over  to  the  County  Councils.  There  was 
evidently  a  desire,  however,  to  limit  the 
transfer  of  admiaistrative  duties  to  the 
new  County  Councils  as  far  as  possible. 
It  was  the  old  story.  They  wanted  to 
get  rid  of  the  County  Councils  by  giving 
them  nothing  to  do,  and  by  making  them 
subordinate  to  the  Justices.  He  thought 
that  the  sooner  they  came  to  close 
quarters  with  that  principle  the  better. 
The  true  principle  of  the  Bill  was  that 
not  on  the  ground  of  misconduct,  or  of 
incompetency,  or  of  inefficiency,  but  on 
the  ground  of  public  policy,  it  was  de- 
sirable to  transfer  to  a  popular  Body, 
elected  by  the  county,  duties  hitherto 
discharged  by  the  magistrates.  They 
must  accept  that  position  all  through. 
Nobody  objected  to  the  Justices  having 
power  to  inflict  pimishment  on  pri- 
soners confined  in  the  county  prisons; 
but  the  duties  of  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee, which  Lord  Cross  carefully 
considered  when  he  transferred  the 
jurisdiction  from  the  Local  Authorities 
to  the  Crown,  ought  to  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  County  Councils.  What 
were  those  duties  ?  They  were  to  visit 
the  prisons  frequently,  to  report  on  any 
matters  that  might  require  a  report,  to 
take  cognizance  of  any  matters  of  press- 
ing necessity,  and  to  enter  any  obser- 
vations they  might  consider  desirable 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  prisons  and 
abuses  in  the  visitors'  book  kept  by  the 
gaoler.  He  was  not  going  into  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  below  the 
Gangway,  as  this  was  not  a  proper  time 
to  discuss  our  prison  administration. 
His  own  opinion  was  that  it  was  un- 
necessarily severe,  and  he  believed  that 
when  Parliament  had  time  to  consider 
it,  it  would  be  inclined  to  reform  the 
present  system  of  administration.  Cer- 
tainly on  the  other  side  of  the  water 
there  were  tendencies  to  great  severity 
in  their  prison  life.  Hitherto,  Amend- 
ments had  been  opposed  because  they 
might  possibly  introduce  a  dangerous 
principle  when  they  came  to  be  applied 
to  Ireland;  but  he  advocated  this 
Amendment  because  it  would  be  advan- 
tageous when  it  came  to  be  applied  to 
Ireland.  He  thought  it  was  most  de- 
sirable that  people  elected  by  a  popular 
Body  should  be  able  to  enter  the  Irish 
prisons  and  ascertain  what  went  on 
there.  Without  desiring  to  cast  any 
reflection  upon  the  English  magistrates, 

Mr.  Henry  R.  Fowler 


who  certainly  discharged  their  duty 
very  differently  from  the  magistrates 
of  Ireland,  he  thought  it  was  desirable 
that  the  principle  of  popular  represen- 
tation should  be  applied  to  the  inspection 
of  prisons,  so  that  they  might  secure  the 
proper  administration  of  justice,  and 
prevent  any  unnecessary  severity  being 
inflicted  in  carrying  out  the  law.  There- 
fore, if  his  hon.  Friend  went  to  a  Divi- 
sion he  should  support  him,  although 
it  might  be  necessary  to  introduce  some 
other  words  into  the  Amendment. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  should  certainly  feel  bound  to 
support  the  Amendment.  He  attached 
enormous  importance  to  a  visitation  on 
the  part  of  persons  who  might  be  taken 
to  represent  the  public  interest  in  the 
prisons.  He  had  felt  that  very  much 
himself  when  he  was  at  the  Home  Office, 
and  had  done  everything  he  could  to 
strengthen  the  case  of  the  Visiting 
Justices,  as  he  believed  they  had  in- 
variably acknowledged ;  but  there  was 
no  judicial  function  in  these  visitations 
of  prisons  any  more  than  there  was  in 
the  visitation  of  asylums.  The  magis- 
trates had  a  great  deal  to  do  in  com- 
mitting persons  to  asjlums  as  well  as  to 
prisons,  and  he  could  not  see  any  reason 
why  the  visitation  of  prisons  should  not 
be  left  in  the  hands  of  a  Committee  of 
the  County  Council.  It  was  highly  de- 
sirable that  the  public  should  have  the 
means  of  knowledge  as  to  the  administra- 
tion of  prison  discipline,  and  that  would 
be  felt  as  a  protection  both  to  the  Go- 
vernment and  to  the  public.  He  had 
always  thought  it  an  enormous  danger, 
when  the  prisons  were  originally  trans- 
ferred to  the  Government,  that  there 
might  arise  in  the  mind  of  the  public  a 
supposition  of  undue  severity  or  injustice 
being  exercised  in  the  prison  adminis- 
tration. He  was  sorry  to  see  that  there 
was  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Committee  to  distrust  the  County  Coun- 
cils. All  the  attempts  to  eviscerate  this 
clause  and  to  diminish  the  power  of  the 
Council  arose  from  a  jealousy  of  the 
Council,  and  he  was  afraid  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  going  to  take 
enormous  pains  to  create  a  Body  at  a 
great  expenditure  which,  after  all,  would 
have  little  or  nothing  to  do.  There 
seemed  to  be  a  disposition  to  take  out 
one  power  after  another.     The  licensing 

Sower  had    already  been    struck    out. 
ub-section  6  had  just  ^one.    He  di4 
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not  know  why  or  wherefore  they  could 
ohject  to  entrust  so  small  a  power  to  the 
Body  they  were  creating^.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  when  the  Bill  left  the  House 
it  would  be  little  more  than  an  old  turn- 
pike trust.  If  hon.  Members  would  take 
the  pains  to  look  at  the  Bill  and  see 
what  the  Council  would  have  to  do  when 
it  was  created,  they  would  find  that  it 
would  have  to  look  after  the  main  roads 
and  the  county  bridges ;  that  it  would 
be  a  Visiting  Committee,  as  far  as  the 
asylums  were  concerned ;  and  that  it 
would  have  a  certain  power  with  refer- 
ence to  wild  birds  and  contagious  dis- 
eases in  animals.  Those  were  the  whole 
of  the  functions  of  this  great  measure 
of  local  goTemment  which  they  were 
creating  for  England.  They  omitted 
everything  relating  to  licensing,  and 
they  objected  to  entrust  the  Councils 
with  the  power  of  visiting  the  prisons. 
What,  then,  did  they  leave  for  the 
Coun^  Councils  to  do  ?  He  would 
like  every  hon.  Member  to  look  into  the 
Bill,  and  see  what  these  Councils  would 
have  to  do  when  they  were  created.  The 
duty  of  interposing  between  the  public 
and  the  Government  in  regard  to  the 
administration  of  prison  discipline  was 
one  of  the  most  proper  functions  which 
could  be  conferred  upon  the  County 
Councils,  and  if  it  were  only  upon  the 
ground  that  the  Amendment  would  give 
the  County  Councils  something  to  do 
he  would  support  it.  Hon.  Members 
ought  to  take  care  that  they  did  not 
bring  this  great  Body  into  con- 
tempt. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  what  he 
might  call  a  second  reading  speech.  It 
showed,  however,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  very  improperly  read 
the  Bill ;  that  he  had  not  read  the 
Amendment  at  all ;  and  that  he  had 
entirely  forgotten  the  provisions  of  the 
Prisons  Act,  because  he  had  added 
something  to  it  which  did  not  exist. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  had  been  speaking  of  the  last  Amend- 
ment which  the  Government  had  struck 
out. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  certainly  out  of 
Order  in  discussing  an  Amendment 
which  had  been  disposed  of. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  what  he  had  said  was  that  the  Go- 
yornment  had   eviscerated  the  Bill  by 


striking  out  a  portion  of  the  powers  they 
were  prepared  originally  to  grant. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  this  was 
a  proposition  to  take  away  from  the  Visit* 
ing  tfustices  functions  which  they  per- 
formed under  the  Prisons  Act,  and  to 
transfer  them  to  the  County  Councils. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
those  functions  were  not  judicial ;  but 
he  must  have  forgotten  the  provisions  of 
the  Prisons  Act.  Those  functions  are 
peculiarly  judicial,  seeing  that  they  re- 
late to  the  punishment  of  prisoners.  The 
Prisons  Act  of  1855  empowered  the  Jus- 
tices to  take  evidence  upon  oath,  and  deter- 
mine concerning  any  report  made  to 
them  that  a  prisoner  had  been  guilty  of 
any  particular  offence  against  prison  dis- 
cipline. Rule  59  provided  that  no  pri- 
soner was  to  be  put  in  irons,  or  to  be 
put  into  mechanical  restraint  unless  the 
particulars  were  at  once  entered,  and  no 
prisoner  was  to  be  confined  for  more 
than  24  hours  in  a  separate  cell  unless 
the  time  during  which  he  was  to  be  con- 
fined separately  was  specified  by  the 
magistrates.  Moreover,  the  Visiting 
Committee  of  Justices  were  empowered 
to  take  cognizance  of  any  matters  of 
pressing  necessity  not  within  the  power 
of  their  commission  as  Justices,  and  to 
perform  such  duties  as  they  might  be 
required  to  perform.  The  members  of 
the  County  Council  could  not  perform 
those  functions,  because  they  were  not 
members  of  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace.  Under  another  provision  of  the 
Prisons  Act  of  1877,  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee could  not  punish  an  offender 
except  by  an  order  of  two  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  and  after  an  inquiry  upon  oath. 
That  was  altogether  a  judicial  function. 
There  was  no  power  whatever  on  the 
part  of  the  menibers  of  County  Councils 
to  administer  an  oath.  The  power  to 
administer  an  oath  was  given  to  the 
Justices  simply  because  they  held  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace.  It  might  be 
that  some  powers  of  visiting  the  prisons 
could  be  usefully  conferred  on  the  County 
Council ;  but  it  must  be  entirely  apart 
from  the  judicial  functions  which  the 
Prisons  Act  empowered  the  Justices  to 
perform. 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLER  said, 
that  that  was  the  main  duty  which  the 
Visiting  Committee  would  have  to  per- 
form. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  he  was 
aw^re  tb^t  it  was  one  duty,  and  that 
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words  to  that  effect  were  inserted  in  the 
Act  of  1877  as  a  sop  to  the  magistrates 
when  the  principal  part  of  their  control 
was  taken  away. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT  said, 
he  should  like  to  meet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  if  he 
was  disposed  to  consider  favourably  the 
transfer  of  any  part  of  the  visiting 
powers  to  the  Council,  which,  after  all, 
composed  nine -tenths  of  the  work.  He 
would  be  satisfied  if  the  corrective 
powers  were  retained  in  the  hands  of 
the  magistrates,  and  the  general  visiting 
functions  were  transferred  to  the  County 
Councils.  He  should  be  very  well  satis- 
fied with  an  arrangement  of  that  kind, 
and  on  that  footing  he  would  assent  to 
the  retention  of  the  corrective  power  of 
punishment  in  the  hands  of  the  magis- 
trates 

Mr!  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  said,  he  wished  to  make 
an  observation  from  the  point  of  view  of 
a  practical  man.  When  the  prisoners 
were  walking  round  and  round  the 
prison  yard,  and  visitors  appeared  at  the 
door,  the  prisoners  were  ordered  to  halt, 
BO  that  any  man  who  had  a  complaint  to 
prefer  might  come  forward.  He  believed 
that  a  prisoner,  if  he  had  legitimate 
cause  of  complaint— which  sometimes 
might  arise,  even  in  an  English  prison 
— would  be  much  more  likely  to  come 
forward  and  report  the  views  to  a  mem- 
ber of  a  popularly  elected  Council  than 
to  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  who  was 
appointed  from  a  class  which,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  he  had  been  taught  to  con- 
sider in  direct  opposition  to  his  own. 
Therefore,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  take  the  sense  of  the  House  by 
pressing  the  Amendment  to  a  Divi- 
sion. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  wished  to  say 
one  word  in  answer  to  the  statement 
which  had  just  been  made.  He  had 
been  a  visiting  magistrate  for  many 
years,  and  ho  had  invariably  carried  out 
this  rule — that  whenever  he  entered  the 
cell  with  a  brother  magistrate  to  listen 
to  the  complaints  of  a  prisoner  no 
official  should  be  allowed  to  be  present. 
He  believed  that  that  was  the  usual 
practice  that  prevailed,  and  though  the 
management  of  the  gaols  had  been  taken 
away  from  the  magistrates,  and  vested 
in  the  Government,  the  visiting  magis- 
trates   never  neglected  their    duty  of 
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visiting,  and  inquiring  carefully  into  any 
complaints  the  prisoners  had  to  make. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
said,  he  did  not  wish  to  impugn  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet,  but  he  thought  that  if  inquiry 
were  made  into  the  matter  it  would  be 
found  that  the  course  he  had  referred 
to  was  not  invariably  pursued. 

Viscount  WOLMER  (Hants,  Peters- 
field)  said,  he  desired  to  express  his 
concurrence  with  the  remarks  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  made 
as  to  the  great  importance  of  trans- 
ferring, wherever  it  could  bo  done  pro- 
perly, the  functions  of  the  magistrates 
to  the  County  Councils.  He  sincerely 
trusted  that  the  Government,  although 
unable  to  accept  this  particular  Amend- 
ment, would  consent  to  transfer  to  the 
County  Councils  the  general  visiting 
functions,  while  retaining  the  judicinl 
functions  in  the  hands  of  the  Justices. 
He  believed  that  such  a  provision  would 
tend  to  increase  the  importance  of  the 
County  Councils. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  he  should  like  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  an  extremely  important 
precedent  on  this  point — namely,  the 
precedent  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ap- 
pointed under  the  Scotch  Prisons  Act  of 
1 877.  By  that  Act,  which  was  modelled 
upon  the  English  Act,  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee need  not  be  Justices.  The  sec- 
tion provided  that  a  Visiting  Committee 
should  be  appointed  for  every  prison 
under  the  Act,  and  that  it  should  consist 
of  a  certain  number  of  persons  being 
Commissioners  of  Supply  and  Justices 
of  the  Peace.  Now,  what  were  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  ?  They  were 
exactly  the  same  order  of  persons,  and 
entrusted  with  very  much  the  same 
functions,  as  the  County  Councils  now 
proposed  to  be  constituted. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) 
said,  he  maintained  that  it  should  be 
an  important  part  of  the  new  Body  about 
to  be  created  to  administer  the  business 
of  the  coimty  and  visit  the  prisons, 
in  order  that  they  might,  without  the 
presence  of  the  officials,  ascertain  what 
the  treatment  of  the  prisoners  was.  If 
it  were  necessary,  he  could  point  out 
various  abuses  of  which  he  knew  some- 
thing personally.    The   administration 
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of  the  present  Bystem  was  eimply  dele- 

fitted  to  nominees  of  the  Government, 
[e  was  anxious  that  the  duties  should 
be  transferred  to  persons  who  were 
responsible  to  the  people,  and  on  those 
grounds  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would 
press  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  said,  he  simply 
rose  to  say  that  he  cordially  accepted 
the  suggestion  which  had  been  made 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Derby.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  give  a  distinct  pledge  that 
on  a  subsequent  part  of  the  Bill  he  would 
introduce  words  that  would  have  the 
effect  of  transferring  to  the  County 
Councils  the  visiting  powers,  properly 
so  called,  of  the  Justices,  reserving  to  the 
Justices  the  judicial  functions  in  regard 
to  the  infliction  of  punishment,  he  would 
be  prepared  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. But  if  a  distinct  pledge  of  that 
kind  was  not  given  he  was  afraid  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  carry  the  Amend- 
ment to  a  Division. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  that  he  could 
not  give  any  such  pledge  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  precedent  quoted  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  was  not  exactly  on  all  fours,  be- 
cause the  power  of  a  Visiting  Committee 
in  England  were  not  the  same  as  those 
in  Scotland.  So  far  as  ho  could  say, 
no  judicial  powers  were  exercised  by 
Visiting  Committees  in  Scotland  at 
all.  If  the  Government  were  to  retain 
the  judicial  powers  in  the  hands  of  the 
Justices  and  to  transfer  the  other  powers 
to  the  County  Councils,  the  effect  would 
be  to  set  up  two  Visiting  Committees, 
which  the  Government  did  not  think  at 
all  desirable.  He  was  afraid,  therefore, 
that  he  could  not  give  the  undertaking 
asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
West  Bethnal  Green.  The  argument  of 
the  Government  was  that  the  powers 
conferred  by  Act  of  Parliament  on  the 
Justices  were  judicial,  and  they  desired 
to  retain  in  the  hands  of  the  Justices 
the  judicial  functions  now  exercised  by 
them. 

Mb.  8TANSFELD  said,  they  had 
been  discussing  a  question  on  the  larger 
issue,  whether  all  the  administration  as 
to  lunatic  asylums  and  prisons  should 
not  be  subjected  to  the  visitation  and 
supervision,    not  only    of  the    county 
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magistrates,  but  of  the  members  of  the 
County  Council.  He  entertained  a 
strong  opinion  upon  that  subject ;  and 
either  on  the  present,  or  some  other 
occasion,  he  hoped  that  some  proposal 
would  be  made  in  regard  to  it  which 
would  be  pressed  to  a  Division.  His 
own  opinion  was  that  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity to  wait  for  another  opportunity, 
but  that  this  was  the  right  occasion  to 
raise  the  discussion  if  it  were  considered 
desirable.  It  was  admitted  that  some 
of  the  functions  of  the  Visiting  Justices 
were  not  judicial,  and  might  be  per- 
formed by  persons  who  were  not 
Justices  of  the  Peace  ;  for  instance,  the 
4th  section  of  the  Prisons  Act  required 
a  report  to  be  sent  in  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  prisons,  and  also  as  to  any  re- 
pairs that  might  be  necessary.  Surely  it 
was  not  necessary  that  a  Visiting  Com- 
mittee should  have  the  powers  of  Justices 
of  the  Peace  in  order  to  present  a  report 
in  cases  of  that  kind.  He  maintained  that 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  was 
perfectly  right  in  its  present  form.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  gave  it  as 
a  reason  why  they  ought  not  to  accept 
the  Amendment  that  it  was  not  desired 
that  they  should  have  two  Bodies  pos- 
sessing administrative  functions ;  but  the 
Committee  had  already  provided  that 
that  was  to  be  the  case  in  regard  to  the 
lunatic  asylums. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  it  was  not  de- 
sirable  to  lay  down  that  principle  as  a 
general  proposition. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  said,  he  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  lay 
down  as  a  general  proposition  that  the 
institutions  in  a  county  should  not  be 
visited  by  more  than  one  Committee, 
but  he  now  appeared  to  confine  himself 
to  the  case  of  prisons.  He  and  his  hon. 
Friends  on  that  side  of  the  House  were 
not  satisfied  that  prisoners  in  a  county 
should  be  visited  simply  by  the  Justices ; 
and  they  demanded  that  they  should  be 
visited  also  by  the  representatives  of  the 
people— that  not  only  the  Justices,  but 
the  delegates  of  the  people  at  large 
should  be  admitted  within  the  precincts 
of  the  prisons.  This  Bill,  in  reference  to 
lunatic  asylums,  transferred  certain  ad- 
ministrative functions  from  the  Quarter 
Sessions  to  the  County  Councils ;  and  in 
the  6th  clause  it  reserved  the  right  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions  to  appoint  a  Visit- 
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ing  Cammittee  also.  He  saw  no  reasoD 
why  the  BBmo  prmciplee  which  prevuled 
aa  to  aayluma  ahould  not  obtain  with 
regard  to  prieons ;  and  if  his  hon.  Friend 
went  to  a  Division  he  shoald  have  great 
aatisfaction  in  TOting  with  him. 

Mk.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  anked  if  the  right  han.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  meant  to  tell  the  Committee  that 
there  was  no  administrative  business  in 
connection  with  the  prisons  which  would 
concern  the  County  Councils  ?  Surely, 
the  matter  of  repairs  referred  to  by  the 
right  han.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Halifax  formed  part  of  tho  administra- 
tive business,  lie  would  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Govern  moat  Board,  and  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  to  allow  the  Amendment  to  be 
passed,  for  this  reason — that  the  pro- 
aent  management  of  our  prisons  was 
very  far  fk>m  what  it  ought  to  be.  He 
was  convinced  that  many  prisoners  were 
at  the  present  moment  unwisely  treated, 
and  that  they  were  teaching  the  people 
whom  they  put  in  prison  to  hate  work. 
Moat  of  those  who  are  in  prison  went 
there  because  they  did  not  like  work, 
and  the  prison  rules  taught  them  to 
hate  it. 

Uk.  HANDEL  C0S8HAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  aaid,  he  waa  afraid  that  they  were 
sn^aged  in  the  erection  of  machinery 
whioh,  after  they  had  created  it,  would 
have  very  little  work  to  do,  Nearly  all 
theimprovementa  in  prison  discipline  had 
come  not  from  the  prieon  magistrates, 
bnt  had  ooms  from  persons  outside,  such 
aa  the  Howard  Society.  He  cordially 
Bapported  the  Amendment. 

Me.  WARMINGTON  (Monmouth- 
ahire,  W.)  said,  no  one  could  dispute 
tiiat  the  Yisiting  Committee  had  double 
ftanctions  to  discharge.  What  was  de- 
aired  waa  that  the  representatives  of  the 
people  should  perform  those  fuQotionn 
which  were  atrictly  called  judicial,  and 
that  members  of  the  Council  elected  by 
the  people  should  be  able  to  go  and 
inspect  the  prisons,  confer  with  the 
priaonera,  and  receive  complaints  and 
make  a  report  and  entries  in  the  visiting 
book.  That  waa  all  that  was  intended 
by  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  there  was  no  desire  that  the  judicial 
functions  performed  by  the  magistrates 
should  be  transferred  by  the  County 
Ooonoils. 

Hr.  StmtfM 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  259:  Majority  72.- 
No.  159.) 

Mb.  baring  (London),  in  moving 
the  following  Amendment,  in  page  3, 
line  37,  at  end,  to  insert  "  except  the 
clerk  of  the  peace  and  every  clerk  to 
justices  in  petty  sessions,"  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  been 
kind  enough  to  inform  him  that  the 
question  to  which  this  Amendment  re- 
lated was  settled  by  Clauses  82  and  83. 
He  (Mr.  Baring)  had  read  those  clauses 
with  considorablo  care,  and,  as  far  as  he 
was  able  to  understand  them,  though  he 
might  possibly  be  wrong  in  his  inter- 
pretation of  thom,  tbey  referred  merely 
to  the  payment  of  the  fees,  whereas  the 
present  clause  related  to  the  fixing  of  the 
fees.  If  he  waa  wrong  in  this  view,  he 
ahould,  of  course,  have  nothing  to  do 
but  withdraw  the  Amendment ;  but  he 
desired  to  hear  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  to  say  upon  the  subject. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  37,  at  snd,  to  insert  the  words  "ex- 
cept the  clerk  of  the  peace  and  every 
clerk  to  jasticoB  in  petty  sessions." — 
{Mr.  Baring.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  Clauses  82 
and  83  appeared  to  go  beyond  his  hon. 
Friend's  proposal.  The  worda  of  Clause 
82  were — 

"  For  tho  purpose  of  the  eoactmeiitB  relating 


In  reference  to  clerks  of  Petty  Sessions, 
the  83rd  clause  provided  that — 

"  In  the  enactmeDtg  relatiog  to  such  salaries 
aad  feei  the  said  staniiiiig  joint  committee 
■halt  be  suhatituted  for  the  qunrtei  wsdoDi 
and  the  local  authority  reapectiToly." 
He  was  advised  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  insert  hie  hon.  Friend's  Amend- 
ment, because  ita  object  was  fully 
covered  by  these  words.  If,  however, 
that  turned  out  to  be  not  the  case,  he 
would  take  care,  on  Report,  to  amend 
the  clause. 

Sib  JOHN  DOHINGTON  (Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury)  said,  the  fees  paid  to 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  and  Clerks  of  Petty 
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SeaaioDS  were  judicial  fees^  and  the 
Quarter  Session  Oourt  was,  by  Statute, 
authorized  and  obliged  to  draw  up 
scales  of  the  amounts  to  be  paid.  The 
amounts  of  such  fees  ought  to  be  left  to 
the  determination  of  the&urt  of  Quarter 
Sessions. 

Mb.  BITCniE  said,  he  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  be  content  to  accept 
the  assurance  that  if  Glauses  82  and  83 
did  not  carry  out  that  which  was  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  intention  and  his  own, 
he  would  take  care  to  put  the  matter 
Hght  on  Beport. 

Mb.  baking  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  BBUNNEB  said,  he  wished  to 
move  the  insertion  of  the  words  '*  chief 
constable"  after  the  word  "of,"  in 
line  39.  He  was  very  anxious  to  see 
good  relations  maintained  between  the 
people  and  those  who  had  authority  over 
them ;  and  he,  therefore,  desired  that 
the  determination  of  the  Chief  Consta- 
ble's salary  should  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  County  Councils. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
f  ord) :  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  wish  to  know.  Sir,  whether  the  ques- 
tion which  the  hon.  Member  is  now 
raising  was  not  settled  by  the  Division 
taken  on  Friday  upon  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ghreat  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  ? 

Thb  CHAIBMAN  :  The  Amendment 
then  moved  embraced  both  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Chief  Constable  ana  the 
control  of  the  police.  I  think  that, 
technically,  this  Amendment  may  be 
moved  again ;  but  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  Member  is  exercising  a  very  wise 
discretion  in  proposing  it. 

Mb.  BBUNNEB  said,  he  thought 
the  discretion  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chairman  referred  was  not 
altogether  in  his  own  hands.  He  was 
very  desirous  that  the  salaries  of  all  the 
officials  should  be  left  to  the  determina- 
tion of  the  Council,  because  he  thought 
that  in  all  Departments  of  the  Public 
Service  taxation  and  representation 
should  go  together.  He  was  not  going 
to  speak  at  length  on  the  subject,  and 
had  only  a  few  more  words  to  say  about 
it.  He  wanted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Qovernmeut 
Board  to  consider  whether  he  could  not, 
by  introducing  a  fresh  provision  some- 


where in  the  Bill,  encourage  County 
Councils  to  appoint  bankers  as  their 
treasurers.  Bankers  would  undertake 
the  work  of  treasurers  without  payment, 
and  they  would  perform  the  duties  ap* 
pertaining  to  that  office  with  efficiency 
and  in  a  very  business-like  manner.  Me 
might  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
of  what  he  knew  well,  that  a  very  large 
number  of  Local  Authorities  now  em- 
ployed bankers  as  their  treasurers. 

The  CHAIBMAN :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  BBUNNEB  said,  he  had  nothing 
moro  to  say  about  the  Amendment,  and 
he  commended  it  to  the  Committee 
as  one  that  they  would  do  wisely  to 
adopt. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
39,  after  the  word  ''of,"  to  insert  the 
words  "Chief  Constable."— (1/r.  Brun- 
ner.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  only  wished 
to  sav  one  word  about  the  Amendment, 
as,  after  what  the  Chairman  had  said, 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  wise  to 
Continue  the  discussion.  The  Com- 
mittee had  undoubtedly  considered  the 
question  in  connection  with  the  police 
already,  and  had  taken  a  Division  upon 
it.  He  thought  that  the  argument  in 
favour  of  rejecting  this  Amendment  was 
much  stronger  now  than  it  was  before 
the  Division  was  taken  on  Friday 
evening. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  said,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  discussion  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage)  respecting  the  police  had  not 
nearly  concluded  when  the  Division  was 
taken  on  Friday  evening.  He  would 
not  venture  upon  forbidden  ground; 
but  he  thought  that  everybody  who  was 
present  during  the  last  hour  of  the  dis- 
cussion on  Friday  would  agree  with 
him  that  it  was  through  the  excessive  im- 
patience of  hon.  GenUemen  opposite  that 
the  discussion  was  curtailed.  Many  of 
those  who  had  wished  to  address  the 
Committee  on  Friday  felt  that  they  were 
entitled  to  say  something  on  the  subject 
now.  But,  whether  they  did  so  or  not, 
the  mere  fact  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Great  Grimsby  was  rejected  on  Fri- 
day could  not  be  held  to  exclude  all  dis- 
cussion on  the  question  of  the  police. 
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An  Amendment  on  the  subject  was  to  be 
moved  on  the  7th  clause,  and  he  hoped 
that  it  would  not  be  ruled  out  of  Order 
when  reached.  As  to  the  present 
Amendment,  he  should  like  to  empha- 
size what  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northwich  (Mr.  Brunner) 
had  stated  as  to  the  importance  of 
maintaining  the  principle  that  the  elected 
representatives  of  the  people  on  the 
Council  Councils  should  have  the  control 
of  the  appointment  and  the  fixing  of 
the  salary  of  the  Chief  Constable.  It 
would  not  be  denied  that  the  office  of 
Chief  Constable  was  an  exceedingly  im- 
portant one,  and  that  that  functionary 
nad  the  chief  control  of  the  police,  al- 
though the  decision  of  certain  questions 
respecting  the  regulation  and  efficiency 
of  the  police  was  assigned  by  the  Bill  to 
various  authorities.  The  Joint  Com- 
mittee would  have  a  great  deal  to 
say  about  the  management  and  control 
of  the  police,  but  the  Local  Government 
Board  or  the  Home  Office,  or  some  cen- 
tral authority,  would  also,  to  a  large 
extent,  look  after  the  efficiency  of  the 
force.  Those  who  sat  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  felt  very  strongly  that 
the  control  of  the  police,  as  far  as  the 
appointment,  pay,  and  removal  of  the 
Chief  Constable  were  concerned,  should 
be  in  the  hands  not  of  a  Joint  Committee 
of  irresponsible  men,  but  of  the  elected 
representatives  of  the  people  on  the 
County  Council.  On  this  point,  he 
might  allude  to  the  difficulties  that  had 
arisen  lately  within  a  stone's  throw  of 
that  House  in  connection  with  the  treat- 
ment of  the  public  by  the  police  of  the 
Metropolis.  From  what  he  had  seen  of 
the  temper  of  the  people,  he  thought 
that  more  mischief  had  been  done  by  the 
action  of  the  Government  and  the  police 
in  connection  with  meetings  in  Trafal- 
gar Square  than  had  been  created  during 
the  whole  time  that  had  elapsed  since 
the  Hyde  Park  riots  a  good  many  years 
ago.  Wherever  one  went  in  the  Metro- 
polis to-day,  one  found  in  existence  a 
feeling  of  exasperation  against  the 
police.  It  was  a  very  great  pity  that  it 
was  BO,  but  this  kind  of  feeling  would 
always  be  aroused  whenever,  by  the 
timidity  of  a  mischievous  official  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary CMr.  Matthews),  police  were  directed 
to  trample  upon  the  people.  He  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  go  amon^  the  people 
with  the  object  of   ascertaining  their 

Mr,  Conyh$ar0 


feelings  on  the  subject,  and  he  could 
only  say  that  there  was  such  a  feeling 
of  exasperation  as  it  was  very  dangerous 
ever  to  arouse  among  the  populace 
against  the  constituted  authorities.  He 
would  endeavour  to  illustrate  the  prin- 
ciple he  was  fighting  for  by  referring  to 
another  case,  drawn  not  from  the  Me- 
tropolis, but  from  the  county  with  which 
he  nad  the  honour  to  be  connected.  He 
would  not  refer  to  the  riots  which  oc- 
curred in  1885  in  the  St.  Austell  Divi- 
sion, as  he  preferred  to  leave  the  hon. 
Member  for  that  Division  (Mr.  W.  A. 
M 'Arthur)  to  deal  with  them,  if  he 
chose  to  do  so.  He  would,  however, 
allude  to  the  difficulties  which  occurred 
in  the  capital  of  the  Division  he  repre- 
sented, the  Town  of  Camborne,  some 
years  back.  At  that  time  there  was 
exactly  the  same  maltreatment  of  the 
people  by  the  police  as  had  been  wit- 
nessed in  the  Metropolis  within  the  last 
few  months.  In  Camborne  the  police 
did  not,  perhaps,  ride  down  the  people 
and  massacre  them 

Me.  W.  BECKETT  (Notts,  Basset- 
law)  :  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  beg  to  ask  whether  these  remarks  are 
in  Order  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is,  I  believe,  coming  to  the  Ques- 
tion. I  believe  he  is  merely  giving  an 
illustration  of  his  argument. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  the  hon.  Member  opposite  had  not 
listened  to  him  with  sufficient  attention 
to  enable  him  to  follow  his  argument. 
He  had  laid  down  the  principle  that  the 
control  of  the  police,  as  far  as  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Chief  Constable  was 
concerned,  should  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
elected  members  of  the  County  Council, 
and  he  was  giving,  as  his  reason  for 
advocating  that  principle,  facts  which 
many  hon.  Members  might  choose  to 
deny,  but  which  were  within  the  know- 
ledge of  some  of  them  at  any  rate.  The 
first  series  of  facts  were  those  connected 
with  Trafalgar  Square,  and  the  second 
series  related  to  his  own  constituency. 
Surely  a  Member  of  that  House  had  a 
right  to  speak  about  what  had  happened 
in  his  own  constituency.  On  the  occasion 
to  which  he  was  referring  in  Camborne, 
the  police  behaved  with  exceeding  rough- 
ness, harshness,  and  brutality  to  the 
people.  The  consequence  was  that  there 
were  riots  in  Camborne,  as  there  would 
always  be  in  a  place  where  the  people 
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were  treated  witli  injustice,  and  where 
a  feeling  of  indignation  and  exaspera- 
tion was  aroused.  For  his  own  part,  he 
wished  to  see  maintained  the  respect 
which  the  people  of  this  country  always 
held  for  the  constituted  authorities. 
That  respect  was  being  slowly  sapped 
and  undermined  by  the  action  of  the 
present  Oovemment.  It  was  to  a  great 
extent  undermined  by  the  action  of  the 
police  at  Camborne  on  the  occasion  to 
which  he  was  referring.  The  police 
used  to  go  about  the  streets  and  deli- 
berately hustle  the  poor  men  with  the 
view  of  raising  a  charge  against  them  of 
being  drunk  and  of  putting  them  into 
the  lock-up.  This  occurred  repeatedly, 
and  the  result  was  that  riots  took  place. 
The  consequence  was  that  the  Chief 
Constable  of  the  county,  who  was  not  a 
brave  man,  took  to  his  heels,  and,  he 
believed,  had  never  shown  his  face  in 
Camborne  since.  He  would  give  the 
Committee  one  more  illustration,  and  he 
thought  it  a  very  pertinent  and  import- 
ant one,  of  what  was  likely  to  happen  in 
Devon  under  this  Bill.  The  measure 
proposed  to  turn  into  separate  counties 
all  boroughs  in  which  the  population 
amounted  to  or  exceeded  50,000.  The 
result  would  be  that  Devonport  and 
Plymouth  would  each  become  counties 
in  themselves,  whilst  Stonehouse  would 
still  form  part  of  the  County  of  Devon. 
Devonport  and  Stonehouse  formed  one 
borough  for  Parliamentary  purposes, 
but  were  divided  for  local  purposes.  In 
Stonehouse  the  police  were  under  the 
control  of  the  irresponsible  magistracy 
of  the  county,  whilst  in  Devonport  they 
were  under  the  management  of  the 
Municipal  Authorities.  The  residents 
of  Stonehouse  and  Devonport  respec- 
tively said  that  there  was  all  the  differ- 
ence in  the  world  between  the  treatment 
of  the  people  by  the  police  in  one  place 
and  their  treatment  in  the  other. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  been  allowed  great  latitude.  He  is 
not  at  all  speaking  to  this  special 
Amendment,  which  in  itself  is  only 
technical. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  said,  he  did  not 
wish  for  a  moment  to  transgress  the 
Chairman's  ruling,  or  to  pursue  the 
matter  further.  He  might,  perhaps, 
have  some  other  opportunity  of  refer- 
ring to  the  subject.  He  was  only 
anxious  to  impress  upon  the  Committee 
the  importance  of  maintaining  the  prin- 


ciple that  the  police  should  be  controlled 
by  the  representatives  of  the  people. 
If  the  people  controlled  their  Chief  Con- 
stable, they  could,  at  any  rate,  indirectly 
control  their  police.  The  Members  of 
the  Opposition  were  satisfied  that  they 
were  doing  their  duty  in  taking  their 
stand  upon  that  principle.  No  doubt 
the  Supporters  of  the  Government  would 
over-rule  them  if  they  went  to  a  Divi- 
sion ;  but  he  thought  that  the  people  of 
the  country  would  approve  their  action 
in  having  insisted  upon  giving  to  the 
people  the  control  of  the  police. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  said,  that,  as  he  understood 
the  Bill,  the  control  of  the  police  was 
to  be  vested  jointly  in  the  Justices  and 
the  County  Councils,  but  that  the  Jus- 
tices were  to  appoint  and  the  Council 
was  to  pay  the  Chief  Constable.  This 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very  inconvenient 
arrangement.  In  his  opinion,  if  the 
County  Council  was  to  pay  for  the  police 
officers,  it  was  most  reasonable  that  it 
should  appoint  them.  The  joint  com- 
mittee would  have  a  very  inefficient  con- 
trol over  the  police  if  the  appointment 
of  the  Chief  Constable  rested  solely  with 
the  Justices.  He  thought  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Chief  Constable  should 
rest  with  the  County  Council  alone, 
although  he  admitted  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  already  accepted  what  he 
regarded  as  the  bad  system  of  joint 
control. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  said,  he  was 
rather  disposed  to  suggest  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northwioh  (Mr. 
Brunner)  that  he  should  not  insist  upon 
carrying  his  Amendment  to  a  Division. 
His  reasons  for  saying  so  were  these. 
Practically  speaking,  the  Committee 
had  decided  not  to  transfer  to  the  County 
Council  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable ;  but  the  Committee  had  not 
decided  anything  with  regard  to  his 
salary.  Whatever  reasons  there  might 
be  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members  in  re- 
gard to  leaving  to  the  County  Council 
the  appointment  of  Chief  Constable, 
those  reasons  did  not  necessarilv  apply 
to  the  payment  of  the  salary,  ana  it  was 
inconsistent  to  leave  the  payment  of  the 
salary  to  the  County  Council  and  not  to 
leave  it  the  right  of  determining  the 
duty  which  was  connected  with  the  pay- 
ment of  that  salary.  This  being  so,  he 
intended  to  move  the  addition  of  these 
words  to  the  sub- section — **  and  the  de- 
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allow  other  Members  to  construe  the 
word  *' appointment''  in  the  sense  in 
which  it  was  ordinarily  used.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  hardly  contend  that  the 
word  '*  appointment "  included  the  fixing 
of  the  salary.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
made  many  appointments  in  the  course 
of  the  year,  but  he  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  fixing  of  the  salary  that  was 
attached  to  those  appointments.  He 
did  not  think  the  Committee  could  be 
justly  accused  of  refusing  to  accept  the 
decision  come  to  on  Friday  evening  if 
it  adopted  the  intended  proposal  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Halifax. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  that  what  he 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  to  suggest  was,  that 
the  Committee,  having  negatived  the 
proposal  to  place  the  appointment  of  the 
Chief  Constable  in  the  hands  of  the 
County  Council,  should  now  accept  an 
Amendment  which  would  put  the  ques- 
tion of  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Constable 
in  the  hands  of  the  County  Council. 
Surely  this  would  be  absurd.  Under 
Clause  29  of  the  Bill  matters  connected 
with  the  salary  and  the  payment  of  the 
police  force  would  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  joint  committee ;  and, 
looking  at  the  fact  that  the  Committee 
had  practically  determined  that  the  con- 
trol and  administration  of  the  police 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  joint  com- 
mittee, the  Government  considered  that 
all  questions  affecting  the  pay  of  the 
police  should  also  be  left  to  the  decision 
of  the  joint  committee. 

Me.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  that 
the  Committee  had  not  yot  come  to  the 
decision  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  said  they  had  arrived  at. 
When  the  right  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneago)  said 
that  the  '*  appointment"  included  the 
''  salary,"  he  must  have  forgotten  what 
was  the  case  with  reference  to  boroughs. 
In  the  boroughs,  whilst  the  appointment 
and  control  of  the  Chief  Constable  rested 
with  the  Watch  Committee,  the  pay  of  the 
Chief  Constable  rested  with  the  Council. 
The  question  of  the  pay  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable was  one  of  great  importance,  and 
the  Committee  could  not,  he  thought, 
in  any  way  more  emphatically  show  its 
distrust  of  the  new  Councils  than  by 
depriving  them  of  the  power   of  the 


termination  of  the  salary  of  the  Chief 
Constable."  This  would,  of  course, 
raise  the  question  of  the  right  of  the 
County  Council  to  determine  the  salary. 

Mb.  BRUNNER  said,  he  did  not 
clearly  understand  whether  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  would  move 
the  addition  of  the  words  he  had  men- 
tioned if  he  (Mr.  Brunner)  withdrew 
his  Amendments  ? 

Me.  stansfeld  said,  that  he  did 
propose  to  move  the  addition  of  those 
words 

Me.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  that  as  he  had  proposed  the 
Amendment  on  Friday,  he  wished  to 
Bay  that  he  thought  his  proposal  had 
then  been  thoroughly  threshed  out.  He 
did  not  see  how  they  were  to  carry  on 
the  Business  of  that  House  unless  they 
loyally  accepted  the  decisions  which, 
after  full  discussion,  had  been  arrived 
at.  Therefore,  although  he  hoped  that 
before  many  years  were  over  the  deci- 
sion of  Friday  evening  would  be  re- 
versed, he  could  not  support  the  Amend- 
ment now  suggested. 

Me.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
said,  he  hoped  the  Committee,  by  re- 
fusing to  accept  this  Amendment,  would 
show  the  people  of  the  country  for  a 
second  time  that  they  regarded  them  as 
either  idiots  or  dangerous  wild  beasts, 
who  were  not  fit  to  be  trusted  with  the 
control  of  their  own  police. 

Me.  JOHN  MORLEYsaid,  he  thought 
that  possibly  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage)  had  misunderstood  the  sug- 
gestion of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld). 
In  the  Amendment  moved  on  Friday 
there  was  no  question  of  salary. 

Me.  HENEAGE  said,  that  his 
Amendment  included  the  words  ''the 
appointment,"  which  naturally  included 
"salary."  ICriea  of  '*0h,  oh!  "J  Well, 
that  was  how  he  understood  his  Amend- 
ment, which  also  provided  for  ''the 
control  and  the  dismissal."  In  moving 
the  Amendment  he  had  intended  to 
give  the  County  Council  full  control 
over  the  police  and  the  Chief  Constable. 
As  the  majority  had  been  against  him, 
he  accepted  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  good  faith. 

Me.  JOHN  MORLEY  said,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was  perfectly  at  liberty  to 
accept  the  decision  arrived  at  on  Friday 
in  any  sense  he  pleased,  but  he  must 

Mr.  Stawifold 
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purse.  As  to  the  queation  of  wbether 
the  pay  of  the  Chief  Conatabls  cauld 
be  regarded  as  distinct  from  the  decision 
arrived  at  on  Friday,  he  might  at  once 
tdl  theOoTemmentthat  when  the  clause 
dealing  with  the  appointment  of  tho  joint 
committee  came  up  for  oonsideration,  he 
should  certainly,  if  no  one  else  did,  take 
the  sense  of  the  Committee  on  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  thejointcommitteeshould 
or  should  not  have  full  control  of  the 
Chief  Constable  as  of  all  other  constables. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North wich  (Mr.  Brunner)  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  as  it  was 
really  in  conflict  with  the  decision 
arrived  at  by  the  Committee  on  Friday. 
The  proposed  Amendment  of  his  right 
hon.  Fnend  the  Member  for  Halifax 
-(Mr.  Btansfeld]  would  then,  in  due  time, 
raise  the  question  whether  the  amount 
of  the  salary  should  not  be  fixed  by  the 
Body  which  raised  the  rates. 

Kbt.  CHAPLIN  said,  be  wished  to 
ask  forthe  Chairman's  ruling  on  another 
point  of  Order.  Supposing  that  the 
Amendment  were  not  withdrawn,  and 
were  agreed  to  by  the  Committee,  the 
determination  of  the  salary  of  the  Chief 
Constable  would  be  transferred  to  the 
new  Council.  That  was  precisely  tho 
pn»iOBal  that  was  negatived  on  Friday, 
ana  he  wished  to  know  what  would  be 
the  position  of  the  question  under  the 
BiU  ?  Would  the  appointment  of  Chief 
Constable  remain  as  at  present  intended, 
or  would  it  also  be  transferred  to  the 
new  Council  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  if  th( 
Amendment  were  carried  the  determi- 
nation of  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable  would  undoubtedly  be  vested  ii: 
the  new  Council.  The  decision  of  Fri' 
day  last  negatived  that  proposal,  not  by 
itself,  but  by  associating  it  with  the 
proposal  that  the  control  of  the  polic 
should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  th< 
Council.  The  Amendment  was  not  en 
tirely  inconsistent  with  the  decision  not 
to  aUow  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable  to  be  under  the  control  of  the 
County  Council. 

Mk.  BEUNNER  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw tho  Amendment. 


Amendment,  by  leave,'  toilhdrawH. 

Mr.  brunner  said,  it  was  pro- 
vided in  the  Bill  that  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  should  be  the  Clerk  of  the  County 
Cooncil,  and  that  seemed  to  him  a  ter- 


rible infringement  of  that  very  good 
rulo,  that  taxation  and  representation 
should  go  together.  Surely  the  ap- 
pointment and  removal  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace,  if  he  was  to  be  the  servant 
'7f  the  County  Ouuncil,  should  bo  in  the 
hands  of  the  County  Council.  With 
regard  to  Clerks  of  Justices,  he  did  not 
know  that  he  had  very  much  to  say ; 
but  he  felt  very  strongly  upon  the  ap< 
pointment,  removal,  and  determination 
of  the  salary  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  ; 
he  was  an  officer  in  whom  he  took  a 
great  deal  of  interest  just  now. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  2, 
to  leave  out  from  "  other  than  the  clerk 
of  the  peace  and  the  clerk  of  the  jus- 
tices."— {Mr,  £rutituf.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  would  be  the  joint  ofEoer  of  tho 
County  Council  and  Quarter  Sessions, 
and  it  was  desirable,  indeed  he  thought 
necessary,  that  his  appointment  should 
rest  with  the  Committee  composed  of 
half  from  tho  Justices  and  half  from  the 
County  Council,  and  which  was  provided 
for  in  Clause  83.  So  long  as  the  Clerk 
of  the  Justices  remained  tho  servant  of 
the  Justices  his  appointment  remained 
with  the  Justices,  but  so  far  as  his 
salary  was  concerned  it  would  be  deter- 
mined by  the  joint  committee.  Surely  . 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  advocate 
that  the  joint  officer  should  not  be  under 
the  control  of  the  joint  committee? 

Mr.  BRUNNFR  eaid,  he  merely 
wished  that  the  question  of  salary  should 
be  determined  by  the  representatives  of 
the  people  who  paid  the  money. 

Ma,  UONYBEAEE  said,  it  was  quite 
true  that  the  proposal  in  the  BiU  was 
(hat  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  should  be 
the  joint  officer  of  the  irrespousible  body 
of  magistrates  and  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil, and  ho  lietd  it  to  be  a  most  mis- 
obievous  proposal.  The  Clerk  of  the 
County  Council  should  be  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Council,  just  as  the  Town 
Clerk  was  the  servant  of  a  Town  Coun- 
cil. He  altogether  objected  to  thisioint 
officer.  The  officer  would  probably  have 
more  than  enough  to  do  with  his  joint 
duty  than  he  could  do  weli,  and  his  work 
would  be  done  badly  for  both  his  mas- 
ters. He  (Mr.  Conybearu)  was  animated 
by   a   desire   that   those  new  Councils 
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should  have  full  authority  in  matters 
trusted  to  them  ;  but  the  Govemmenl 
Tare  toi3  ready  to  liateo  to  any  augges- 
tion  from  their  Supporters  in  the  di- 
rection of  eoiaaculatiag  the  Bill  and 
makiDgr  the  authority  of  the  Oouncil 
more  shadowy.  In  every  possible  way 
hon.  Members  shoved  their  distrust  of 
the  new  Authority,  sad  every  attempt  to 
take  away  the  functions  and  duties  of 
the  Oouncil.  every  limitation  of  a  right 
the  Council  might  naturally  aspire  to, 
would  tend  to  make  it  impotent  and 
vortbless,  aud  a  Body  that  would  cer- 
tainly not  attract  those  mea  of  honour, 
virtue,  and  probity,  of  whom  so  much 
had  been  said.  The  ratepayers  felt 
strongly  that  they  ought  to  have  control 
over  the  salaries  of  the  of&cers  they 
paid.  It  was  all  very  well  to  say  this 
officer  would  be  the  Clerk  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  but  he  would  be  paid  from  the 
rates,  and  it  was  for  the  ratepayers, 
through  their  representatives,  to  say 
vrhat  he  should  be  paid,  not  an  irre- 
sponsible body  of  magistrates.  Beyond 
that,  the  Oouncil  ought  to  have  full 
control  over  their  officer.  lie  would 
have  to  be  constantly  in  attendance,  aad 
would  probably  take  the  minutes  of  pro- 
oeedings.  How  would  the  House  of 
Commons  treat  a  suggestion  that  the 
House  of  Lords  should  have  any  control 
over  the  payment  of  tho  House  of  Com- 
mons clerks  ? 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  191; 
Noes  130;  Majority  61.  — (Div.  List, 
No.  160.) 

Mr.  8TAN8FELD  said,  be  had  now 
to  move  an  Amendment  at  the  end  in 
reference  to  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable, lie  would  not  labour  the  point, 
but  simply  say  the  position  he  took  up 
was  that  all  the  salaries  payable  out  of 
the  County  rates  should  bo  determined 
by  the  County  Council. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  4,  line  2, 
after  the  word  "justices,"  to  insert  the 
words  "and  the  determination  of  the 
salary  of  the  Chief  Constable."— (ifr. 
Stanifeld.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Un.  CONYBEARE,  in  reference  to 
what  had  been  said,  that  appointment 
and  removal  neoessarily  included  the ' 
Mr.  Co»ffbfart 
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determination  of  salary,  said  it  would 
be  in  the  recoliectioa  of  the  Committe'i 
that  the  Qovemment  last  year  made  an 
appointment  to  a  particular  office  with- 
out determiniog  any  salary  at  all.  The 
late  Colonel  King-Harman  was  ap- 
pointed without  any  salary,  and  there 
was  a  precedent  then  for  considering 
separately  from  the  question  of  appoint- 
ment, the  question  of  determining 
salary. 

Ma.  JAMES  STUAHT  (Shoreditch, 
Hoston)  said,  he  understood  tho  argu- 
ment against  this  proposal  to  be  that 
those  who  had  appointment  and  control 
should  have  the  fixing  of  the  salary. 
But  if  that  were  allowed,  it  would 
be  the  Justices  not  the  joint  commit- 
tee who  would  fix  the  salary  of 
the  Chief  Constable?  But  he  asked, 
how  was  it  proposed  to  fix  the  salary  ? 
The  argument  for  the  Amendment 
was  simply  that  those  who  raised 
the  rates  should  have  the  spending  of 
them.  That  was  the  whole  point  and 
merit  of  the  Bill,  that  it  put  the  raising 
and  spending  of  the  rates  in  repre- 
sentative hands.  Apart  altogether  from 
the  vexed  question  of  the  control  of  the 
police,  this  question  of  deteruiningsalary 
should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
elective  Council. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  it  mlghtor  might 
not  be  right  to  give  to  Quarter  Sessions 
the  appointment  of  Chief  Constable, 
that  was  a  matter  not  now  under  dis- 
oussion;  but  it  was  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  in  the  Bill,  and  the  pro- 
position of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  that  the  Body  that  was  to  have 
the  appointment  of  the  Clitof  Constable 
was  to  have  no  voice  in  the  fixing  of 
that  officer's  remuneration.  That  was  a 
doctrine  the  Government  did  not  assent 
to.  If  it  was  right  that  the  appoint- 
ment should  rest  with  Quarter  Sessions, 
as  it  did,  it  was  evident  that  to  adopt 
the  Amendment  might  lead  to  a  conflict 
between  Quarter  Sessions  and  the 
County  Council,  and  which  might  result 
m  tho  Council  making  such  arrange- 
ments as  would  entirely  defeat  tlie  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  in  leaving  tho  appoint- 
ment of  Chief  Constable  with  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  He  was  not  contending  now 
that  the  appointment  should  remain  with 
Quarter  Sessions ;  that  would  be  decided 
presently.  All  he  said  was  that  was  the 
arrangement  in  the  Bill,  and  he  could 
Dot  consent  to  taking  from    the  Body 
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haring  the  appointment  all  voice  in  fix-  Amendment    proposed,    in    page   4, 

log  the  salary.  line  9,  after  the  word  "  oiectioD,*'  insert 

Mb.  8TAN8FELD  said,  the  right  hon.  the  words  **  the  place  of  holding  courts 

Gentleman  seemed  altogether  oblivious  for  the  revision  of  the  lists  of  voters." 

of  a  fact  that  should  be  familiar  to  his  — {Mr,  Ritchie,) 

Parliamentary  and  official   experience.  Question, '' That  those  words  be  there 

The  House  of  Commons  did  not  appoint  inserted,''  put,  and  agreed  to, 

civil  servants  or  officers  in  the  Army  __     riT^TTXTXT-n-n               j  x     • 

and  Navy,  yet  the  House  of  Commons  Mr.  BRUNNER  proposed  to  insert, 

determined  what  pay  they  should  receive,  f™'  ^°?  wordsjust  inserted,  the  words, 

He  urged  that  in  these  financial  matters,  "Provided  that  no  selected  Councillors 

the  County  Council  should  be  supreme.  ^^^^}   ^^^^  ^  V5>*®.  ^^  It^^^^t  ^l  ®  . 

The  representative  body  ought  to  have  matters."     He  desired  that  the  County 

the  right  of  determining  the  salaries  to  ^^uncil  should  be,  like  Csasar  s   wife, 

be  pafd  from  the  county  rates,  and  on  «^^?v®  suspicion.    There  was,  unfortu- 

that  he  should  divide.  nately,  a  feeling  widely  prevalent  that 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln-  ^^^  who  did  not  owe  their  position  to 

Bhire,  Spalding)  said,  he  might  remind  ^^^  n^'^  '""u  ^  *^.^!f  .^^"""T'  "Tr  ''''* 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ritchie)  f^  ^""j  *f  ^®  *^"«?f  ^  ^°  »^^t  °^*^"«"  *« 

that  all  the  occupante  of  the  Govern-  ^^.^^^^^^^^  Councils  would  have  to  deal 

ment  Bench  received  such  remuneration  ?^»th  as  they  ought  to  be.    Personally, 

as  it  pleased  the  House  to  vote,  but  only  \®  ^^^,  ^^\  «;?PP°1®  ^^'  ^  ™?f®?^  *^*^* 

two  oBcial  appointments  wore  vested  in  J^?  ^^^f  ^^^  Councillors  would  do  any- 

the  House-that  of   the  Speaker  and  ^}'^«  *^  «®°^'^a  ^^^^y  ^^T^t  *  .^^ 

Deputy  Speaker ;  all  the  other  appoint-  ^fij'^l^^  ^^^^4  ^niongst  the  Justices 

ments   were  not  in  the   hands  of  the  ?f  Cheshire  an  inclination  to  snatch  a 

House,   though  the  House    fixed    the  ^^'Jj  advantage  in  the   settlement  of 

salaries.     There  could  not  be  a  more  ^^^^^j   ^^^  '^  \^^  «i°^ply  because  he 

pertinent  example  opposed  to  the  con-  ^^^'\^^    *bere    should   be  no   possible 

tention  of  the  President  of  the  Local  suspicion  that  a  Party  advantage  was 

Government  Board.  attempted,  that  he  proposed  that  the 

Mb.  HANDEL  C088HAM  said,  that  selected  Councillors  should  not  have  a 

was  an  argument  that    cut    away  the  vote  in  respect  of  such  matters, 

ground  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Amendment  proposed,  after  the  words 

position.     The  representatives  of  those  last    inserted,     to    insert    the    words 

who  raised  the  rates  should  have  control  *^  provided  that  no  selected  Councillors 

of  expenditure,  and  that  was  the  principle  shall   have  a  vote  in  respect  of  such 

that  in  the  end  must  be  recognized.  matterp«"—(  1/r.  Brunner.) 

Question  put.  Question  proposed,  **That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  120;  ,,     ^^r^^^^^     .,   .,     ^n, 

Noes   161:    Majority  41.— (Div.  List,  Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  the  Government 

No.  161.)  could  not  accept  the  Amendment,  as  it 

was  quite  impossible  to  put  the  Alder- 
Ma.  HOB  HOUSE  (Somerset,  E.)  said,  men  in  an  inferior  position  to  any  other 
the  clause  as  it  now  stood  provided  that  members  of  the  Council, 
among  the  powers  of  the  County  Councils  Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  the  right 
there  should  be  the  determination  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  forgot  that  the  First 
coroner's  salary,  and  the  division  of  the  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  given  a  sort 
county  into  coroners'  districts.  His  of  undertaking  that  the  question  of 
Amendment  provided  that  the  County  Aldermen  would  be  re- considered. 
Council  should  also  have  **  the  assign-  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
ment  of  such  districts."  SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
.  ,  ,  J  •  •  >i  Westminster)  bcRcred  that  the  hon. 
lintraftertLw3''dUtrL,''  Insert  Gentleman  would  not  misrepresent  him. 
the  words  "and  the  assignment  of  such  ^u^estbn' put  to  himf 'tha?  thef Li°no 
di8tnct8."-(  Mr.  mbhouse.)  H^^^^  ^  ^e-consider  the  question. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there  Mb.  HANDEL  OOSSHAM  said,  there 

inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to.  was  one  argument  which  might  be  used 
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with  advantage.  The  House  of  Lords 
stood  in  a  similar  position  to  the  House 
of  Commons  as  the  selected  Councillors 
would  stand  to  the  elected  Councillors. 
The  House  of  Lords  were  not  allowed 
any  control  over  the  money  of  the  State. 
He  thought  the  same  principle  might 
with  advantage  be  followed  in  the  case 
of  selected  and  elected  Councillors. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  C.  hall  (Cambridge,  Chester- 
ton) said,  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  his  name  was 
simply  to  enable  the  County  Council  to 
take  advantage  of  the  Local  Stamp  Act, 
if  they  should  think  fit.  By  that  Act 
the  Justices  had  the  power  to  receive 
the  fees  for  contentious  and  non- con- 
tentious business  under  the  Local  Stamp 
Act  if  they  thought  fit,  and  a  great  many 
Justices  had  taken  advantage  of  that 
Act,  and  now  did  their  work  entirely  by 
means  of  stamps.  If  this  Amendment 
were  carried,  it  would  be  open  to  the 
County  Council  to  adopt  the  Act,  and  so 
be  able  to  carry  on  their  business  in  the 
same  way  as  the  Justices  had  done. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4, line  1 4, 
after  the  word  ''meters,''  to  insert  the 
words  ''  and  of  the  Local  Stamp  Act." — 
{Mr.  C.  Rail.) 

Question, ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  FIETH  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  this  sub-section  was  in- 
tended to  apply  to  London,  and  whether 
it  was  proposed  to  consider  all  the  pro- 
positions affecting  London  separately. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  that  all  these 
clauses  applied  to  County  Councils  set 
up,  and  in  that  case  applied  to  London. 
But  it  was  quite  open  for  them  when 
they  came  to  London,  to  consider  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  London,  and 
make  special  provisions. 

Mb.  BKUNNER  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  the  words  from  '*  the 
confirmation  "  in  line  23,  to  ''  and  ten  " 
in  line  26.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
County  Council  was  entirely  unfitted  to 
deal  with  the  rules  of  loan  societies. 
Loan  societies  were  by  no  means  confined 
to  counties.  He  knew  loan  societies 
whose  action  extended  over  the  whole 
country,  and,  therefore,  he  hoped  that 
the  words  he  proposed  to  omit  would  not 
be  allowed  to  remain  in  the  BilL 

jftr.  Handel  Cossham 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4, 
line  23,  to  leave  out  the  words  from  'Hhe 
confirmation  "  to  the  words  **  and  ten  " 
in  line  26,  inclusive. — {3lr.  Brunner.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  did  not  see 
any  reason  why  these  duties  should  be 
withdrawn  from  the  County  Council, 
who  he  thought  would  be  quite  able  to 
undertake  them. 

Mb.  BRUNNER  asked,  to  whom  was 
the  confirmation  of  loan  societies'  rules 
to  be  left.  Loan  societies  had  offices  in 
many  counties,  and  how  was  it  to  be 
decided  which  County  Council  should 
confirm  the  rules?  He  thought  the 
matter  had  better  be  left  as  it  was,  or 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
consider  whether  he  had  better  not  take 
it  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  and  keep  it  in  his  own  hands. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  that  was  a 
separate  matter.  This  seemed  to  him 
one  of  those  administrative  matters  which 
ought  to  be  transferred  to  the  County 
Council. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  firth  said,  that  they  had  now 
reached  Sub-section  XYI.,  would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  them  what 
the  sub- section  referred  to  ? 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  until  they 
progressed  with  the  Bill  and  absolutely 
resolved  what  business  should  be  trans- 
ferred, it  was  impossible  to  say  what  the 
sub-section  referred  to. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  said,  that  they 
were  asked,  in  fact,  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment a  blank  cheque.  Ho  understood 
that  his  Amendment,  which  came  next, 
the  Chairman  had  ruled  out  of  Order. 
He  presumed  that  most  of  the  Amend- 
ments which  stood  in  his  name,  followed 
the  ruling  on  Amendment  No.  15,  earlier 
in  the  evening ;  but  what  he  wished  to 
ask,  as  a  matter  of  Order,  was  whether 
it  was  possible  to  move  a  distinct  ad- 
dition to  the  clause,  to  the  effect  that 
powers  other  than  thoso  enumerated  in 
the  clause  should  be  vested  in  the  County 
Council.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was 
no  Sub-section  (2).  What  he  proposed 
was  that  there  should  be  a  Sub-section 
(2).  His  Amendment  was  that  ''the 
County  Council  shall  also  have  powers 
to    deal   with    the    following  mattersi 
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namdy,''  and  then  followed  a  list  of 
duties.  He  submitted  that  the  Amend- 
ment could  scarcely  be  ruled  out  of 
Order  on  the  ground  that  the  powers 
enumerated  were  new  powers,  that  not 
beinff  powers  belonging  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions  they  could  not  be  transferred. 
That  might  not  be  the  proper  place  to 
insert  the  Amendment;  but  he  submitted 
that  the  Amendment  was  really  a  sub- 
stantial Amendment,  by  which  it  was 
proposed  to  extend  the  clause  by  the 
addition  of  a  fresh  sub- section  contain- 
ing further  new  powers  which  he  de- 
sired to  see  added  to  the  powers  of  the 
Oounty  Council. 

The  chairman  said,  he  had  not 
in  the  least  limited  the  power  to  endow 
the  Council  with  powers.  What  he  had 
said  was  that  this  Amendment  could  not 
be  moved  upon  this  clause,  as  this 
clause  dealt  only  with  the  transference 
of  nowors. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  did  not 
want  to  argue  the  case.  He  wished  it  to 
be  perfectly  clear  that  as  he  read  the 
dause  the  Ist  sub-section  referred  to 
the  transference  of  powers,  and  he  de- 
sired to  add  a  sub -section  giving  the 
County  Council  additional  powers. 

Me.  FIRTH  asked,  if  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  add  at  the  end  of  the 
clause  words  providing  that  there  should 
also  be  given  to  the  County  Council 
certain  powers  enumerated  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  No ;  it  would  be 
quite  inconsistent  with  the  practice. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  I  will  move  the 
Amendment  later  on. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  at  end  to  add  the  following  sub- 
section:—(xvii.)  "There  shall  also  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  county  council  all  powers  now 
vested  in  the  court  of  quarter  sessions,  or  any 
committee  of  justices,  to  acquire  or  provide 
shire  halls,  county  hallR,lunatic  asylums,  judges' 
lodgings,  assize  courts,  lock  np  houses,  court 
houses,  justices'  rooms,  police  stations,  or  other 
county  buildings  or  works. — {Baron  DimadaU.) 

Question  proposed, '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  could  assure 
his  hon.  Friend  that  what  he  desired 
was  fully  provided  for  by  Sub-sections 
4  and  7  of  this  clause.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  afraid  that  the  powors 
transferred  would  not  enable  the  County 
Council  to  erect  the  various  buildings 
which  he  specified  in  his  Amendment. 
There  could  be  no  question  about  the 


fact  that  the  Quarter  Sessions  had 
power  at  present  to  erect  buildings,  and 
it  was  perfectly  clear  that  the  powers  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions  with  reference  to 
buildings  would  be  transferred  by  the 
clause  to  the  County  Council. 

Babon  DIMSDALE  said,  that  all 
he  wanted  to  do  was  to  make  it  clear 
that  the  County  Council  would  have 
the  power  to  provide  the  buildings  re- 
quired. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  he 
dissented  from  the  interpretation  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ritchie)  had  put 
on  this  clause.  At  the  commencement 
of  the  discussion  on  the  clause,  he  called 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to 
the  slipshod  manner  in  which  the  clause 
was  drawn,  and  further  consideration  of 
the  clause  confirmed  him  in  his  opinion. 
With  all  respect  to  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  he  ventured 
to  say  there  was  a  question  as  to  whether 
the  powers  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  respect 
to  shire  halls  and  so  forth  were  trans* 
ferred  to  the  County  Councils.  Surely 
it  would  be  better  to  put  the  matter 
beyond  all  doubt.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  meant  the  County 
Council  to  have  these  powers.  There 
was  a  doubt  in  the  matter,  then  why 
reject  this  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  drew  his  attention  to  the 
language  of  the  clause  a  few  days  ago, 
and  he  undertook  that,  before  Report, 
the  language  of  which  he  complained 
should  be  reconsidered.  He  agreed  that, 
if  necessary,  an  Amendment  should  be 
placed  on  the  Paper  dealing  with  the 
matter.  It  seemed  to  him  that  having, 
in  the  sub-section,  dealt  with  all  the 
questions  of  buildings,  it  would  be  in- 
convenient to  put  in  another  sub-section 
dealing  with  similar  matters.  It  was 
in  the  tirst  words  of  the  clause  that  an 
Amendment  was  required,  if  it  was  re- 
quired at  all,  and  he  had  undertaken 
that  the  matter  should  be  considered. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toiihdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill.'' 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  that  a  short 
time  ago  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
made  a  statement  with  reference  to  the 
appointment  of  Aldermen  and  the  period 
for  which  Councillors  should  be  elected. 

l80V9nih  Night.'] 
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He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  was  not  in  the 
JIouso  at  the  time  the  right  hoD.  Gen- 
tleman made  that  statement.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
was  present;  but  he  was  not  sure  he 
had  a  correct  impression  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith's) 
undertaking. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  what 
he  had  undertaken  with  regard  to  a 
former  clause  was,  to  consider  whether 
the  length  of  the  tenure  of  office  of  the 
members  of  the  County  Council  should 
be  three  years  or  six  years,  one- third 
of  the  number  retiring,  in  the  latter 
case,  every  two  years.  He  had  not, 
however,  undertaken  to  re-consider  the 
question  of  the  appointment  of  Alder- 
men. 

Me.  HENEY  H.  fowler  thought 
there  was  some  slight  misapprehension. 
If  he  recolleoted  aright,  he  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  got  up  and  said  it  was  a  part 
of  his  proposal  that  the  question  of  the 
Aldermen  should  be  reconsidered.  The 
Committee  had  already  decided  that 
there  should  be  Aldermen.  Then  they 
negatived  the  election  for  six  years, 
and  decided  that  the  elections  should 
be  triennial.  Thereupon,  he  suggested 
that  they  might  get  rid  of  the  Alder- 
men, and  make  the  election  of  Coun- 
cillors extend  over  a  longer  period.  He 
was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  misrepresent  any  understand- 
ing he  had  ever  given.  He  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  recon- 
sider the  whole  question. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  not 
the  slightest  fault  to  find  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
recollection  that  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
distinctly  stated  that  he  could  not  under- 
take to  enter  into  any  engagement  to 
reconsider  the  question  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  Aldermen. 

Me.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  he 
did  not  understand  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  enter  into  any  undertaking. 
It  was  entirely  a  matter  for  reconsidera- 
tion. 

Me.  DIXON  (Birmingham,  Edgbas- 
ton)  said,  he  was  in  the  House  at  the 
time,  and  he  entirely  agreed  with  the 
interpretation  which  had  been  placed  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  upon  the 
undertaking  he  had  given,  and  that  it 
did  not  apply  to  Aldermen. 

Mr.  SfansfiU 


Me.  BRUNNER  said,  he  desired 
again  to  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  whether  he  would  not, 
in  some  part  of  the  Bill,  insert  words 
which  would  be  an  encouragement  to 
County  Councils  to  appoint  bankers  as 
their  treasurers.  Bankers  did  their 
work  as  treasurers  of  Local  Authorities 
extremely  well,  and  they  did  it  without 
salary.  It  seemed  to  him  that  there 
were  excellent  reasons  for  offering  en- 
couragement to  County  Councils  to  ap- 
point bankers  as  their  treasurers.  The 
County  Treasurer  of  Cheshire  received 
£400  a-year.  To  his  (Mr.  Brunner's) 
mind,  the  work  would  be  done  very 
much  better  by  a  bank,  and  without 
any  payment  at  all.  He  trusted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  him 
some  assurance  he  would  consider  the 
matter  in  a  favourable  spirit ;  otherwise 
he  would  feel  bound  to  frame  some 
words  to  carry  out  what  he  wished. 

Me.  RITCHIE  said,  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Government 
would  give  full  consideration  to  any 
Amendment  he  might  prepare,  but  the 
matter  he  had  now  raised  was  not  at  all 
germane  to  the  present  clause.  Per- 
sonally, he  felt  reluctant  to  impose  any 
restrictions  in  the  matter. 

Me.  BRUNNER  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
did  not  go  beyond  encouragement. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Transfer  to  Countj  Council 
of  certain  powers  of  Justices  out  of 
Session). 

Me.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  begged 
to  move  the  amendment  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hanley 
(Mr.  Woodall). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pase  4,  line 
32,  after  the  words  ''stage  plays,"  to 
insert  the  words  ''  elsewhere  than  within 
boroughs." — {^Mr.  Stansfeld,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.RixcniE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said, 
he  must  ask  the  Committee  not  to 
assent  to  this  Amendment,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  boroughs  were 
of  all  sorts  and  sizes.  All  boroughs 
with  over  50,000  inhabitants  were  to  be 
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created  counties  in  themselves  for  the  might  proper! j  be  entrusted  with  these 

purposes  of  the  Bill.     There  were  a  powers. 

lEurge  number  of  urban  districts  which  Mr.  STANSFELD  asked  permission 

were  larger  than  some  boroughs ;  and  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

it  was  quite  clear  that  if  the  Amend-  Mr.  BEUNNEE   (Cheshire,   Nortb- 

ment  were  carried,    thej   would   have  wich)  said,  he  could  not  understand  why 

some  right  to  feel  aggrieved.     It  must  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  give 

be  borne  in  mind  that  full  power  was  this  power  to  the  County  Council  if  he 

to  be  given  to  the  County  Council  to  hoped  that  they  would  not  use  it,  but 

delegate  any  powers   of  this    kind  to  give  it  to  the  District  Councils.     It  was 

the   Pistrict   Councils,  and  he  had  no  a  pity  not  to  give  the  power  to  the  Dis- 

doubt  that  the  County  Councils  would  trict  Councils  direct. 

largely  avail  themselves  of   the  power  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

where  the  boroughs  were  of   sufficient  ^          T^TurorTA  t  t^  /tt  ^     ttl  x.-  \ 

importance  Baron  DIMSDALE  (Herts,  Hitchin) 

Mr.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  he  must  l^^T®  ^^'^^l^^^  ^^*/'  ^^%  ^^^^  *\plays," 

suppose  the  President  of  the  Local  Go-  1°  ^^^^  '^2,  the  words  ''other  than  licences 

yemment  Board  intended  the  clause  as  f^'  ^\?.  performance  of  stage  plays  by 

it  stood  to  apply  to  London.    There  was  travolling  troupes.*' ,  J^  J^*«  unreason- 

a  now  clause  on  the  Paper  which  would  *^^^  ^  suppose  that  the  County  Council, 

take  the  power  away,  and  he  desired  to  ^l   ®7f^  *  Committee  of  the  Council, 

understand  clearly  that  that  power  would  ?^^^^^,  assemble  when  a  troupe  coming 

not  be  taken  away.     He  was  in  favour  ^?^  \*^ VJ^^*®^  *  iK^&tiOQ.    Consider- 

of  the  clause  as  it  stood.    This  was  a  3°»  ^^^  difficulties  m  the  case,  it  would 

very  serious  change  in  so  far  as  it  affected  ^®  ^f.  ^^11  <^o    reserve  the  power    of 

London.    It  was  a  change  which  was  granting  such  licences  to  the  magistrates, 

wanted,  and  the  representatives  of  Lon-  ^^^  magsteates  were  always  at  hand, 

don  quite  approved  of  it.    The  Govern-  f.^^  could  be  got  together  to  grant  any 

ment  had  dropped  so  many  things  that  "^®°^®  ^^*^®  ^^'^^• 

one  would  like  to  know  if  they  proposed  Amendment  proposed, 

to  drop  this.  In  page  4,  line  32,  after  the  word  *<  plays," 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  that  by  the  Bill,  ^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^o'da  "  other  than  licences  for  the 

as  it  at  present  stood,   these    powers  F^i;!T??'%°L'^^ //T    ^^    travelling 

,j,^-         J        M-C    n        X  ^d^  troupes.   — (Baron  DtmsdaU.) 

would  be  conferred  on  the  County  Coun-  /V      i.*                   j   *.mt.  ^^l              j 

cil  of  London.  ^  Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln-  ^®  ^^^""^  inserted, 
shire,  Spalding)  asked  if  the  Govern-  Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  he  thought  it 
ment  would  accept  the  suggestion  that  would  be  advisable  to  leave  the  clause 
boroughs  of  a  certain  size  should  as  it  stood.  His  hon.  Friend  was  pro- 
have  these  powers.  He  understood  bably  aware  that  it  was  usually  the 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  objected  buildings  in  which  travellinfi^  troupes 
mainly  to  the  power  being  conferred  on  performed  which  were  licensed,  and  not 
small  boroughs,  say,  of  500  or  600  or  the  troupes  themselves.  This  was  just 
700  inhabitants.  [ Cries  (?/'*0h,  oh ! "]  He  one  of  those  matters  which  ought  to  be 
knew  there  were  some  ancient  boroughs  dealt  with  by  the  County  Council.  That 
withfewerthan  1,000  inhabitants.  Would  Body  could,  of  course,  delegate  the 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government  power  to  the  Justices  if  they  liked,  or  to 
Board  consent  that  boroughs  with  5,000  the  District  Councils.  He  felt  perfectly 
inhabitants  at  the  last  Census  should  certain  they  could  rely  on  County  Coun- 
have  these  powers  ?  cils    taking  measures    to   prevent  any 

Mb.    BITCHIE   said,    he    did    not  inconvenience  arising  in  reference    to 

think  they  ought  to  be  asked  to  go  such  matters. 

further  than  they  had  gone  in  the  Bui.  Mr.  BBUNNEB  begged  the  right 

The  Bill  gave  to  the  County  Councils  full  hon.   Gentleman  to  leave   this   power 

power  of  delegation,  and  the  Govern-  where  it  was  now — in  the  hands  of  the 

ment    had  every  confidence   that   the  Justices.     The   right  hon.   Gentleman 

Body  they   were  creating  would   take  thought  the  County  Council  would  be 

into  consideration  all  the  circumstances  discreet  enough  to  hand  the  power  to 

of  the  various  districts,  and  judge  for  the  District  Council.     Why  not  leave  it 

themselves  as   to   the   districts    which  where  it  was  ?    The  present  system  was 

ISeventh  Mffht.] 
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extremely  convenient.  The  people  oould 
go  now  to  the  Justices  without  trouble ; 
whereas  if  the  Oounty  Council  did  not 
go  through  the  right  about  face  which 
nie  right  hon.  Gentleman  expected  they 
would,  the  people  who  wanted  a  licence 
must  go  to  the  county  town  for  it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Eeservation  of  business  to 
quarter  sessions). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Bitohie,  the 
following  Amendment  made  : — In  page 
4,  line  36,  leave  out  from  ''  inoculation  " 
to  **rate  or,"  in  line  87. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hitohie,  the 
following  Amendment  made  : — In  page 
4,  line  38,  after  ''  persons,"  to  insert 
''  against  the  basis  or  standard  for  the 
oounty  rate,  or." 

Mr.  round  (Essex  N.E.,  Harwich) 
asked,  if  the  preparation  for  the  basis 
of  the  county  rate  would  now  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  County  Council  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
Certainly. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton) said,  that  as  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division  of 
Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare)  was  not  pre- 
sent, he  begged  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
name — namely,  to  insert  after  ''  All," 
in  line  40,  the  word  **  judicial."  The 
clause  would  then  read — '' AH  judicial 
business  of  the  quarter  sessions  not 
transferred  by  this  Act,"  and  so  on. 
He  took  it  that  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  that  all  the  business  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions,  except  judicial 
business,  was  to  be  transferred  to  the 
County  Council.  If  that  were  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government,  they  had 
better  say  so. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
40,  after  the  word  ''  all,"  to  insert  the 
word    ''judicial."  —  {Mr.   Henry    H, 
Fowler,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'judicial'  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  well  to  agree  to  the 
Amendment.  The  insertion  of  the  word 
would  hamper  them  very  materially. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Mr.Brunn$r 


Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
begged  to  move  as  an  Amendment,  to 
insert  after  "  business,"  in  line  40,  the 
words  "  other  than  judicial  busiDess." 

The  chairman  :  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is 
out  of  Order.  Any  dealing  with  judi- 
cial business  is  entirely  outside  the 
scope  of  the  Bill ;  that  was  ruled  to  be 
the  case  on  the  question  of  the  Instruc- 
tions to  the  Committee. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  5,  line  2,  at  the  end  of  tho  clause,  to 
add  the  words,  '*  Save  as  aforesaid  all  the  busi- 
ness of  Quarter  Sessions  shall  be  transferred  to 
the  County  Council." — {Mr,  Siansfeld.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long) 
(Wilts  Devizes)  said,  he  was  afraid 
the  Government  could  not  accept  this 
Amendment.  The  point  had  already 
been  decided,  or,  at  all  events,  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  another 
Amendment. 

Me.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  said,  he 
failed  to  see  the  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment. The  words  it  was  proposed  to 
insert  were — "  Save  as  aforesaid  all  the 
business  of  Quarter  Sessions  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  County  Council." 
The  Amendment  appeared  to  him  to  be 
entirely  consistent  with  what  they  had 
done.  

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  the 
insertion  of  those  words  might  lead  to 
great  difficulty.  At  present  the  Quarter 
Sessions  did  certain  business.  It  was 
proposd  to  transfer  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils a  certain  portion  of  that  business; 
the  rest  was  to  be  left  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  It  would  not  then  be  proper 
to  put  in  general  words,  such  as — "  Save 
as  aforesaid  all  the  business  of  Quar- 
ter Session  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
County  Council."  All  business  not 
transferred  would  remain  with  the 
Quarter  Sessions.  It  would  lead  to 
great  misunderstanding  if  they  added 
the  general  words  suggested. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  on  the  point.  As  he 
understood  the  matter,  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  transfer  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils the  county  business  which  was  not 
specially  dealt  with  in  the  Bill.  The 
Amendment  was  perfectly  clear.      It 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  116; 
Noes  165  :  Majority  49.— (Div.  List, 
No.  162.) 

Question/ 'That  Clause  5,  as  amended, 
stand  part  of  the  Bill/'  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Clause  6  (Powers  of  quarter  sessions 
as  to  visiting  lunatic  asylums). 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON(8hrop. 
shire,  Oswestry)  said,  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  to  this  clause  which 
he  would  briefly  explain  to  the  Com- 
mittee. The  object  of  the  clause  was 
to  introduce  the  magisterial  element 
into  the  visitation  and  overlooking  of 
lunatic  asylums.  Well,  the  way  in 
which  this  was  provided  for  in  the 
clause  seemed  likely  to  create  friction, 
because  it  was  suggested  that  the  Court 
of  Quarter  Sessions  should  appoint  a 
committee  that  should  have  certain 
powers  in  the  matter  so  far  as  visiting 
and  making  remarks  in  the  visitors' 
book,  going  over  the  asylums,  and  so 
forth ;  in  fact,  superintending  the  work 
that  was  entrusted  to  the  County  Coun- 
cil. That  might — he  did  not  say  it 
would,  but  it  might — ^lead  to  friction 
between  the  two  Bodies  —  namely, 
the  committee  of  the  county  ma- 
gistrates, and  the  committee  of  the 
County  Council.  The  County  Council 
committee,  it  must  be  remembered, 
would,  in  all  probability,  have  on  it 
members  of  the  magisterial  Body.  In 
all  probability  that  committee  would 
not  be  composed  entirely  of  Council- 
lors outside  the  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
and  magistrates  would  probably  be 
placed  on  that  committee.  The  magis- 
trates might  go  on  it  as  elected  Council- 
lors, or  selected  Councillors,  and  most 
probably  would  be  represented  in  one 
way  or  the  other  on  these  asylum  com- 
mittees of  the  County  Council.  Well, 
it  would  be  unwise  to  start  a  new  com- 
mittee in  a  county  drawn  largely  from 
the  same  class  as  those  who  already 
formed  the  committee  for  the  purpose 
of  watching  its  operations.  He  felt 
strongly,  at  the  same  time,  that  the  more 
lunatic  asylums  were  visited  by  people 
of  respectability  and  authority  the  better, 
and,  therefore,  he  would  extend  the 
power  of  inspecting  them,  and  he  would 
offer  opportunities  for  as  many  surprise 
visits  as  possible,   while  avoiding  the 

I8w§nih  Night.'] 


•''Save  as  aforesaid  all  the  busi- 
ness of  Quarter  Sessions  shall  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Council."  He 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  must  have  many  instances  in 
his  mind  in  which  it  had  been  found 
exceedingly  convenient  to  have  general 
words  of  this  kind.  A  general  provi- 
sion of  the  kind  very  often  removed 
great  difficulty,  because  if  they  did  not 
have  general  words  like  those,  they 
might  have  litigation  as  to  whether  par- 
ticular powers  had  been  transferred.  He 
could  see  in  the  future  litigation  under 
the  Bill,  unless  some  such  words  as 
these  were  inserted. 

Sir  EICHARD  WEBSTER  said, 
that  a  few  moments  ago  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  moved, 
in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare) 
to  put  in  the  word  '*  judicial."  If  that 
word  had  been  inserted  the  clause  would 
have  read — "  All  judicial  business  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions  not  transferred  by 
this  Act  to  the  County  Council  shall 
be  reserved  to  and  transacted  by 
the  Quarter  Sessions,"  and  then  this 
Proviso  would  have  come  in,  ''save, 
as  aforesaid,  all  the  business  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions  shall  be  transferred  to 
the  County  Council."  The  Committee 
negatived  the  proposal  to  insert  the 
word  ''judicial,"  and,  therefore,  the 
clause  stood  "  all  business  of  the  Quar- 
ter Sessions  not  transferred  by  this  Act 
to  the  County  Council,  shall  be  reserved 
to  and  transacted  by  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions." It  would  be  quite  wrong  to  put 
after  those  words  a  saving  clause,  which 
was  only  applicable  if  they  had  inserted 
the  word  **  judicial." 

Mb.  ANDEESON  said,  that  in  that 
case  he  did  not  understand  the  ruling  of 
the  Chair,  that  the  word  "judicial" 
was  outside  the  scope  of  the  BUI.  If 
that  ruling  was  correct,  the  point  taken 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  could  not  arise. 

The  chairman  said,  that  his  ruling 
was  that  any  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
judicial  business  of  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions would  be  outside  the  scope  of  the 
Bill.  The  insertion  of  the  word  "ju- 
dicial," after  all,  would  not  have  dealt 
with  that  judicial  business;  it  would 
simply  have  left  the  matter  where  it 
was. 
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inconvenience  which  must  arise  from 
a  dual  control.  At  present  all  the 
Guardians  had  a  right  to  visit  every 
patient  who  might  be  in  a  lunatic  asylum 
coming  from  their  own  Union.  Well, 
it  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton) 
desirable  to  leave  that  power  as  it  stood, 
and  taking  that  as  a  precedent  that  they 
should  give  the  Justices  the  power  of 
visiting  lunatic  asylums  in  regard  to  any- 
one who  might  be  in  them  from  their 
own  Petty  Sessional  Division.  In  many 
cases  it  would  be  remembered  the  magis- 
trates were  called  upon  to  sign  the  certi- 
ficate before  a  lunatic  was  sent  to  the 
asylum,  and  the  consequence  was  that  in 
many  cases  the  magistrates  would  have 
already  seen  the  lunatic,  and  would 
have  signed  the  order  for  his  com- 
mittal or  reception  in  the  asylum; 
therefore,  it  appeared  to  him,  that  in 
order  to  avoid  friction,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  secure  the  advantage,  so  far  as 
possible,  of  public  inspection  to  persons 
placed  in  lunatic  asylums,  they  should 
accept  the  principle  of  the  clause  while 
they  altered  the  form  of  it  in  the  man- 
ner he  suggested.  He  did  not  think  the 
form  in  which  his  Amendment  stood 
upon  the  Paper  was  quite  correct.  It 
required  a  little  alteration,  and,  if  the 
Government  would  accept  it,  he  would 
modify  it  so  that  it  would  run  in  this 
way— 

"  Every  Justice  of  the  Peace  of  any  county 
shall  have  the  same  Power  of  visiting  patients 
from  his  Petty  Sessional  Division  as  Memhers 
of  Boards  of  Guardians  have  at  the  present  time 
of  visiting  patients  from  their  own  Unions.*' 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
3,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  The  Quarter 
Sessions,''  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
*' Every  Justice  of  the  Peace."— (Ifr. 
Stanley  Leighton,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.RixcHiE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said, 
he  was  afraid  the  Government  could 
not  accept  this  Amendment.  The 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  think,  that  if 
the  Justices  in  Quarter  Sessions  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  for  the  purpose  of 
visiting  these  asylums  it  would  lead  to 
friction ;  but  the  hon.  Member  had  failed 
to  show  why  it  would  lead  to  friction, 
and  he  failed  to  show  that  this  proposal 

Mr,  Stanley  Leighton 


to  enable  every  magistrate  to  visit  an 
asylum  in  the  county  would  lead  to  less 
friction.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
that  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
would  be  extremely  likely  to  lead  to 
friction,  if  every  magistrate  in  a  county 
had  a  right  to  enter  the  lunatic  asylums 
at  any  time  he  pleased.  He  thought 
the  proposal  in  the  Bill  was  a  good 
one,  because  it  was  advisable  that  a 
judicial  Body  like  the  Quarter  Sessions, 
which  was  a  judicial  Body,  should  have 
some  power  of  visiting  asylums  with  the 
view  of  seeing  whether  abuses  of  any 
kind  existed,  and  if  they  thought  circum- 
stances necessitated  it,  have  the  power 
of  recording  their  opinion  as  to  the  state 
of  things  there  existing.  That  seemed 
to  him  a  very  desirable  power  to  main- 
tain in  the  hands  of  the  magistrates,  and 
therefore  the  Government  had  provided 
that  it  should  be  so  retained,  but  they 
certainly  thought  that  it  would  be  very 
inadvisable  to  allow  every  magistrate 
as  an  individual,  and  not  as  a  member 
of  a  committee,  to  visit  asylums.  The 
analogy  of  the  Guardians  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  exactly  in 
point,  because  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  had  a  loom  standi 
to  visit  in  the  asylums  those  paupers 
who  were  supported  by  the  Unions  of 
which  they  were  Guardians.  That  argu- 
ment would  not  apply  to  magistrates  in 
every  part  of  the  county.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  think  it  necessary  to  press  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) 
said,  that  the  Amendment  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Stanley 
Leighton)  was  literally  a  single  Motion, 
but,  in  reality,  it  would  take  a  double 
form.  The  hon.  Member  proposed  to 
leave  out  the  words  *'The  Quarter  Ses- 
sions," in  order  to  insert  the  words 
**  Every  Justice  of  the  Peace,"  so  as  to 
enable  him  later  on  to  move  other  words 
to  the  effect  he  had  explained.  He  (Mr. 
Waddy)  should  like  to  see  the  words 
''The  Quarter  Sessions"  left  out,  and 
he  would  support  the  hon.  Member  in 
that  proposal;  but  those  words  were 
not  sufficient  to  leave  out.  Many  hon. 
Members  would  agree  with  him  (Mr. 
Waddy)  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  The  Quarter  Ses- 
sions of  any  county,"  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  ** The  County  Council,"  and 
then  the  clause  would  read — 


and  80  on.  He  (Mr.  Waddj)  simply 
desired  to  indicate  what  he  thought  de- 
sirable, and  did  not  move  these  words  in 
any  way  as  an  Amendment.  He  would 
ask  the  Chairman  his  view  of  the  matter 
as  to  whether  the  proper  Motion  would 
not  be  to  leave  out  the  words  he  had 
referred  to  instead  of  merely  ''The 
Quarter  Sessions,"  so  that  he  would 
be  in  a  position  to  make  his  proposal 
it'  the  hon.  Member's  Amendment  were 
either  abandoned  or  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  seems  to  be  unaware 
that  Sub-section  7  of  Clause  3  is  a  pro- 
vision giving  County  Councils  power 
over  the  enlargement,  management  and 
visitation  of  asylums  for  pauper  lunatics. 

Mb.  WADDY  said,  he  was  aware  of 
that  sub-section,  but  did  not  know  that 
it  would  give  to  the  County  Council  the 
same  powers  as  they  might  have  under 
Clause  6. 

Mb.  EITCHI£  said,  as  it  was  clear 
these  asylums  were  transferred  to  the 
government  of  the  County  Council,  it 
would  be  quite  within  the  powers  of  the 
County  Council  to  appoint  a  committee 
for  the  purpose  of  visiting  such  institu- 
tions. 

Mb.  WADDY  said,  that  if  that  were 
so  he  would  submit  that  nothing  could 
be  more  absurd,  even  under  the  present 
(Government,  than  to  propose  that  there 
should  be  dual  control  of  these  asylums. 
They  would  have  two  Bodies  to  do  the 
same  thing.  If  the  two  Bodies  were 
not  to  do  the  same  thing,  then,  so 
far  as  one  of  them  was  concerned, 
the  proposal  would  be  a  nuisance.  If 
the  work  to  be  done  under  Clause  6 
was  the  same  as  was  proposed  to  be 
done  under  Sub-section  7  of  Clause  3 
it  was  an  absurdity,  and  if  not  they 
ought  to  have  a  clear  definition  of  the 
work  to  be  done  respectively  by  the 
one  visiting  Body  and  the  other. 

Sib  JOHN  DORINQTON  (Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury)  said,  he  rose  to  support  his 
hon.  Friend  in  this  Amendment.  The 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  his  county 
held  a  very  strong  opinion  as  to  the  inex- 
pediency of  this  particular  clause,  on  the 
special  grounds  which  had  been  alluded 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President    of   the    Local    Government 
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"  The  County  Council  may  from  time  to  •  Board — namely,  that  it  would  prove  a 
timo  appoint  a  Committee  of  their  number,  not  I  g^eat  cause  of  friction  in  a  county.  This 
ezceedinff  10,  for  the  purpose  of  the  visitation  of      i  .  .  .i  i  x     ai. 

the  pauptr  lunatic  asylums  of  the  county ; "        clause  was  put  in  on  the  analogy  to  the 

case  of  visitation  of  the  county  gaols — to 
enable  the  Quarter  Sessions  to  appoint 
a  Body  for  the  purpose  of  visitation. 
But  it  should  be  remembered  that  the 
circumstances  were  different.  In  the 
case  of  the  gaols  the  magistrates  were 
an  outside  Body  who  had  to  inspect 
what  the  Government  were  doing  inside, 
while,  in  the  present  case,  the  circum- 
stances were  quite  different.  He  thought 
the  clause  was  useless  in  the  form  in 
which  it  stood  in  the  Bill,  and  he  would 
himself  propose,  with  the  full  approval 
of  the  Justices  of  his  own  county  and  of 
many  other  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
to  omit  the  whole  section.  However, 
pending  the  putting  of  the  clause  as  a 
whole,  he  approved  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Stanley 
Leighton).  They  were  about  to  take  a 
very  important  step  in  the  administra- 
tion of  their  county  lunatic  asylums. 
They  were  going  to  hand  over  to  a  Body, 
practically  a  changing  one,  on  which 
there  would,  perhaps,  be  no  experts  in 
the  management  of  lunatic  asylums,  the 
management  of  such  asylums.  This 
Body  would  be  elected  for  triennial 
periods,  and  on  it  the  welfare  and  hap- 
piness of  so  many  unhappy  creatures 
would  depend.  Now,  supposing  the 
committee  of  visitors  of  the  County 
Lunatic  Asylums  had  nothing  to  do  but 
visit  them,  not  so  much  would  need  to 
be  said  about  the  matter,  but  those  were 
not  their  functions  at  all.  It  was  quite 
a  mistake  to  describe  the  visiting  com- 
mittee of  a  county  lunatic  asylum  as  a 
purely  visiting  committee.  It  was  not  a 
visiting  committee  at  all ;  the  committee 
were  the  actual  managers  of  the  asylum, 
and  though  they  were  appointed  an* 
nually  by  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions 
in  the  month  of  January,  yet  he  thought 
that  any  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  would 
subject  itself  to  serious  censure  indeed 
which  ventured  to  change  the  Committee 
of  Visitors  in  January  and  replace  them 
by  an  entirely  fresh  Body.  And  yet 
that  was  what  the  Bill  proposed  to  do. 
As  to  the  magistrates  themselves,  they 
were  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  fact 
that  they  were  to  be  released  from  the 
business  of  managing  lunatic  asylums. 
There  could  be  no  task  more  unpleasant, 
and  more  distasteful  to  perform,  than 
that  of  visiting  lunatic  asylums.    The 
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Visiting  Committees  had  been  gradually 
built  up  from  the  large  Body  of  magis- 
strates  of  the  country.  They  had  grown 
up  by  slow  degrees,  and  had  become 
familiar  with  the  working  of  these  in- 
stitutions— in  fact,  they  had  become 
what  might  be  called  experts.  In  his 
recollection,  which  went  back  for  a 
good  many  years  in  this  matter,  he 
had  never  known  a  chairman  of  the 
Visiting  Committee  of  his  county  who 
would  not  have  been  able,  if  necessary,  to 
go  into  the  asylum  and  take  entire 
charge  of  it  if  anything  went  wrong. 
How  could  the  Government  hope  to 
establish  committees  of  that  kind  if 
the  committees  were  to  be  appointed 
triennially?  Perhaps  he  was  rather 
digressing  from  the  particular  subject 
of  this  Amendment,' but  he  considered 
this  matter  so  important  that  it  was 
necessary  the  Committee  should  be  fully 
acquainted  with  the  whole  nature  of  the 
case,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  did  not 
think  it  had  fully  appreciated  the  sub- 
ject. The  visitation  of  lunatic  asylums 
was  undoubtedly  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant functions  that  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  had  to  perform,  and  it 
would  be  one  of  the  most  important 
functions  that  the  County  Council  would 
have  to  perform  in  the  future.  The 
House,  therefore,  was  bound  seriously 
to  consider  the  importance  of  what  it 
was  doing  by  transferring  this  work 
from  a  Body  of  experts  to  this  which 
was  not  an  expert  Body.  Let  them  take, 
for  instance,  the  appointment  of  a 
medical  officer  to  one  of  those  establish- 
ments. From  time  to  time  a  number  of 
juniors  came  before  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee, who  had  to  discharge  the  duty 
of  selecting  a  fit  person  for  the  post  of 
medical  officer,  and  unless  the  committee 
had  a  knowledge 

Mb.  HALLEY  STEWAET  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  said,  he  desired  to  ask 
the  Chairman,  whether  the  question  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  dealing  with  had  not 
really  been  disposed  of  under  Sub-sec- 
tion 7  of  Clause  3  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  question  of 
the  management  of  lunatic  asylums 
from  the  Quarter  Sessions  to  the  County 
Councils  has  already  been  disposed  of. 
All  that  can  be  discussed  here  is  the 
question  of  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
mittee of  the  Quarter  Sessions  for  the 
purpose  of  inspecting  the  asylums,  and 
even  that  could  not  be  discussed  as  a 

Sir  John  Dorington 


whole,  but  only  in  so  far  as  the  particular 
Amendment  before  the  Committee  was 
concerned. 

SiE  JOHN  DORINGTON  said,  he 
would  not  resume  the  kind  of  argument 
he  was  pursuing  as  to  the  importance  of 
the  duties  that  had  to  be  performed  by 
the  Visiting  Committees.  He  would 
merely  now  say  that  he  entirely  con* 
curred  with  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  proposed,  and  disagreed  with  the 
theory  of  Clause  6  under  which  they 
would  be  setting  up  a  committee  of 
Quarter  Sessions  to  criticize  and  inspect 
the  manner  in  which  their  successors  in 
the  management  of  the  lunatic  asylums 
discharged  their  functions.  He  did  not 
think  the  plan  proposed  by  the  clause 
would  work  happily  at  all.  He  did  not 
think,  however,  that  the  interference  of 
the  magistrates,  which  would  be  involved 
in  the  acceptance  of  this  Amendment,  in 
the  asylums  under  the  management  of 
the  committee  would  be  objectionable, 
because  the  magistrates  would  be  limited 
to  visiting  patients  who  had  come  from 
their  own  particular  neighbourhood,  and 
whom  they  would  desire  to  see.  Not- 
withstanding all  that  had  been  said 
against  the  magistrates  in  the  course  of 
this  discussion,  the  poor  naturally  turned 
to  the  Justices  in  their  own  neighbour- 
hood in  order  to  see  that  things  went 
right.  Only  that  morning  he  had  seen 
a  poor  woman  who  had  looked  to  him 
as  mediator  between  her  and  her  hus- 
band, who  was,  unfortunately,  confined 
in  one  of  these  establishments.  He  was 
the  frequent  means  of  telling  the  woman 
how  her  husband  was  getting  on.  If 
the  magistrates  were  divorced  from  this 
position  they  would  not  be  conferring  a 
boon  upon  the  poor  people  of  the  coun- 
ties, but  on  the  contrary,  would  be 
doing  them  an  injury.  He,  therefore, 
supported  the  Amendment. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  a  good  deal 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
really  a  strong  argument  in  support  of 
this  clause.  He  desired,  however,  to 
call  attention  to  a  remark  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Brigg 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Waddy), 
who  seemed  to  have  lost  sight  of  the 
object  of  these  two  clauses — Clause  3 
and  Clause  6.  It  had  already  been 
pointed  out  that  Sub-section  7  of  Clause  3 
conferred  the  power  of  visitation  upon 
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the  Gounfy  Councils.  Ifc,  undoubtedly, 
gave  the  County  Council  power  to  ap- 
point a  committee  to  discharge  certain 
lanctions  in  connection  with  asylums, 
but  Clause  6  was  to  give  the  Quarter 
Sessions  a  power  to  appoint  a  committee 
to  visit  the  asylums,  and  to  enter  in  the 
Yisitors'  book  the  result  of  their  inspec  • 
lion  as  if  they  were  members  of  the 
committee  of  visitors  of  the  asylum. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 

Srovide  that  the  magistrates  should 
ave  power  to  visit  only  those  persons 
in  the  asylums  who  came  from  their  own 
districts.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Stan- 
ley Leighton)  in  the  Amendment  recog- 
nized the  desirability  of  allowing  the 
Justices  to  visit  in  certain  cases  people 
pnt  under  restraint  in  these  asylums. 
When  it  was  admitted  that  it  was  desir- 
able that  there  should  be  this  class  of 
inspection  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  moved  the  Amendment,  it 
certainly  seemed  to  him  (Sir  Eichard 
Webster)  that  there  could  be  no  reason 
for  suddenly  saying  that  the  Quarter 
Sessions  should  not  have  the  slightest 
influence  or  control  over,  or  even  power> 
of  inspecting  lunatic  asylums.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Brigg 
Division  (Mr.  Waddy)  had  said,  that 
either  one  Body  would  do  something, 
and  the  other  do  nothing,  or  that  both 
would  do  nothing,  or  that  each  of  them 
would  be  a  nuisance  to  the  other.  He 
(Sir  Kichard  Webster)  failed  to  see  how 
it  could  be  said  that  both  Bodies  would 
do  nothing.  They  both  would  have 
power  to  visit — and  here  he  would  point 
out  that  this  was  only  after  all  an 
optional  clause  ;  it  was  to  provide  that 
''the  Quarter  Sessions  of  any  county 
may  from  time  to  time  appoint  a  com- 
mittee of  their  number,"  &c.  It  was 
considered  further  a  most  desirable  thing 
to  give  the  magistrates,  who  had  great 
experience  in  matters  of  lunacy,  power 
to  see  the  functions  granted  under  the 
Bill  properly  carried  out.  He  did  not 
see,  merely  because  a  new  power  was 
to  be  established,  why  the  magistrates 
should  not  be  able  to  see  that  the  luna- 
tics were  properly  cared  for.  If  it  were 
the  fact,  as  was  alleged  in  some  quar- 
ters, that  they  could  not  transfer  the 
power  of  managing  a  lunatic  asylum  to 
a  worse  Body  than  the  County  Council, 
there  was  all  the  more  reason  why  they 
should  have  a  Body  of   experience  to 


discharge  the  function  of  visitation,  at 
any  rate,  for  some  time. 

Mr.  CONYBEAKE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  said,  the  answer  to  the  remarks 
and  arguments  of  those  who  opposed  the 
Amendment  was  this,  that,  at  any  rate, 
a  great  number  of  those  magistrates 
who  were  such  excellent  authorities  on 
lunacy  matters  would  be  on  the  County 
Councils.  Surely,  the  Government  had 
expressed  all  through,  by  various  argu- 
ments and  limitations  and  restrictions 
and  dodges  of  other  kinds,  sufficient  dis- 
trust of  the  authorities  they  were  con- 
stituting under  the  name  of  County 
Councils.  They  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House  had  been  implored  by 
the  Government  day  after  day  not  to 
show  their  distrust  of  these  worthy  men, 
men  of  honour  and  virtue  and  respect- 
ability— these  magistrates  who  had  con- 
ducted themselves  so  well  in  the  past — 
hy  suggesting  that  they  could  not  do 
this,  that  they  could  not  do  that,  and 
mainintained  that  this  power  and  that 
that  power  should  be  left  to  them. 
He  thought  they  had  a  right  now  to 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  show 
some  confidence  in  the  new  autho- 
rities they  were  setting  up,  the  County 
Councils,  and  this  appeal  appeared  to 
him  to  be  all  the  more  reasonable  on  the 
present  occasion,  because,  presumably 
owing  to  the  arrangements  they  had 
adopted  in  the  course  of  this  Bill,  some 
at  any  rate  of  these  magistrates  would 
find  places,  if  not  as  elected  Councillors, 
at  any  rate  as  nominated  Aldermen  on 
the  County  Councils.  That  being  so, 
nothing  would  be  easier  than  for  those 
who  had  this  great  experience  in  the 
treatment  of  lunatics  to  be  appointed 
on  the  committees  which  the  Councils 
would  have  the  power,  according  to  the 
Government,  of  appointing  for  the  visita- 
tion of  asylums.  Surely  they  rely  suffi- 
ciently upon  the  common  sense  of  their 
countrymen  to  rest  satisfied  that  the 
Councils  would  appoint  upon  these  com- 
mittees those  members  who  were  known 
as  best  qualified,  by  experience  and  so 
on,  to  deal  with  these  asylums.  He 
had  sufficient  confidence  in  the  Councils 
to  believe  that  they  would  not  go  and 
form  these  committees  out  of  the  least 
experienced  and  most  unworthy  mem- 
bers of  their  body,  but  that  they  would 
be  careful  to  select  those  who  had  the 
most  experience,  and  who,  under  the  old 
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system  of  things,  would  have  had  the 
direct  control  and  visitation  of  lunatic 
asylums.  Another  point  which  had  been 
urged  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Tewkesbury  (Sir  John  Dorington) 
was,  that  the  elected  Council  would  be  a 
most  improper  Body  to  have  the  control 
of  this  matter,  of  visiting  lunatic  asylums, 
because,  as  he  said,  that  Body  would  be 
elected  for  throe  years.  But  there  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  wrong ;  such  was  not 
the  scheme  of  the  Government.  The 
scheme  of  the  Government  was  to  have 
elections  only  every  six  years.  If  he 
was  not  misrepresenting  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  according  to  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  statement  there  were 
to  be  a  large  number  of  nominated 
Aldermen,  and,  that  being  the  case,  it 
must  be  evident  that  the  Council  would 
not  be  a  Council  consisting  of  men  here 
to-day  and  gone  to-morrow.  They 
would  have  Councils  who  would  enjoy 
their  functions  for  at  any  rate  six  years, 
and  would  contain  a  great  many  men 
who  were  nominated  Aldermen,  and 
whose  positions  were  thereby  assured. 
He  would  point  to  what  had  been  the 
experience  of  Town  Councils  in  this 
matter,  when  they  were  told  that  Mem- 
bers had  been  returned  over  and  over 
again  by  the  same  constituencies  for 
years  and  years.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  usually  sat  with  them  below 
the  Gangway  was  returned  Mayor  for 
Birmingham  for  six  years,  and  it  was 
said  that  he  and  some  members  of  his 
family  were  still  on  the  Birmingham 
Corporation.  [Cries  0/ **  Question !  "] 
This  was  the  question,  because  it  was 
contended  by  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  John  Dorington)  that  these  new 
Councils  would  be  transient  Bodies. 

The  chairman  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member's  remarks  were  of  a  general 
character,  dealing  with  the  clause  as  a 
whole.  It  would  be  convenient  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  confine  himself  to 
the  special  Amendment. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  said,  the  special 
Amendment  was  to  leave  out  the  words, 
"  The  Quarter  Sessions."  He  was  meet- 
ing, or  endeavouring  to  meet,  argu- 
ments from  the  other  side,  but  did  not 
wish  needlessly  to  trouble  the  Commit- 
tee. It  would  be  observed  that  the  next 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  was  one  which 
had  been  already  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
andlearned  Member  for  the  BriggDlvision 

Mr.  Canyheare 


of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Waddy) — namely,  to 
insert  **  County  Council "  in  place  of  the 
words  '*  The  Quarter  Sessions  of  any 
county,"  and  he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  should 
like,  with  the  permission  of  the  Chairman, 
as  it  had  been  referred  to,  and  as  it  might 
arise  again,  to  say  what  would  be  the 
best  course  for  him  to  adopt.  He  agreed 
entirely  with  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
that  the  best  course  would  be  to  leave  out 
the  clause  altogether.  It  was  intended 
to  ask  permission  to  substitute  the  words 
**  County  Council  "  for  the  words  **  The 
Quarter  Sessions  in  any  county,"  but  he 
(Mr.  Conybeare)  thought,  owing  to  the 
discussion  which  had  already  taken 
place,  that  probably  the  best  course 
would  be  for  him  not  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name, 
which  was,  after  the  word  **  county  "  to 
insert  the  words  ''and  the  County 
Council,"  but  when  the  time  came,  and 
the  Question  to  add  Clause  6  to  the  Bill 
was  put,  to  follow  the  lead  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Launcoston  Division  of 
Cornwall  (Mr.  C.  T.  Dyke  Acland)  and 
vote  against  the  addition  of  the  clause 
altogether. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.  W.)  said,  he  should  like  to  say 
one  or  two  words  on  what  really  was  a 
most  important  question.  He  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
really  appreciated  how  important  thi| 
question  was.  The  Government  had  de- 
cided to  transfer  to  the  County  Councils 
the  entire  management  of  the  lunatic 
asylums  of  the  county ;  but  it  was  now 
proposed  that  they  should  appoint  a 
committee  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  to 
visit  the  asylums  whenever  they  pleased. 
Now,  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  looked 
upon  it  in  this  light,  that  if  the  County 
Council  was  a  fit  and  proper  Body  to 
have  the  management  of  lunatic  asylums, 
they  ought  to  have  such  management. 
He  would  put  a  parallel  case,  drawn  from 
the  experience  of  business  men  in  this 
House,  in  order  to  bring  the  case  fairly 
before  the  minds  of  hon.  Members. 
Supposing  a  Member  of  this  House  hdd 
deposed  a  man  from  the  function  of 
managing  his  property  or  business,  and 
had  put  another  person  in  his  place, 
would  it  be  considered  a  proper  thing  to 
appoint  the  man  so  deposed  to  look  after 
the  man  who  had  been  appointed  in  his 
place?    He  was    putting   the    case  aa 
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plainly  as  he  could.  He  did  not  think 
there  was  any  use  or  any  necessity  for 
appointing  this  double  committee.  As 
he  had  said,  if  the  County  Councils  were 
to  be  trusted,  it  was  no  business  of  theirs 
to  look  after  them.  But  there  was  a 
great  deal  to  be  said  on  the  remark  the 
hon.  Baronet  for  the  Tewkesbury  Divi- 
sion of  Gloucester  (Sir  John  Dorington) 
had  made  with  regard  to  individual 
magistrates  inspecting  those  persons  who 
were  sent  from  their  own  particular 
Unions,  and  the  certificate  of  whose 
detention  they  themselves  might  have 
had  to  sign.  Individual  magistrates 
might  with  advantage  have  conferred 
on  them  the  right  of  going  to  the 
asylums  in  order  to  see  that  such  persons 
received  the  treatment  they  deserved. 
That  was  a  totally  different  matter  alto- 
gether, and,  therefore,  whilst  he  did  not 
approve  of  the  clause  as  it  stood,  he 
thought  there  could  be  no  objection  to 
magistrates  having  the  power  to  go  to 
lunatic  asylums  in  order  to  see  certain 
individuals,  and  to  ascertain  for  them- 
selves whether  or  not  they  were  re- 
ceiving the  sort  of  treatment  they  ought 
to  receive- 

Mb.  BR0ADHUE8T  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said,  it  was  refreshing  to  the 
Committee  to  hear  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North-West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  and  he  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst)  was  sure  they  were  all  deeply 
indebted  to  him  for  giving  them  a 
straightforward  opinion  from  his  side 
of  the  House  as  to  the  value  of  the 
County  Councils  and  the  concession  pro- 
posed to  be  made  to  the  magistrates  in 
this  clause.  What  they  had  anxiously 
listened  for  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  (Sir 
Kichard  Webster)  was  some  statement 
as  to  the  necessity  for  this  clause  at  all. 
After  they  had  passed  Sub -section  7  of 
Clause  3,  Clause  6,  which  was  now 
occupying  the  time  of  the  Committee, 
was  not  necessary,  and  he  thought  the 
Government  would  facilitate  the  pro- 
gress of  Business  if  they  were  to  at  once 
withdraw  it.  It  was  very  interesting  to 
hear  from  hon.  Members  opposite  that 
they  had  no  faith  in  County  Councils, 
that  they  did  not  believe  in  elected 
Bodies,  and  that  they  did  not  think  the 
County  Council  capable  of  discharging 
the  duty  of  the  visitation  of  pauper 
lunatic  asylums.  Surely  that  was  an 
extraordinary  opinion ;    but  the  Com- 


mittee knew  that  it  had  now  got  an 
honest  expression  of  the  opinion  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  on  this  matter.    He 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North- West  Sussex  that 
this  clause  was  useless,  and  he  was  fur- 
ther of  opinion  that  it  was  only  retained 
as  a  sort  of  sop  to  the  disestablished 
authorities  in  the  county.     To  prevent 
confusion   in  the  administration  of  an 
Act,  if  it  ever  became  an  Act,  which 
they  were  not  quite  certain  of  yet,  this 
clause  should  be  removed  from  the  Bill 
altogether.  The  Government  ought  to  say 
what  they  meant.     Let  them  say  boldly 
that  the  county    magistrates   were    in 
future  to  have  no  authority  inthismatter. 
Mr.    COMMINS    (Roscommon,    S.) 
said,  that  instead  of  removing  the  clause 
from  the  Bill  altogether,  he  thought  an 
Amendment  could  be    adopted    which 
would  make  it  a  very  good  provision. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North- 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
that  the  appointment  of  a  committee  of 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  would  be 
really  of  no  advantage  whatever.     The 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  as  they  knew, 
consisted  of  many  dozens  of  individuals 
who    had    the    management    of   these 
asylums     in     their     hands.       If     the 
management    was  taken   out   of    their 
hands,  he  thought  that,  to  give  them 
the  appointment  of  a  committee  to  look 
after  the  thing  afterwards,   would  be 
neither  a  blessing  to  them  nor  to  any- 
one in  the  asylums.  As  was  well  known, 
lunatic  asylums  were  places  where  per- 
sons were  confined  away  from  the  eye  of 
the  public — where  observation  did  not 
penetrate — and  that,  therefore,   it  was 
essential  to  appoint  authorities  outside 
to  look  after  and  inpect  them.     Every 
magistrate   should   have  power   to   go 
into  a  lunatic  asylum,  and  make  an  ex- 
amination there  of   those  persons  who 
had  been  sent  in  from  his  own  district, 
and   whom  he  knew.     The   magistrate 
had  now  far  more  important  powers  than 
that.     Ho  could  sign  certificates  sending 
people  to  these  asylums.     Why,  then, 
should  he  not  be  able  to  follow  them  to 
the   asylums,   and  see  that  they  were 
properly    treated    there  ?      He    (Mr. 
Commins)  could  not  see  any  objection 
to  allowing  the  magistrate  to  go  to  the 
asylum  ;  he  could  not  see  the  inability 
of  the  magistrate  to  judge  of  the  manner 
in  which  these  people  were  treated.    If 
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he  was  unable  to  form  such  judgment, 
he  should  not  have  power  to  send  people 
to  the  asylums.  As,  however,  a  magis- 
trate was  a  man  who  was  likely  to  be 
interested  in  lunatics  receiving  proper 
treatment,  and  as,  in  all  probability,  by 
a  person  who  would  be  acquainted  with 
the  friends  of  the  patients,  and  who  had 
known  the  patients  when  sane,  for  these 
and  for  a  variety  of  reasons  magistrates 
who  might  feel,  and  justly  feel,  towards 
lunatics  a  certain  amount  of  interest, 
ought  to  have  power  to  visit  the  asylums 
whenever  they  thought  fit.  It  would 
be  an  advantage,  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Commins),  to  alter  the  clause  so  as  to 
enable  magistrates  to  visit  asylums  in 
this  way.  The  privilege  would  not  bo 
thrown  away,  as  magis&ates  were  likely 
to  have  a  great  deal  of  time  on  their 
hands  now  that  they  had  been  disestab- 
lished and  had  had  a  great  many  of 
their  present  magisterial  functions  taken 
from  them. 

Mr.  N0REI8  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  said,  he  did  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  was  aware  of 
the  resolution  come  to  on  this  subject  by 
the  Middlesex  magistrates.  Their  reso- 
lution, in  effect,  was  that  the  clause 
which  enabled  the  Quarter  Sessions  to 
visit  lunatic  asylums  should  be  ex- 
punged from  the  Bill,  inasmuch  as  the 
asylums  would  be  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  County  Councils,  and  the  Visiting 
Justices  would  have  no  such  control. 
He  (Mr.  Norris)  cordially  assented  to 
the  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Stanley  Leigh  ton),  be- 
cause he  felt  it  was  good  that  these 
asylums  should  be  visited  from  time  to 
time,  and  that  too  strict  a  watch  could 
not  be  kept  upon  them.  Ho  did  not, 
however,  see  the  necessity  for  the  nomi- 
nation of  two  committees. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  it  would  appear 
from  the  discussion  which  had  taken 
place  that  this  Clause  6  had  no  friends. 
The  Government  had  inserted  it  in  the 
Bill  because  they  thought  it  extremely 
desirable  that  the  magistrates,  who  had 
the  power  of  making  orders  by  which 
individuals  were  placed  in  these  asylums, 
should  also  have  some  responsibility 
attaching  to  them,  by  means  of  visita- 
tion, of  seeing  that  the  patients  were 
properly  cared  for,  and  were  not  de- 
tained any  longer  than  it  was  right  they 
should  be  detained.  However,  it  seemed 

Mr,  Commins 


that  the  clause  was  not  acceptable  to 
the  gentlemen  who  had  hitherto  per- 
formed the  duties  that  they  proposed  to 
transfer  to  the  County  Councils.  The 
Government,  therefore,  would  not  press 
it  unduly  upon  the  Committee.  If  the 
Amendment  were  withdrawn,  they  would 
withdraw  the  clause,  and  would  consider 
between  now  and  the  Report  stage  whe- 
ther it  was  necessary  to  make  any  fur- 
ther provision  in  the  direction  of  this 
section.  Probably  it  would  not  be 
necessary;  but  the  matter  should  be 
considered,  and,  in  the  meantime,  it 
would  be  well  to  withdraw  the  clause. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
he  did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  understood  that  it  was  not 
the  Quarter  Sessions  that  sent  people  to 
the  asylums,  but  individual  magistrates ; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  individual  magis- 
trates, those  who  sent  people  to  the 
lunatic  asylums,  who,  according  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  Amendment,  were  the 
people  who  ought  to  be  allowed  to  visit 
the  asylums  in  order  to  look  after  the 
patients.  He  trusted,  therefore,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  inclined 
to  consider  that  point  in  his  Amendment. 
If  the  Government  were  good  enough  to 
consider  the  question,  he  should  have  no 
desire  to  press  the  Amendment  to  a  Di- 
vision. He  should  be  happy  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment  on  the  undertaking  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  — 
namely,  that  the  matter  would  be  favour- 
ably considered  by  the  Government. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question,  ''That  Clause  6  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,''  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  7  (Powers  as  to  Police). 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELUS  (Merionethshire), 
in  moving,  in  page  5,  line  11,  to  omit 
the  following  words  : — 

"Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  affect  the  powers, 
duties,  and  liabilities  of  quarter  sessions  with 
respect  to  the  appointment,  control,  and  dis- 
missal of  chief  constables,  and  the  powers  of 
quarter  sessions  under  section  seven  of  the 
County  and  Borough  Police  Act,  1866,  to  direct 
and  require  constables  to  perform  any  duties  in 
addition  to  their  ordinary  duties,  may  be  exer- 
cised both  by  quarter  sessions  and  by  the 
county  council ;  but,  subject  as  aforesaid," 

said,  he  moved  the  Amendment  for  this 
reason  that  the  Chief  Constable  was 
the  pivot  on  which  the  whole  manage- 
ment of  the  county  police  turned,  and 
he  thought  it  only  natural  that  the 
authorities  that  had  the  control  of  the 


teS  toeai  Geetrnmmt         IJvm  IS,  ISSS]  {htgUnd and  JTaUt)  Bill.     52« 


polios  should  also  be  the  authorities  to 
control  the  Chief  Conetable.  He  believed 
it  to  be  reactiouary  and  mischieTOue  to 
exclude  from  the  hands  of  the  popular 
Tspresentatives  the  control  of  the  police.  . 
The  House  had,  however,  decided  that  the  , 
County  Council  vas  not  to  have  the  sole 
control  over  the  police  ;  but  he  thought 
that  the  least  that  could  be  done  would 
be  to  give  the  Body  that  did  control  the 
IKilioe  also  the  control  and  dismiasal  of 
the  Chief  Constable.  Therefore,  in 
order  that  words  might  be  inserted 
later  on  in  the  clause  to  give  the  control 
of  the  Chief  Constable  to  the  sama 
Body  which  controlled  the  police,  he 
begged  to  move  that  these  words  be 
omitted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  II,  leave  out  from  the  word  "  no- 
thing" to  the  word  "aforesaid"  in 
Une  17,  inclusive.— (ifr.  T.  E.  £IIU). 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  president  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Eiiciuii} 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  the 
proposal  in  the  Bill  was  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Chief  Constable  should 
remain  in  the  bands  of  the  Quarter  Sea- 
sions,  and  that  the  hon.  Member  wished 
to  get  rid  of,  his  proposal  being  to 
transfer  that  appointment  to  tho  joint 
committees.  Well,  the  proposal  of  the 
Oovemment  as  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Chief  Constable  had  been  made  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  Quarter  Sessions  of 
magistrates  in  counties  were  responsible 
for  the  peace  of  the  county ;  aud,  that 
being  so,  they  thought  it  right  and 
proper — that  responsibility  being  cast 
on  their  shoulders— that  they  should 
also  have  cast  upon  them  the  tesponsi- 
bility  of  tho  appointment  of  the  execu- 
tive officer  over  the  police.  He  was 
aware  that,  so  far  as  the  control  and 
administration  of  the  police  was  con- 
cerned, it  was  proposed  to  vest  it  in  a 
joint  committee.  He  knew  also  that  that 
was  a  proposal  objected  to  by  many 
Uembers  of  the  House,  who  thought 
that  the  entire  control— not  only  the 
appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable,  but 
the  entire  control  of  the  police — should 
rest  with  the  Quarter  Sessions.  Well, 
in  his  opinion,  it  was  right  and  proper, 
having  set  up  a  representative  Body  re- 
presenting the  ratepayers  of  the  county, 


that  that  Body  should  have  a  share  with 
the  Quarter  Sessions,  who  had  hitherto 
had  the  entire  control  of  the  administra- 
tion of  the  police,  and  it  was  with  that 
view  that  the  Government  had  proposed 
this  joint  committee.  But  the  responsi- 
bility for  the  peace  of  the  county  would 
continue  to  lie  in  the  Quarter  Sessions, 
and,  therefore,  they  thought  it  necessary 
that  adequate  provision  should  be  made 
for  the  proper  exorcise  of  that  responsii 
bility,  and  they  had  considered  that  if 
the  appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable 
rested  in  other  hands,  adequate  provision 
would  not  be  made  for  the  exercise  of 
that  responsibility  which  would  bo  given 
by  the  proposal  of  the  Oovernment. 
Those  were  the  reasons  which  guided 
the  Oovemment  in  the  proposal  they 
made  in  the  Bill  that  the  appointment 
of  the  Chief  Constable  should  be  with 
the  Quarter  Snesions. 

Kb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditoh, 
Hoxton)  said,  he  thought  that  in  this 
matter  the  Oovemment  seemed  to  be 
going  from  bad  to  worse.  Tho  control  of 
thepolice  was  claimed,  on  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side  of  the  House,  for  the  County 
Council ;  but  now  they  learned  by  this 
clause,  and  by  the  attitude  of  the  Go* 
vernment,  that  the  control  of  the  police 
was  given  only  partly  to  the  County 
Councils,  aud  that  the  appointment  of 
the  Chief  Constable  was  given  wholly 
to  tho  magistrates  in  Quarter  Sessions. 
Now,  he  would  venture  to  say  that, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  control 
which  was  to  be  given  to  the  joint  oom- 
mittees  over  the  police  was  a  pure  pre- 
tence. What  had  the  joint  committee 
of  the  County  Council  and  the  magis- 
trates to  do  in  the  matter  of  this  control 
of  the  police  ?  Why,  surely  the  Chief 
Constable  was  the  person  who  would 
manage  and  direct  and  control  tho  police. 
Whoever  had  the  control  of  tho  Ohief 
Constable  in  their  hands  would  be  the 
party  controlling  the  whole  police  foroe. 
They  were  face  to  face  with  this  fact, 
that  the  Front  Bench  on  the  other  side 
were  providing  that  in  thefuture  thocon* 
trol  of  the  police  should  be  exactly  what 
it  had  been  in  the  past.  Arguments 
such  as  these  were  used  in  respect  of  the 
Amendment  by  the  tight  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  and  some  other  Membera 
on  the  other  aide  of  the  House,  who 
were  in  favour  of  the  muiutonance  and 
control    of    the    police    being    in    the 
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bands,  not  of  the  joint  Body,  but  ez- 
aotlj  in  those  hands  in  which  thej  were 
at  present.  Now  the  Committee  saw 
bow  that  was  to  be  effected.  It  was  to 
be  effected  by  placing  the  control  of  the 
only  person  really  responsible  for  the 
police  in  the  hands  of  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions. And  so  they  were  to  perpetuate 
in  a  much  stronger  form  all  the  evils  of 
the  absence  of  popular  control  over  the 
police  force.  He  said  all  the  evils  of  the 
absence  of  popular  control,  but  inasmuch 
as  they  at  present  had  no  Body  in 
whose  hands  they  could  place  the  control 
of  the  police,  there  was  an  excuse  for 
them ;  but  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  they  were  providing  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  popularly  elected  local 
Governing  Body,  and  by  definitely  re- 
fusing to  hand  over  to  that  Body  the 
management  of  the  police  they  were 
landing  themselves  in  a  position  which 
was  far  worse  than  they  had  ever  been 
in  before.  By  giving  this  popularly 
elected  Body  a  share  in  the  control  of 
the  police  and  not  a  share  in  the  control 
of  the  Chief  Constable,  they  were  creating 
opportunities  for  various  troubles  to 
arise.  He  looked  forward  in  London 
to  the  effect  of  this  proposal  with  the 
deepest  distrust  and  alarm.  There  was 
in  the  past  ample  ground  why  in  London 
they  should  have  the  police  under  the 
control  of  the  Home  Office  or  some  other 
public  Department,  and  why  they  should 
have  the  Chief  Constable  in  London 
nominated  by  the  Home  Office  or  some 
other  Government  Department,  because 
there  had  been  no  elected  Body  to 
nominate  or  control  him ;  but  though  they 
were  to  have  an  elected  Council  the 
Government  were  going  to  refuse  to  that 
Body  by  this  Clause  7 — by  implication, 
at  any  rate,  as  they  were  going  to  refuse 
it  to  the  rest  of  the  County  Councils, 
though  they  could  raise  that  point,  he 
was  glad  to  say  as  to  London — the 
control  of  the  Chief  Constable.  The 
Chief  Constable  ought  to  re-echo  the 
feelings  of  the  population,  he  ought 
to  be  in  sympathy  with  the  views 
of  the  people,  and  ought  not  to  be 
the  representative  of  what  in  non- 
Parliamentary  language  were  called 
''fads,"  as  some  of  the  nominated 
heads  of  the  police  were.  He  would 
merely  point  out  as  to  this  Amendment, 
and  as  to  this  clause,  that  the  House  was 
now  called  upon  to  vote  on  one  of  the 
most  important  matters  in  the  Bill.    It 
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was  now  about  to  vote  in  its  most  vital 
form,  whether  the  people  or  the  magis- 
trates were  to  have  the  control  of  the 
police.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends  were 
opposed  altogether  to  the  admixture  of 
the  judicial  and  administrative  functions, 
and  they  opposed  everything  but  a 
popular  control  over  the  police  being 
granted  by  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable  being  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  County  Council.  As  they  could  not 
now,  through  what  had  already  been 
passed  in  the  Bill— at  any  rate  till  they 
got  to  the  Report  stage — raise  the  ques- 
tion again,  except  in  the  matter  of  Lon- 
don, whether  or  not  the  County  Council 
was  to  have  absolute  control  over  the 
police,  they  contended  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  going  to  g^ve  the  joint  com- 
mittee such  control,  they  entirely  stulti* 
fied  that  committee  if  they  took  away 
from  them  the  power  of  appointing  and 
controlling  the  Chief  Constable. 

Mr.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  forgive 
him  if  he  expressed  some  doubt  as 
to  the  wisdom  of  their  proposal  in 
the  particular  clause  under  discussion. 
This  proposal  of  the  Bill  had  been 
discussed  at  great  length  by  the  Quarter 
Sessions  of  the  West  Riding  in  the 
county  of  York,  and  they  had  passed 
a  resolution  to  the  effect  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Chief  Constable  in 
counties  should  rest  with  the  stand- 
ing joint  committee.  The  discussion 
on  that  subject  in  the  West  Riding 
Quarter  Sessions  had  been  careful  and 
prolonged,  and  the  opinion  arrived  at 
was,  if  not  actually  unanimous — which 
he  believed  it  was — at  any  rate  that  of 
a  large  majority.  He  thought  that  if 
they  placed  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable  in  the  hands  of  one  Body, 
and  the  control  and  management  of  the 
police  in  that  of  another,  they  would 
inevitably  have  mischief  and  friction. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  said  that 
the  Government  held  the  magistrates 
responsible  for  the  peace  of  the  county ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  F.  S.  Powell) 
that  that  was  a  responsibility  which 
could  not  be  discharged  with  efficiency 
or  fulness  if  that  Body  had  the  power 
of  appointing  the  Chief  Constable  only, 
and  not  the  power  of  appointing  and 
controlling  those  who  served  under  him. 
He  thought  that  if  this  responsibility 
was  to  be  complete,  it  should  be  vested 
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in  one  Body,  which  should  be  respon- 
sible for  the  whole  organization  of  the 
police  down  to  the  lowest  member  of  the 
force.  Unless  that  were  done  there  would 
be  uncertainty  and  constant  friction,  and 
at  a  critical  period  in  the  history  of  the 
Council  the  possibility  of  anarch^^  and 
disturbance.  He  felt  himself  some  doubt 
as  to  whether  the  Court  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions was  the  fittest  Body  upon  whom 
the  power  of  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable  could  be  conferred.  The  joint 
committees  who  were  to  have  the  control 
of  the  police  would  be  comparatively 
small  in  numbers,  whereas  the  Quarter 
Sessions  were  composed  of  large  num- 
bers. Now,  as  they  increased  the 
number  of  a  Body  who  elected  an 
officer,  so  they  diminished  the  respon- 
sibility on  the  part  of  each  gentleman 
who  voted.  Therefore,  to  place  the 
appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable  in 
the  hands  of  the  magistrates  would  be 
to  diminish  the  prospect  of  having  the 
best  and  most  satisfactory  appointment. 
'Sometimes  under  the  present  system, 
when  the  appointment  of  a  Chief  Con- 
stable took  place,  magistrates  appeared 
on  the  scene  who  had  not  been  at  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  for  years.  He 
felt  great  reluctance  in  being  bound  to 
oppose  the  proposal  of  the  Government, 
made  no  doubt  with  great  sincerity  and 
earnestness ;  but  he  believed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  desired  Mem- 
bers on  all  sides  of  the  House  to  exercise 
free  judgment  in  criticizing  the  details 
of  the  measure.  The  observations  which 
he  had  made  were  based  upon  the  best 
consideration  which  he  could  give  to 
the  subject  and  the  resolution  of  his 
Quarter  Sessions  in  the  West  Biding  of 
the  county  of  York. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
take  into  consideration  the  observations 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wigan  (Mr.  F.  S.  PoweU).  He 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  did  not  think 
this  was  a  question  which  would  involve 
much  difference  of  opinion  on  either  side 
of  the  House.  The  question  was  what 
was  the  best  arrangement  which  could 
be  adopted  for  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  of  a  county.  Was  it  probable  that 
the  dual  form  of  government  which  was 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  be  a  good  one.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 


Government  Board  knew  very  well  that 
they  (the  Opposition)  had  not  particu- 
larly favoured  the  appointment  of  these 
joint  committees ;  but  that  matter  did 
not  enter  into  the  present  question.  The 
joint  committee,  when  it  was  once 
formed,  was  one  Body  and  one  govern- 
ment; but  in  the  clause,  as  it  stood, 
they  were  not  only  to  have  the  joint 
committee  consisting  of  two  separate 
elements,  but  a  totally  different  Body 
which  was,  in  most  material  particulars, 
to  exercise  an  influence  entirely  indepen- 
dent of  the  joint  committee.  In  the  old 
days,  in  time  of  war,  it  was  not  a  very 
good  thing  to  have  a  council  in  conflict 
with  the  commander  of  an  army,  and, 
generally  speaking,  operations  of  war 
were  not  well  conducted  under  such  cir- 
cumstances. He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  consider,  assuming  that 
the  magistrates  were  to  appoint  a  Chief 
Constable  who  was  distasteful  to  the 
majority  of  the  County  Council,  how  the 
system  would  be  likely  to  work.  There 
would  be  a  Chief  Constable  appointed 
who  would  be  distasteful  to  the  general 
body  of  the  police.  Supposing  that  the 
Chief  Constable  demanded  a  certain 
number  of  men,  and  the  County  Council 
were  adverse  to  that  Chief  Constable,  it 
was  quite  plain  they  might  refuse  the 
men,  they  might  be  at  constant  war  with 
the  Chief  Constable  at  the  head  of  the 
police,  and  the  police  would  be  perfectly 
well  aware  that  they  were  serving  two 
masters  who)  were  in  conflict  one  with 
the  other.  Was  that  likely  to  work  well 
in  the  government  of  the  police  ?  He 
could  not  think  it  was.  What  was  the 
reason  they  were  to  distrust  the  County 
Council  and  the  joint  committee  they 
proposed  to  set  up  ?  They  did  not  dis- 
trust similarly  appointed  Bodies  in  com- 
munities quite  as  liable  to  disturbance 
as  any  they  could  find  in  counties.  Take 
great  towns  like  Liverpool  or  Glasgow  ; 
they  allowed  the  Watch  Committee 
there  to  appoint  the  Chief  Constable, 
and  they  took  the  municipal  government 
of  such  places  as  their  model  for  legisla- 
tion, and  they  adhered  to  it  on  the  whole 
very  closely  and  very  faithfully.  What 
would  Liverpool  or  Glasgow  say  if  Parlia- 
ment were  to  declare  that  the  magistrates 
should  appoint  the  Chief  Constable  and 
the  Watch  Committee  should  administer 
the  police?  Would  such  towns  have 
stood  it  for  a  single  moment  ?  Was  the 
peace  not  safe  in  the  hands  of  the  Watch 
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Committee?      Why,   then,   were  they 
to  distruBt  the  joint  committee  and  the 
County  Council  which   the  Bill  estab- 
lished?   There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
Justices  wore  the  conservators  of  the 
peace  in   counties;   but  so   they  were 
in    boroughs,    and  if  any  disturbance 
arose  the  Justices  had  the  right  now  to 
give  orders  to  the  police.     In  every 
borough  in  the   country  the    Justices 
were  the  conservators  of  the  peace ;  but 
it  was  not  necessary  on  that  account 
that  they  should  have  the  appointment 
of  the  Chief  Constable,  and  it  seemed 
to  him  that  if  the  Government  would 
only  adhere  to  the  example  they  had 
taken  as  the  model  and  framework  of 
their  Bill,  they  would  do  much  more 
wisely  than  to  set  up  this  dual  form  of 
government,  which  was  almost  certain 
to  lead  to  conflict  between  the  two  Bodies. 
If  they  could  trust  the  County  Council 
at  all,  let  them  trust  it  to  this  extent ; 
if  they  did  not  trust  it,  let  them  not 
trust  it  under  any  circumstances.     He 
earnestly  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Bitchie)  would  listen 
to  the  advice  which  had  been  tendered 
to  him  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wigan  (Mr.  F.  8.  Powell),  who 
had  just  spoken,  backed,  as  it  was,  by 
a  very  important  opinion,  the  opinion 
of  the  Quarter  Sessions  in  the  West 
Biding  of  Yorkshire.     He  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  did  not  know  any  Body  which 
was  capable  of  forming  a  sounder  opinion 
on  such  a  subject   than  the  Quarter 
Sessions  of  the  West  Biding  of  York- 
shire ;  and  if  they  were  not  jealous  of 
this  power,  if  they  were  willing  to  con- 
cede it,  if  they  considered  it  was  to  the 
advantage  of  the  organization  of  the 
police  and  of  the  administration  of  the 
police  that  this  course  should  bo  taken, 
he  could  not  see  why  the  Government 
should  be  afraid  in  this  matter  to  trust 
the  joint  committee  who  were  to  have 
the  joint  control  of  the  police,  the  pay 
of  the  police,  the  determination  of  the 
numbers  of  the  police,  and,  in  fact,  the 
general  management  of  the  police,  and 
to  place  in  their  hands  the  nomination 
of  the  Chief  Constable.     As  far  as  he 
could  see,  nothing  but  mischief  would 
arise  out  of  the  arrangement  proposed, 
and  he  hoped  the  Government  would  see 
fit  to  agree  to  the  present  Amendment. 
Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
f  urd)  said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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(Sir  William  Harcourt),  as  he  understood 
him,  objected  to  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  because,  while  on  the  one 
hand  the  appointment  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable was  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions,  the  control  of  the 
police  and  the  management  of  the  police 
was  to  be  of  a  dual  character.  He  was 
bound  to  say  there  was  great  force  in 
the  objections  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman raised  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
adduced  from  his  objections  conclusions 
exactly  opposite  to  those  drawn  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  desire  that 
the  appointment  and  control  of  the  Chief 
Constable  as  well  as  the  control  of  the 
police  should  be  of  the  dual  character 
which  was  contemplated  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUBT  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  misun- 
derstood him.  He  did  not  raise  the 
question  of  the  dual  position  of  the 
joint  committee ;  he  regarded  that  as 
a  single  Body  and  a  single  control, 
though  he  might  have  preferred  a 
ditference  in  the  composition  of  it. 

Mb,  CHAPLIN  said,  he  quite  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  desire 
that  the  control  of  the  Chief  Constable 
and  of  the  police  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  Body  which  was  contemplated  by 
the  Government,  whether  that  be  a  dual 
Body,  as  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  thought,  or 
a  single  Body,  as  the  right  hon.Gontleman 
considered  it  to  be.  He  thought  there 
was  great  objection  to  that  proposal, 
and  he  adduced,  as  he  said  just  now, 
conclusions  exactly  opposite  to  those  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  What  they 
ought  to  do  in  regard  to  this  Amend- 
ment was  to  oppose  it,  so  that  when  the 
proper  time  came  for  the  discussion  of 
the  question,  those  Gentlemen  who 
thought  it  right  to  do  so  could  vote  in 
favour  of  the  whole  control  of  the  police, 
both  of  the  Chief  Constable  and  of  the 
police  force  generally,  being  left  in  the 
hands  in  which  it  was  at  present. 

Mb.  WARMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  the 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  did  not  seem  to  appreciate  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment.  There  was  to  be 
a  dual  control.  The  first  point  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  T,  E,  Ellis)  was  that  under 
the  Bill  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable  was  to  be  left  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions  entirely,  and  that,  after  the  ap- 
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pointment  of  the  Chief  Constable  had 
been  so  left,  there  was  to  be  a  perfect 
dual  control ;  that  the  County  Council 
and  the  Quarter  Sessions  were  to  have 
power  over  the  direction  and  the  requisi- 
tion of  constables  to  perform  any  par- 
ticular duties  in  addition  to  or  outside 
their  ordinary  duties.  The  Amendment 
proposed  that  there  should  not  be  re- 
served to  Quarter  Sessions  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  head  of  the  Police  Force, 
and  that  there  should  not  be  left  to  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  as  one  independent 
Body,  and  that  there  should  not  be  con- 
ferred upon  the  County  Council,  as  an- 
other independent  Body,  power  to  direct 
the  police  constables  to  perform  certain 
duties.  The  result  of  there  being  two 
independent  Authorities  would  be  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  stated  —  namely,  that  there 
must  be  conflict  between  the  two  Bodies, 
the  County  Council  and  the  Quarter 
Sessions  in  giving  directions  to  police- 
men. As  had  been  said  from  the  oppo- 
site side,  it  did  seem  absurd  that  those 
who  had  to  direct  the  actions  of  the 
privates  in  the  Police  Force  were  not 
to  be  persons  who  were  to  have  the 
selection  and  appointment  of  the  head 
who  was  to  control  the  force. 

Mb.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) 
said,  he  did  not  altogether  agree  with 
the  remarks  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  who  had  just  spoken  (Mr. 
Warmington),  and  he  must  say  that  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  observations 
wluch  were  made  a  moment  ago  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  were  strictly  logical  and 
perfectly  fair.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man took  a  perfectly  intelligible  and 
consistent  view ;  he  considered  that  the 
management  of  the  police  should  be 
left  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  magis- 
trates, and  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be 
said  in  favour  of  such  a  view.  But  he 
(Mr.  Waddy)  and  his  hon.  Friends  took 
a  view  exactly  the  opposite ;  but  it  did 
appear  to  him  that  the  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however 
much  they  might  disagree  with  them, 
were  perfectly  fair  and  logical.  What 
he  (Mr.  Waddy)  desired  to  point  out 
was  that  they  had  already  agreed  that 
in  some  form  they  must  have  dual  con- 
trol. They  had  given  to  the  County 
Council  the  duty  of  raising  the  money ' 
for  the  payment  of  the  police — they  had 


given  to  the  County  Council  the  power 
of  the  purse,  in  the  1st  sub-section  of 
Clause  3 ;  and  having  done  that,  they 
were  now  about  to  say  that  the  duty  of 
raising  the  money  for  the  police  should 
be  the  duty  of  one  Body,  and  that  the 
patronage  should  be  the  share  of  an- 
other Body.  He  did  not,  for  one  mo- 
ment, agree  with  some  observations 
made,  to  the  effect  that  they  were  simply 
going  to  give  the  power  of  appointing 
the  Chief  Constable  to  the  magistrates, 
and  the  power  of  appointing  the  subordi- 
nate constables  to  the  County  Council. 
He  did  not  think  it  for  one  moment, 
because,  in  point  of  practice,  every  one 
knew  perfectly  well  that  the  constables 
would  be  appointed  by  the  Chief  Con- 
stable. The  Chief  Constable  would  re- 
ceive their  names,  he  would  judge  of 
their  qualifications,  he  would  make  such 
recommendations  as  were  necessary,  and 
in  99  cases  out  of  every  100,  even  if  the 
Committee  gave  nominally  the  appoint- 
ment to  the  County  Council,  really  the 
nominations  would  rest  with  the  Chief 
Constable,  who  was  the  nominee  in  reality 
of  the  magistrates.  That  was  one  re- 
sult of  pretending  that  this  was  a  Liberal 
Bill,  when  in  reaHty  they  were  not  giving 
in  substance  that  which  they  were  givinc" 
in  form.  One  difficulty  which  would 
meet  the  Committee  at  every  turn  would 
be  that  the  Government  were  trying  to 
take  back  with  one  hand  that  which 
they  were  pretending  to  give  with  the 
other.  They  were  in  reality  about  to 
throw  on  the  County  Council  the  liability 
of  providing  for  the  police,  while  they 
were  giving  the  patronage  of  the  police 
to  someone  elso.  They  were  raising  a 
dual  control  of  the  very  worst  form  with 
regard  to  that  matter  as  to  which,  of  all 
others.  County  Councils  would  be  the 
most  sensitive  and  the  most  anxious. 
If  County  Councils  were  not  fit  to  take 
care  of  the  police,  the  Government  had 
better  tear  up  this  Bill  altogether.  If 
they  could  not  trust  them  with  power, 
let  them  say  so  at  once.  If  they  wanted 
to  have  a  kind  of  imperium  imperis,  if 
they  wanted  to  have  set  over  the  County 
Councils  some  Body  which  was  to  keep 
the  County  Council  in  order,  and  govern 
them  in  regard  to  these  matters  which 
were  too  good  for  the  County  Council  to 
take  care  of,  and  too  aristocratic  to  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil, let  them  say  so  at  once.  It  was  a 
pity  the  Government  had  not  raised  this 
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point  in  the  way  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Divi- 
sion (Mr.  Chaplin)  had  raised  it ;  why 
should  they  not  say  at  once — "  We  think 
that  the  whole  of  this  matter  should  be 
left  to  the  magistrates  "  ?  p  *  Hear,  hear ! " 
from  the  Ministerial  BenchJ]  Quite  right, 
that  was  an  honest  way  of  dealing  with 
it,  and  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  cheers. 
Let  them  go  to  the  country  when  the 
right  time  came  with  this  distinct  issue. 
He  quite  agreed  that  that  was  fair  fight- 
ing, that  that  was  exactly  the  kind  of 
thing  one  wanted,  and  which  one  did 
not  always  get.  Nothing  whatever  would 
be  more  satisfactory  to  the  Opposition 
than  to  have  this  issue  raised  clearly 
and  completely — namely,  that  County 
Councils  were  not  to  have  the  control  of 
the  police.  Whatever  the  Government 
did,  he  begged  them  not  to  pretend  they 
were  giving  to  the  County  Councils  that 
which  they  were  not — to  pretend  that 
they  were  giving  to  the  County  Council 
power  when,  at  tne  same  time,  they  were 
withholding  from  the  County  Council  a 
power  which  gave  them  the  grasp  of  the 
whole  position. 

Mr.  M*LAREN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
said,  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  who 
moved  this  Amendment  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis) 
would  have  done  better  if  he  had  divided 
it  into  two,  and  if  it  was  still  possible 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  so  he  sug- 
gested he  should  take  that  course,  and 
that  the  Amendment  should  stop  at  the 
word  ''constables"  in  the  third  line  of 
the  clause.  [An  hon.  Member  :  He  has 
stopped  there.]  He  (Mr.  M'Laren)  was 
glaia  that  had  been  done;  because,  as 
the  clause  stood,  so  far  from  there  being 
dual  control  of  the  police  there  were  no 
less  than  three  separate  Bodies  which 
were  to  control  the  police.  He  believed 
there  was  nothing  that  was  felt  more 
strongly  in  the  country,  and  in  the 
county  districts  which  were  now  to  have 
County  Councils,  than  the  question  of 
the  appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable. 
Those  who  were  likely  to  be  members 
of  the  County  Councils  resented  very 
strongly  that  they  were  not  to  have  the 
complete  control  of  the  police  in  their 
hands.  They,  perhaps,  might  be  willing, 
as  a  matter  of  compromise,  that  a  joint 
committee  should  be  appointed  as  the 
clause  provided  for  the  control  of  the 
police ;  but  with  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Chief  Constable  they  felt 
most  strongly  that,  if  the  joint  cum- 
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mittee  was  not  to  have  the  appointment 
of  that  official,  then  the  control  of  the 
police  was  very  largely  a  sham,  and  that 
that  portion  of  the  joint  committee 
which  was  composed  of  members  of  the 
County  Council  would  really  have  no- 
thing but  a  nominal  interest  in  the 
matter,  and  the  other  section  of  the 
joint  committee,  that  section  which  was 
appointed  by  the  Quarter  Sessions,  would 
really  have  the  practical  control  of  the 
police.  There  did  not  seem  to  be  any 
real  reason  why  this  joint  committee 
should  not  have  the  appointment  of  the 
Chief  Constable.  Half  of  the  joint  com- 
mittee, the  permanent  element,  would 
represent  the  Quarter  Sessions.  It  was 
not  as  if  the  whole  matter  was  to  be 
transferred  to  the  County  Councils,  a 
Body  of  which  there  had  been  no  ex- 
perience as  yet;  but  half  of  the  joint 
committee  was  to  consist  of  the  very 
gentlemen  who  for  years  past  had  had 
the  management  of  the  police,  and 
whose  greater  experience,  stability,  and 
permanency  upon  the  joint  committee 
would  ensure  to  them  a  very  large,  and 
probably  preponderating,  weight  in  the 
appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable  and 
in  the  general  control  of  the  police  force. 
Therfore,  considering  the  experience 
they  would  bring  to  bear  upon  the  joint 
committee,  as  distinct  from  the  com- 
parative newness  of  the  men  who  were 
elected,  he  thought  they  might  with  per- 
fect safety  agree  to  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  It  was  certain  that 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  could 
not  be  a  final  settlement ;  the  question 
would  be  agitated  by  the  County  Coun- 
cils, for  the  County  Councils  would  not 
be  content  to  leave  the  appointment  of 
the  Chief  Constable,  which  really  meant 
the  control  of  the  police,  in  any  hands 
but  their  own. 

Mr.  FIRTH  (Dundee)  said,  the  diffi- 
culty there  was  in  respect  to  this  clause 
arose  from  the  word  "control."  If  the 
Quarter  Sessions  were  to  continue  to 
control  the  Chief  Constable,  they  must, 
he  apprehended,  also  control  the  police. 
Supposing  the  Chief  Constable  deter- 
mined to  issue  a  proclamation,  and  the 
Quarter  Sessions  supported  him  in  it, 
excludiDg  the  inhabitants  of  the  county 
from  some  part  of  the  county,  and  the 
County  Council  insisted  that  the  people 
should  have  access  to  that  part,  would 
the  Chief  Constable  be  able  to  use  the 
constables  against  the  wiU  of  the  County 
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Oonncil?     If  so,  this  proposition  was 
most  absurd. 

Thb  solicitor  general  (8ir 
Edward  Claekb)  (Plymouth)  asked  to 
be  permitted  to  say  a  word  or  two  in 
reference  to  the  observations  which  had 
just  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Firth).  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  suggested  that  the  Chief 
Constable  appointed  by  the  Quarter 
Sessions  might  issue  a  proclamation  pro- 
hibiting the  people  going  into  a  particu- 
lar part  of  a  district.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  knew  perfectly  well 
that  no  Chief  Constable  had  power  to 
issue  any  such  proclamation.  It  was 
quite  a  commonplace  of  law  that  no  pro- 
clamation issued  by  a  Chief  Constable 
had  any  effect  as  a  proclamation  in 
making  that  illegal  which  would  be 
otherwise  legal.  That  question  had 
never  been  disputed.  One  or  two  ob- 
servations had  been  made  in  regard  to 
this  clause,  and  one  or  two  speakers 
had  wandered  off  and  had  denounced 
the  Government  for  pretending  to  give 
that  with  one  hand  which  they  took 
away  with  the  other.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  there  was  no  ground  for  that 
statement  in  regard  to  this  clause,  but 
that  it  really  was  one  which  should  be 
dealt  with  in  the  method  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  who  dis- 
cussed this  reasonably,  as  a  somewhat 
difficult  question  for  which  a  solution 
had  to  be  found.  One  difficulty  of  the 
question  had  been  indicated  by  a  speech 
which  was  made  in  favour  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Chief  Constable  being 
left  to  the  elected  Body,  and  it  was  said 
a  person  should  be  elected  who  was  in 
sympathy  with  the  feelings  of  the 
elected  Body.  He  submitted  that  the 
question  of  the  Chief  Constable  being 
in  sympathy  with  the  feelings  of  the 
elected  Body  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  discharge  of  his  duties.  In  regard 
to  the  administration  of  the  duties  con- 
nected with  the  Criminal  Law,  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Chief  Constable  to  use  his 
best  endeavours  to  put  the  Criminal  Law 
in  force,  without  regard  to  any  question 
of  what  opinion  any  elected  body  might 
have  regarding  it.  But  in  regard  to  the 
mere  administrative  part  of  the  work  of 
the  police,  that  administrative  psurt  of 
the  work  would  be  controlled  by  the 
joint  committee,  which  was  contem- 
plated in  the  second  part  of  the  clause. 


It  had  been  said  that  the  Justices  had 
the  control  to  a  certain  extent,  and, 
according  to  well  defined  limits,  of  all 
constables  who  were  engaged  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Criminal  Law  ;  but 
the  Quarter  Sessions  had  now,  and  would 
have  when  this  Bill  was  passed,  the 
special  duty  of  watching  over  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Criminal  Law,  and 
surely  it  was  advisable  that  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  should  have  the  power 
of  controlling  that  officer,  who  would 
have  to  direct  the  duty  and  services  of 
the  police  at  large,  in  tho  administration 
of  those  practically  judicial  powers,  the 
administration  of  the  criminal  law,  which 
must  belong  to  the  Quarter  Sessions, 
which  is  judicial,  and  not  to  the  elected 
Body,  which  is  administrative.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  Chief  Constable  might 
say  he  wanted  a  certain  number  of  men, 
and  that  the  elected  Body  might  refuse 
to  give  them  to  him.  That  was  quite 
possible,  though  he  thought  that  elected 
Councils  would  not  be  very  likely  to 
refuse  a  responsible  officer  the  services 
of  sufficient  numbers  to  execute  the 
duties  which  were  cast  upon  him ;  but, 
if  that  were  so,  the  Chief  Constable 
would  have  the  duty  of  carrying  out  the 
administration  of  the  Criminal  Law  with 
such  means  as  were  given  to  him.  He 
(Sir  Edward  Clarke)  submitted  to  the 
Committee  that  really  the  principal  part 
of  the  duty  of  the  police — that  was  to 
say,  that  part  which  was  connected  with 
the  enforcement  and  administration  of 
the  law — would  still  be  done  under  the 
control  and  direction  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions,  and,  therefore,  it  was  reason- 
able that  the  Quarter  Sessions  should 
have  that  security  for  the  proper  ad- 
ministration of  law  within  the  area  for 
which  it  was  responsible,  which  it  would 
obtain  by  having  the  nomination  and 
control  of  the  Chief  Constable. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  said,  he  desired  to  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  had  had  g^eat 
experience  in  serving  on  Police  Com- 
mittees, as  well  as  Gentlemen  sitting 
upon  the  Opposition  Benches,  who  were 
familiar  with  the  working  of  Watch 
Committees — he  wished  to  ask  them, 
apart  from  all  Party  considerations,  in 
regard  to  this  question,  how  this  clause 
would  really  work  ?  How  was  it  possible 
to  administer  the  police  force  in  the  way 
which  this  clause  pointed  out  ?  He  could 
quite  understand  the  views  and  policy 
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of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Diyision  of  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin) ;  they  were  perfectly  in- 
telligible, they  were  justified  by  prece- 
dent, and  he  believed  they  would  work 
admii'ably  well  in  practice.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  put  the  police 
under  the  complete  control  of  one  Body — 
namely,  the  Quarter  Sessions,  who  had 
had  that  control  previously,  and  there 
was  no  reason  to  believe  that  there  would 
be  any  conflict  in  the  work.  He  could 
quite  understand  the  adoption  of  the 
principle  advocated  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House — namely,  placing  the 
police  under  Watch  Committees  ap- 
pointed by  the  Councils.  That  also 
would  work,  and  he  believed  it  had 
worked,  satisfactorily  in  towns.  Now, 
let  them  see  what  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  amounted  to,  and  how  they 
would  work.  They  had,  first,  one  Body, 
which  was  to  levy  the  police  rate, 
which  was  to  find  the  money,  which 
was  to  be  responsible  for  the  financial 
departments  of  the  police;  and  they  had, 
secondly,  another  Body,  which  was  to 
be  composed  partly  of  the  elected  Body 
and  partly  of  the  Justices,  who  were  to 
have,  to  a  certain  extent,  the  control 
over  the  police,  which  at  present  was 
exercised  by  the  Quarter  Sessions.  But 
that  Body  so  constituted,  novel  in  its 
conception,  novel  in  its  constitution, 
was  nevertheless  to  find  itself  crippled 
in  the  exercise  of  its  powers  by  being 
put  in  the  position  of  having  the  Chief 
Constable  absolutely  independent  of  it. 
What  control  could  the  joint  com- 
mittee have  over  the  police  if  the  Chief 
Constable  was  able  to  set  them  at 
defiance,  and  to  appeal  to  some  other 
Body  behind  their  backs  ?  He  put  it  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  any  experience 
of  work  of  the  kind,  whether  such  a 
system  would  work,  whether  a  Chief 
Constable,  who  was  like  many  other 
public  officers,  could  be  kept,  he  would 
not  say,  in  a  state  of  subordination,  but 
in  the  state  of  discipline  in  which  he  ought 
as  well  as  all  other  public  servants  to  be, 
if  one  Body  was  to  control  the  police 
force  and  another  Body  was  to  control 
the  Chief  Constable  ?  Would  they  ap- 
ply 8Uoh  a  theory  in  the  Army  and  Navy ; 
oould  they  point  out  any  precedent  in 
any  department  of  EngUsh  public  life 
for  •uoQ  A  one-sided,  useless,  and  futile 
iBode  of  oontroUinff  the  police  force. 
9Pm  fight  hon.  Gtenueman  tne  President 


of  the  Local  Government  Board  said  they 
should  put  the  control  of  the  police  con- 
stable where  the  responsibility  of  the 
maintaining  the  peace  lay;  but  that 
was  just  what  they  did  not  do  in 
the  case  of  the  large  towns.  There  the 
control  of  the  Chief  Constable  and  the 
responsibility  of  the  peace  had  been 
permanently  severed,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  no  illustration  to  give 
that  that  severance  had  been  productive 
of  evil  results.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  was  quite  right  when 
he  said  that  the  magistrates  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  preservation  of  the 
peace.  Let  him  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
give  an  illustration  which  came  to  his 
own  knowledge.  When  he  had  the 
honour  of  being  the  Mayor  of  the 
town  which  he  now  represented,  a 
disturbance  of  the  peace  was  appre- 
hended, so  great  a  disturbance  that 
application  was  made  to  the  Home 
Secretary  to  direct  the  commander  of  the 
Northern  District  to  send  a  troop  of 
soldiers  into  Wolverhampton.  The  ma- 
gistrates met ;  the  Town  Council  or  the 
Watch  Committee  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  preservation  of  the  peace. 
At  that  critical  moment,  the  whole 
control  of  the  police  and  of  the  Chief 
Constable  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Mayor 
and  the  magistrates.  They  sat  there 
during  the  greater  part  of  the  night, 
and  they  were  responsible  for  prevent- 
ing, and  happily  they  did  prevent,  any 
outbreak.  But  there  was  no  conflict,  no 
difficulty  in  the  management,  either  of 
the  police  or  of  the  Chief  Constable, 
although  the  Chief  Constable  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  elected  Body  and  paid 
by  the  elected  Body.  The  Committee 
had  decided  that  this  was  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  joint  committee.  [  ^**'  ^f 
"  No,  no !  "J  Well,  it  had  decided  it  was 
not  to  be  put  in  the  hands  of  the  County 
Council.  He  presumed  the  Government 
were  going  to  stand  to  their  proposal 
with  reference  to  the  joint  committee ; 
he  presumed  there  would  be  no  wobbling 
in  that  respect.  He  assumed  that  if 
the  Government  did  stand  firm,  there 
could  be  no  question  that  with  the  sup- 
port they  would  receive  from  the  Opposi- 
tion side,  the  proposal  for  a  joint  com- 
mittee would  be  carried.  If  the  joint 
committee  were  appointed,  and  the 
Chief  Constable  placed  in  an  absolutely 
independent  position,  there  would  cer- 
tainly be  a  great  deal  of  friction.    After 
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all,  the  appointment  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable was  a  question  of  patronage. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wigan  (Mr.  F. 
8.  Powell),  who  spoke  with  authority  as 
representing  the  unanimous  opinion  of 
the  largest  and  most  influential  body  of 
magistrates  in  England,  in  objecting  to 
this  clause  alluded  to  the  large  number 
of  gentlemen  who  gathered  together  in 
Town  Councils  on  the  question  of  the 
election  of  a  Chief  Constable.  He  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  did  not  think  that 
the  appointment  of  such  an  officer  by  a 
contested  election  was  the  best  mode  of 
selectioD.  He  thought  that  a  small 
committee  was  the  very  best  Body  by 
whom  such  an  official  could  be  appointed. 
One  of  the  powers  it  would  exercise 
with  the  greatest  efficiency  and  satis- 
faction would  be  the  choosing  of  a  Chief 
Constable  without  all  the  unpleasantness 
of  a  popular  election.  He  attached  far 
more  importance  to  the  control  and  the 
dismissal  of  the  Chief  Constable  than  to 
the  appointment.  If  they  were  to  have 
a  Chief  Constable  in  thorough  sympathy 
with  the  Council  they  must  have  that 
authority  at  one  with  itself.  He  asked 
the  Committee  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
hoped  the  Gorvernment  would  re-consider 
their  decision  on  this  point.  Their 
proposal  for  the  appointment  of  the 
Chief  Constable  was  quite  inconsistent 
with  the  proposal  for  a  joint  committee, 
and  was,  indeed,  destructive  of  the  sys- 
tem. If  the  Chief  Constable  were  to 
be  appointed  by  the  Justices  alone,  he 
would  be  put  in  a  difficult  position  with 
regard  to  the  joint  committee,  half  of 
which  would  be  Justices  and  half  not, 
and  he  would  probably  regard  the 
Justices  on  that  committee  with  very 
different  eyes  to  those  with  which  he 
looked  at  the  other  members.  In  giving 
the  joint  committee  nominal  control  of 
the  police,  and  in  giving  Quarter  Ses- 
sions the  real  appointment  and  control 
of  the  Chief  Constable,  they  were  giving 
but  a  shadow  to  the  joint  committee 
and  reserving  the  substance  for  Quarter 
Sessions.  He  therefore  appealed  to  the 
Government,  if  they  wished  to  carry  out 
their  proposal — which  was  defensible 
and  perfectly  legitimate — for  a  joint 
committee,  to  surrender  on  this  point. 

Captain  COTTON  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 
said,  he  intended  to  support  the  Go- 
vernment in  their  proposal  for  a  joint 


committee,  but  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  their  way  to  lumping 
the  whole  police  body,  including  the 
Chief  Constable,  under  the  joint  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead)  said, 
he  failed  to  reconcile  the  decision  at 
which  the  Government  had  arrived  on 
this  point  with  some  of  the  declarations 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  at  an  earlier  stage  of  that  Bill. 
Unless  his  (Mr.  James's)  memory  failed 
him,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then 
insisted  in  more  than  one  of  his 
speeches,  that  lie  trusted  the  people— 
indeed  he  gave  expression  to  that  senti- 
ment at  least  half-a-dozen  times.  But 
now  he  came  to  the  question  of  trusting 
the  people  in  a  practical  manner  ho 
stepped  aside.  Having  presided  for  a 
good  many  years  in  a  southern  rural 
constituency,  he  (Mr.  James)  had  had 
opportunities  of  watching  the  operations 
of  a  Police  Committee,  and  he  had  him- 
self been  a  member  of  such  a  committee 
in  Quarter  Sessions.  The  fault  he  found 
with  the  system  was  one  to  which  there 
could  be  little  objection.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  police  had  really  not 
enough  to  do.  In  many  cases  their 
numbers  might  be  considerably  reduced, 
and  without  wishing  to  be  offensive  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  he  would  point 
out  that  the  police  in  the  country  often 
acted  during  the  winter  as  assistant 
game  keepers,  and  in  the  summer 
amused  themselves  in  disporting  at 
cricket  matches.  Now,  if  the  numbers 
of  the  police  were  to  be  diminished,  and 
the  patronage  of  the  Chief  Constable 
also  diminished,  there  would  be  friction 
at  once  between  the  Joint  Authority — 
— the  County  Council  and  the  magis- 
trates— and  it  would  make  confusion 
worse  confounded.  If  hon.  Members 
opposite  really  trusted  the  people,  he 
wished  they  would  bring  themselves  to 
believe  that  the  people  were  just  as 
much  interested  in  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  order  as  they  themselves  were. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  in  the 
early  part  of  the  evening  said  the  County 
Councils  would  have  very  little  to  do. 
Well,  he  (Mr.  James)  was  very  much  dis- 
posed to  agree  with  him,  and  if  they 
carried  the  clause  in  its  present  form  and 
had  a  divided  jurisdiction,  he  believed 
that  not  only  would  the  County  Council 
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haye  very  little  to  do,  but  they  would 
always  be  quarrelling  amongst  them- 
selves like  cats  and  dogs. 

Mk.  KENBICK  (Birmingham,  N.) 
said,  he  wished  to  point  out,  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Watch  Committee  in  a  great 
borough,  that  the  control  over  the  Chief 
Constable  meant  there,  practically,  the 
modelling  and  control  of  the  police  force. 
The  force  was  exactly  what  the  Chief 
Constable  made  it,  in  the  same  way  that 
a  school  was  what  the  headmaster  made 
it.  To  give,  then,  the  appointment  of 
the  Chief  Constable  to  a  Body  other  than 
that  responsible  for  the  force,  would  be 
to  cause  a  great  deal  of  friction.  In 
Birmingham,  the  appointment  and  con- 
trol of  the  Chief  Constable  meant  really 
the  control  of  the  police  force.  As  the 
Oovemment  had  set  up  a  joint  and  effi- 
cient committee  he  hoped  they  would 
give  them  real  powers. 

Mb.  WHARTON  (York,  W.R., 
Bipon)  said,  he  had  served  as  Chairman 
of  a  Police  Committee  for  nearly  20 
years,  and  its  action  had  simply  been  to 
advise  the  Chief  Constable  in  matters 
relating  to  the  administration  and  alloca- 
tion of  the  force.  Practically,  the  Chief 
Constable  of  a  county  filled  the  position 
of  Colonel  of  a  regiment,  and  he  hoped 
that  that  would  remain  so.  In  all  money 
matters,  and  on  points  as  to  the  disposi- 
tion of  the  force  and  the  building  of  new 
police  stations,  he  consulted  with  the 
Police  Committee.  That  was  especially 
80  in  his  (Mr.  Wharton's)  own  county, 
where  they  had  a  very  large,  dense,  and 
shifting  population.  Men  had  frequently 
to  be  transferred  from  one  portion  of 
the  county  to  another,  and  new  police 
stations  built.  There  seemed  to  be  an 
idea  amongst  some  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Police  Committee  had 
actual  control  over  the  police  itself. 
That,  however,  was  not  the  case  in 
counties.  There  the  control  of  the 
police  force  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
Chief  Constable.  Hon.  Members  repre- 
senting boroughs  seemed  to  think  the 
Chief  Constable  of  the  county  and  Head 
Constable  of  the  borough  held  exactly 
the  same  kind  of  position.  But  that 
was  not  so;  they  were  essentially  dif- 
ferent. In  the  borough,  the  Head 
Constable  was  under  the  command  and 
control  of  the  Watch  Committee ;  in  the 
county,  the  Chief  Constable  was,  by  Act 
of  Parliament,  the  Watch  Committee, 
and  he  was  only  advised  by  the  Police 
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Committee  on  matters  relating  to  the 
administration  and  disposition  of  the 
force.  Now,  he  would  have  been  well 
satisfied  if  the  Government  had  seen  fit 
in  their  Bill  to  leave  to  the  county  ma- 
gistrates the  control  of  the  police  which 
they  already  possessed.  He  had  listened 
with  great  respect — as  he  always  did — 
to  what  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  who  spoke  with  re- 
ference to  what  might  happen  in  regard 
to  trade  organizations,  ana  with  respect 
to  large  gatherings  of  working  men — 
say,  in  the  North.  Now,  he  did  not 
want  to  rake  up  the  past;  but  he  re- 
membered that  on  one  occasion  he  saw 
the  whole  of  a  county  in  the  hands  of  a 
miners'  organization,  and  for  one  day 
the  Miners'  Union  was  fighting  tooth 
and  nail  with  the  police.  Six  police 
stations  were  absolutely  wrecked;  100 
men  were  bleeding  on  that  occasion, 
and  one  man  was  killed.  The  Durham 
police  constituted  as  fine  a  force  as  ever 
existed,  and  they  were  looking  to  this 
House  with  great  apprehension  lest  they 
should  be  transferred  to  other  control. 
They  were  entitled  to  consideration. 
This  ought  not  to  be  made  a  Party 
question,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  do  its  best,  in  the  interests  of 
the  observance  of  the  peace,  to  keep 
Party  considerations  out  of  it.  Let 
the  Committee  consider  well  what  they 
were  about.  Were  they  willing  to 
transfer  the  police  from  the  present  ad- 
ministration to  some  new  Body,  as  to 
whose  future  existence  and  success  they 
knew  nothing  ? 

Mb.  BATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon)  said,  he  quite  agreed  that  that 
was  not  a  Party  question.  What  they 
wanted  to  do  was  to  ensure  the  best 
chances  for  selecting  the  best  Chief 
Constable  to  manage  the  police.  They 
all  agreed  that  Quarter  Sessions  had 
shown  great  ability  in  the  management 
of  affairs ;  but  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  Chief  Constables  had  been 
in  the  past  the  weak  part  of  the  manage- 
ment ?  Frequently,  the  appointment 
had  been  made  practically  by  men  who 
had  taken  no  part  whatever*  in  the 
management  of  the  county  business; 
and  he  would  ask,  was  not  a  good  selec- 
tion more  likely  to  be  made  by  a 
small  committee    than    by  the    Court 
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of  Qaarter  Sesdons?  In  the  past,  it 
had  been  a  queation  rather  of  personal 
inflaenoe  than  of  selection;  a  large 
namber  of  magistrates  never  took  any 
part  in  the  county  business  except  when 
these  appointments  were  to  be  filled, 
and  the  ruling  power  in  making  them 
was  personal  consideration. 

Mb.  W.  BECKETT  (Notts,  Basset- 
law)  said,  he  differed  from  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  question,  as  he  was  not  in 
favour  of  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Gk>n8table  remaining  in  the  hands  of  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions.  He  would 
tell  the  Committee  what  his  experience 
had  been.  Some  few  years  since  the 
appointment  of  Chief  Constable  was 
vacant  in  the  West  Hiding  of  Yorkshire, 
with  which  he  was  connected,  and  it  was 
a  matter  of  notoriety  that,  some  weeks 
before  it  was  filled  up,  candidates  made  it 
their  business  to  go  round  to  every  mem- 
ber of  Quarter  Sessions.  The  result  was 
that  some  gentlemen  were  weak-minded 
enough  to  promise  their  votes  before- 
hand. Some,  of  course,  were  sufficiently 
strong-minded  not  to  do  so.  Well,  the 
gentleman  who  was  eventually  chosen 
was  selected  mainly  because  lie  was 
blessed  with  13  children.  He  had  no 
intention  of  casting  any  reflection  on 
the  gentleman  appointed.  Comparisons 
were  odious;  but  he  wished  to  point 
out  the  extreme  inconvenience  and 
great  demoralization  arising  from  such 
a  mode  of  election.  Therefore,  he  was 
not  in  favour  of  the  appointment  re- 
maining in  the  hands  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions. Neither  did  he  much  care  about 
its  being  in  the  hands  of  the  joint  com- 
mittee ;  but  he  should  infinitely  prefer 
it  to  be  vested  in  the  Home  Secretary, 
as,  if  that  were  the  case,  they  would 
have  a  much  better  chance  of  getting 
good  men  appointed  without  regard  to 
their  domestic  circumstances.  A  variety  of 
county  appointments  were  made  by  the 
Home  Secretary  and  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
As  the  less  of  two  evils,  he  did  not  object 
to  the  appointment  being  made  by  a 
joint  committee  of  the  County  Councils 
and  the  Magistrates,  though  he  should 
prefer  to  place  the  duty  on  the  Home 
Secretary ;  but  nothing  could  be  more 
objectionable  than  the  present  system  of 
appointment  by  200  to  300  magistrates. 
He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Halifax  that  there 
could  be  no  objection  to  allowing  the 
County  Councils  to  fix  the  salary  of  the 
Chief  Constable. 
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Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Lancashire 
N.E.,  Darwen)  said,  he  could  not  approve 
bhe  proposal  to  vest  these  appointments 
in  the  Home  Secretary,  and  he  sincerely 
hoped  the  Committee  would  weigh  well 
the  words  whicb  had  fallen  from  the  lips 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Bipon  Division  of  Yorkshire  (Mr. 
Wharton),  who  implied  that  the  con- 
trol of  the  Chief  Constable  meant  really 
the  control  of  the  police.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  (Mr.  W. 
Beckett)  referred  to  what  he  considered 
to  be  a  gross  abuse  in  the  case  of  a  par- 
particular  appointment.  No  doubt,  such 
things  did  occur ;  but  he  would  venture 
to  remind  the  Committee  that  the  clause 
provided  for  the  appointment,  control, 
and  dismissal  of  the  Chief  Constable, 
and  that,  even  if  a  mistake  were  made  in 
the  appointment,  great  harm  was  not 
necessarily  done.  What,  however,  would 
constitute  a  great  evil  would  be  if  the 
Chief  Constable  did  not  consider  himself 
secure  in  carrying  out  the  duties  laid 
upon  him,  as  he  would  feel  if  ho  were 
liable  to  dismissal  for  doing  what  ho 
believed  to  be  his  duty.  It  was  just 
that  danger  which  some  of  them  feared 
might  happen  if  the  Chief  Constable 
were  under  the  control  of  and  subject 
to  dismissal  by  an  elective  Body.  He 
hoped  that  hon.  Members  would  fully 
realize  what  they  were  doing  in  voting 
for  this  particular  Amendment,  which 
referred  to  the  question  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Chief  Constable.  They  were 
not  dealing  with  the  question  of  dual 
control ;  that  point  was  entirely  sepa- 
rate. He  believed  every  Member  of  the 
Committee  would  feel  the  importance  of 
leaving  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable  in  the  hands  of  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  he  fully  agreed 
with  the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Bipon  Division  that 
the  control  of  that  appointment  meant 
the  real  control  of  the  force.  He  should, 
therefore,  vote  for  the  proposal  of  the 
Government. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order !  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Merionethshire  (Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis)  moved  to  leave  out  certain  words 
down  to  '<  aforesaid''  in  line  17.  But, 
there  being  several  other  Amend- 
ments, I  propose  to  put  the  words 
** nothing  in  that  Act"  shall  stand  part 
of  the  Clause.  If  I  did  not  do  that, 
the  subsequent  Amendments  would  be 
shut  out. 
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Mr.  JAMES  STUART  said,  the  ques- 
tion really,  then,  was  not  the  simple 
one  put  by  the  noble  Viscount,  but  it 
was  complicated  by  the  question  of 
dual  control.  Perhaps  it  would  be 
better  for  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Merionethshire  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis), 
with  the  permission  of  the  Committee, 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  in  order  to 
facilitate  a  vote  being  taken  on  the  more 
important  question. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS ;  I  moved  to  omit 
the  words  from  **  nothing  "to  "  Chief 
Constable,"  in  line  13. 

Thb  chairman  :  Order,  order !  I 
understood  the  hon.  Member  to  more 
the  Amendment  on  the  Paper.  If  he 
withdraws  that  I  will  put  the  other. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  he  was  afraid  that  Amend- 
ment would  bar  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  that  if  the  Amendment  to 
omit  the  words  down  to  '*  Chief  Con- 
stable "  were  put,  it  would  prevent  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  North- West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  being 
disou  Bsed 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber moved,  and  so  I  stated,  to  leave  out 
the  words  from '*  nothing"  to  '' afore- 
said;" but  I  only  propose  to  put  it 
down  to  *' Chief  Constable,"  so  as  to 
enable  the  other  Amendments  to  be  dis- 
cussed. 

Mr.  CHANNINQ  (Northampton,  E.): 
It  might  be  a  greater  convenience  to 
the  Committee  if  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name  were  now  discussed. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
11,  to  leave  out  the  words  '^  nothing 
in  this  Act,"  &o.,  down  to  *^  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Chief  Constable." 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  E.)  said,  the 
question  really  involved  in  the  Amend- 
ment was  the  dual  control  of  the  police, 
and  he  ventured  to  submit  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  it  was  impossible  to  discuss 
the  proposal  reserving  to  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  the  power  of  appoint- 
ing, controlling,  and  dismissinff  the 
Chief  Constable,  without  considering 
what  was  necessarily  involved  in  it — 


namely,  the  whole  question  of  the  con- 
trol and  management  of  the  police  force. 
The  Government  proposal,  as  it  stood, 
involved  an  extraordinary  anomaly.     It 
proposed  that  for  the  future  the  police 
should  be  paid  by  one  Body,  officered  by 
another  Body,  and  controlled  by  a  third 
Body.     When  they  came  to  examine  it, 
he  thought  that  the  Committee  would 
discover  that  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  of  a  much  simpler  character. 
It  really  was  that  the  police  should  be 
paid  by  an  elective  Body  representing 
ratepayers,  but  that  the  whole  control 
and  management  of  the  police  should 
be  vested  in  the  magistrates  sitting  in 
Quarter  Sessions.     He  was  very  glad  to 
hear  from   the   hon.  Member  for   the 
Ripon  Division  of  Yorkshire  (Mr.  Whar- 
ton), who  spoke  on  that  matter  with 
the  authority  of  great  experience,  such 
a  candid  and  accurate  statement  of  the 
real  facts.     He  would  like  to  call  the 
attention    of    the    Committee    to    the 
material  parts  of  the  Act  of  1839,  which 
regulated    these    matters,  and    which, 
even  if  this  Bill  were    passed,   would 
continue  to  regulate  them.     That  Act, 
after  providing  that  the  Chief  Constable 
should  be  appointed  by  the  Justices  in 
Quarter  Sessions,  laid  it  down  that  the 
Chief  Constable  should  appoint  other 
constables,  and  at  his  pleasure  should 
dismiss  all  or  any  of  them,  and  that  he 
should  have  the  general  disposition  and 
management  of   all   constables  so  ap- 
pointed, subject  to  such  lawful  orders 
as  he  might  receive  from  the  Justices 
generally  in  Quarter  Sessions  assembled. 
Very  well.     Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
need  not  be  so  apprehensive  about  the 
dual  control  given  by  the  Bill,  because, 
after  all,  the  dual  control  was  a  mere 
sham,  and  nothing  but  a  sham,  seeing 
that  the  Government  reserved  to  Quarter 
Sessions  the  powers  they  already  pos- 
sessed, and  the  Chief  Constable  would  be 
enabled  in  the  future  to  act  as  he  now 
did,  subject  to  the  orders  of  the  magis- 
trates.    It  was  most  important  that  the 
Committee    and     the    country    should 
understand   the   real   character  of  the 
proposal  under  consideration ;  and  when 
they  supported  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Fnend  to  omit  that  part  of  the 
clause,  they  were   really  deciding  the 
question  which  was  at  the  root  of  the 
whole  matter,  and  they  were  determining 
in  whose  hands  the  control  and  manage- 
ment of  the  police  should  be  for  all  time 
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to  come.  Something  had  been  said — he 
believed  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Solicitor  General — as  to  the  impor- 
tance and  value  of  the  police  being 
subject  to  judicial  authority.  A  certain 
amount  of  confusion  of  thought  ap- 
peared to  prevail  on  this  matter.  The 
managemeut  of  the  police  by  Quarter 
Sessions  under  the  existiug  Acts  was  a 
thoroughly  administrative  fuDction,  and 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  judicial 
authority.  If  the  management  of  the 
police  were  transferred  to  the  elected 
Councils,  as  they  asked  the  Government 
to  transfer  it,  the  magistrates  in  Quarter 
Sessions,  or  rather  the  magistrates  in- 
dividually, would  have  precisely  the 
same  power  as  the  Common  Law  gave 
them  to  call  on  any  police  constable  in 
the  county  to  execute  the  law  and  main- 
tain order  throughout  the  district.  It 
was,  therefore,  wholly  beside  the  mark  to 
draw,  as  thehon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bipon  (Mr.  Wharton)  did,  on  historical 
reminiscences  as  to  disorders  that  existed 
in  the  county  of  Durham  at  one  time.  The 
fact  was  that  in  the  future,  as  now,  the 
Justices  would  be  able  to  call  on  the 
police  to  assist  them  in  the  execution  of 
the  law,  and  all  the  Government  were 
asked  as  to  these  elective  Bodies  was 
that  as  they  had  conceded  to  them  the 
duty  of  providing  the  funds  out  of  which 
the  force  was  to  be  paid,  so  they  should 
give  them  the  administrative  and  execu- 
tive powers  which  at  present  were  vested 
in  Quarter  Sessions,  and  which  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  judicial 
functions.  He,  therefore,  hoped  the 
Committee  would  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  remove 
this  patent  blot  from  the  Bill. 

Mb.  £.  B.  HOAIt£(Hampstead)  said, 
he  could  not  hope  that  the  Government 
would  attend  to  any  words  that  might 
fall  from  him ;  but  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  position  they  were  now 
in  was  very  anomalous.  There  were 
three  courses  open  to  the  Government. 
They  could  either  hand  over  the  police 
to  the  magistrates — as  many  persons  on 
that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  House 
thought  they  should — or  hand  them 
over  to  the  County  Councils — as  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  thought 
they  should — or  they  could  hand  them 
over  to  joint  committees,  which  was 
what  they  themselves  wished  to  do.  It 
did  seem  to  him  that  if  the  Government 
were  right  in  their  proposal  to  hand  the 


police  over  to  a  joint  committee,  they 
should  also  hand  over  to  that  committee 
the  control  of  the  Chief  Constable.  If 
the  Army  were  handed  over,  so,  also^ 
should  the  command  of  it  be  handed 
over.  He  spoke  with  some  diffidence  on 
the  matter ;  but  he  felt  that  the  position 
of  the  Government  was  so  illogical  that 
he  could  not  help  hoping  that  even  now, 
at  the  eleventh  hour,  they  would  accede 
to  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  NORTON  (Kent,  Tunbridge) 
said,  he  thought  the  question  should  be 
allowed  to  stand  over  until  the  Commit- 
tee had  decided  whether  the  control  of 
the  police  should  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  county  magistrates  or  in  those  of 
a  joint  committee. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Rossendale)  said,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  there  was  a  great  deal  in 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentle« 
man  who  had  just  sat  down  to  recom- 
mend it  to  the  Committee.  They  had 
not  yet  decided  whether  any  powers  of 
control  over  the  police  were  to  be  vested 
in  a  joint  committee,  and  until  that  point 
had  been  decided  he  scarcely  saw  how 
they  could  decide  on  the  matter  now 
under  discussion.  He  did  not  know 
how  it  could  be  done ;  but  it  certainly 
seemed  to  him  desirable  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  come  to  some  decision  as 
to  the  constitution  of  the  joint  committee 
to  whom  they  were  to  refer  certain 
powers  for  the  management  of  the 
police.  If  the  committee  were  properly 
constituted  to  control  the  police,  it 
seemed  to  him  only  logical  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Chief  Constable  should 
be  placed  in  their  hands.  But  until  they 
had  decided  on  the  appointment  of  a 
joint  committee,  it  certainly  appeared 
rather  difficult  to  decide  the  point  they 
were  now  discussing. 

SiB  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  proper  course  would  be  to  omit 
these  words  for  the  present.  That 
would  meet  the  views,  certainly,  of  the 
majority  of  the  House,  because  if  the 
House  were  to  decide  against  a  joint 
committee,  then  the  police  would  re- 
main under  the  Quaiier  Sessions,  and 
they  would  have  the  appointment  of  the 
Chief  Constable,  and  the  words  under 
discussion  would  not  be  wanted  at  all. 
If  the  Committee,  on  the  other  hand, 
should  determine  in  favour  of  the  joint 
committee,  that  committee  would  have 
the  control  both  of  the  police  and  the 


T  2 


^Stventh  Niffht.'] 


551 


Local  Oovernment 


\  COMMONS  I     {England  and  JFahs)  Bill.      552 


Chief  Constable.  Whatever  view  thej 
took  of  the  matter,  and  whatever  the 
view  of  tho  Committee  might  be,  the 
question  in  debate  would  be  settled  by 
that  decision.  All,  therefore,  they  had 
to  do  now  was  to  omit  these  particular 
words,  and  then  take  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  on  the  question  of  the  joint 
committee.  The  other  matter  would 
follow  as  a  matter  of  course. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  agreed  with 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale.  He  had 
thought  for  some  time  that  they  were 
putting  the  cart  before  the  horse  in  the 
discussion  they  were  engaged  in.  But 
he  did  not  quite  follow  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  in 
his  suggestion  as  to  the  way  in  which 
they  ought  to  proceed.  It  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Chaplin)  that  the  best  way  for 
them  to  arrive  at  a  decision  as  to  whe- 
ther or  not  the  police  were  to  be  left  in 
the  hands  of  a  joint  committee  would 
be  for  the  Amendment  to  be  withdrawn, 
and  for  a  decision  to  be  taken  on  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  North- West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot).  If  that  were 
settled  in  favour  of  the  Amendment, 
then,  in  the  next  line  of  the  clause,  the 
question  would  follow  as  to  whether  or 
not  the  Chief  Constables  were  to  be 
dealt  with  in  the  same  way.  If  this 
suggestion  should  find  favour  with  the 
Committee,  it  certainly  seemed  to  him  a 
practical  way  of  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  was  afraid  that 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  hardly  one  which,  according 
to  the  Rules  of  the  Committee,  they  could 
adopt.  It  would  not  be  possible  to  go 
back  on  the  words  already  passed.  He 
thought,  however,  that  the  suggestion 
of  his  hon.  Frieud  the  Member  for  the 
Tunbridge  Division  of  Kent  (Mr.  Nor- 
ton) and  his  noble  Friend  opposite  ( the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  was  one  they 
ought  to  adopt,  without  in  the  slightest 
degree  prejudicing  the  question  before 
them.  They  should  allow  these  words  to 
go  out  for  the  present,  and  then,  at 
once,  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the 
more  important  question  as  to  whether 
the  control  of  the  police  was  to  be  in 
the  hands  of  the  magistrates,  or  to  be  put 
in  the  hands  of  a  joint  committee.  When 
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that  question  was  decided,  it  would  be 
quite  in  their  power  to  decide  after- 
wards the  question  they  had  been  dis- 
cussiog. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  that  if  that  course  were  adopted,  it 
would,  perhaps,  be  as  well  to  leave  out 
more  words  than  the  immediate  pro- 
posal contemplated. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  said,  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  because  if  these  words  were 
not  omitted,  and  if  afterwards  they  did 
not  omit  the  rest  of  the  clause,  all  these 
powers  would  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions  as  before  ;  but  if 
these  were  omitted,  and  they  retained 
tho  rest  of  the  clause,  then  it  was  quite 
clear  they  would  have  gained  what  was 
the  obvious  desire  of  the  majority  of 
the  House — namely,  a  declaration  that 
there  should  be  one  and  the  same  con- 
trol over  the  Chief  Constable  and  the 
police.  He,  therefore,  ventured  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  continue  to  press  his  Amend- 
ment, so  that  it  might  be  either  carried 
or  lost. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  asked 
how  the  Chairman  would  put  the  Ques- 
tion? 

The  chairman  said,  the  Question 
would  be  put  so  as  to  safeguard  the 
Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member 
for  North- West  Sussex.  If  too  many 
words  were  omitted,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  would  not  be  able  to  move  his 
Amendment  in  the  special  form  in  which 
it  stood  on  the  Paper,  but  would  have  to 
raise  the  question  in  some  other  form. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  asked 
whether  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  could  not 
allow  these  words  to  be  omitted,  and  then 
so  contrive  his  Amendment  afterwards 
as  to  render  it  admissible  ? 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.  W.)  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  ift  he  words  were  struck  out  it 
would  be  altogether  impossible  for  him 
to  raise  the  question  at  all,  because  the 
Committee  would  then  have  decided 
that  the  Chief  Constable  should  not  be 
in  the  hands  of  the  magistrates,  and 
they  would  also  have  decided  that  there 
should  be  a  dual  control.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
knew  perfectly  well  what  these  <}uos- 
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adjournment  of  the  debate  now,  and 
that  they  would  be  allowed  to  proceed 
to  a  Division  on  the  question  they  had 
debated  for  a  long  time,  and  which  was 
now  ripe  for  decision. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  yentured  to 
differ  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Committee  had  not  debated  for  a  single 
moment  the  question  whether  the  police 
should  be  under  the  control  of  a  joint 
committee.  The  question  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.Barttelot) 
was  asked  to  settle  was  the  question  as 
to  the  control  of  the  magistrates.  ["  No, 
no!  "]  Yes  ;  and,  for  his  (Mr.  Chap- 
lin's) part,  he  sincerely  hoped  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  would  accept  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  It 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Chaplin)  that  they 
had  got  into  a  very  considerable  muddle, 
and  that  it  was  very  desirable  that  they 
should  have  a  fresh  and  full  opportunity 
of  discussing  this  question  of  the  police. 
In  order  that  they  might  have  that  op- 
portunity, he  begged  leave  to  move  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 


tions  were,  and  that  if  a  Member 
missed  his  opportunity  of  making  a 
statement  and  taking  a  Division  on  that 
which  he  believed  to  be  of  the  utmost 
importance  in  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try he  might  never  obtain  it  again. 
His  view  was  that  the  police  should 
remain  in  the  future  as  they  had  been 
in  the  past — in  the  hands  of  the  magis- 
trates. He  had  contended  for  that 
from  the  beginning — since  he  spoke  on 
the  second  reading ;  and  he  had  not 
deviated  one  hair's-breadth  from  his 
earliest  deelaration.  So  far  as  he  knew, 
he  had  always  had  the  courage  of  his 
opinions,  most  certainly  when  he  believed 
it  to  be  in  the  interests  of  his  country. 
He  should,  therefore,  like  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  placing  before  the  Com- 
mittee the  views  he  so  strongly  enter- 
tained on  this  question. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUAET  :  I  rise  to 
Order— 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  under- 
stood it  to  be  the  wish  of  the  Committee 
that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  raising  the  question  in  the 
most  distinct  form,  and  if  he  were  un- 
able to  do  so  under  the  circumstances 
now  stated,  the  best  course  would  be  to 
move  to  report  Progress,  in  order  that 
he  might  himself  place  on  the  Paper  an 
Amendment  to  carry  out  the  object  he 
desired.  The  subject  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Baronet  wished  to  deal  with  was,  no 
doubt,  a  more  important  one  than  that 
now  under  consideration. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUABT  said,  he 
rose  to  a  point  of  Order.  He  desired  to 
point  out  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
stood  in  the  way  of  this  Question  being 
putcould  equally  well  get  his  point  raised 
before  the  House  by  moving  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  remainder  of  the  clause.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  could  add  be- 
fore the  words  **  Chief  Constable*' 
words  which  would  hand  the  rest  of  the 
police  over  to  the  control  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  If,  after  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  Committee  should  have  been 
passed,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  last  part  of 
the  clause,  he  would,  if  he  succeeded  in 
his  Motion,  practically  do  the  same  thing 
as  he  desired  to  do  by  his  present 
Amendment,  for  the  control  of  the  rest 
of  the  police  would  vest  in  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  He  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  there- 
fore  hoped    that   there    would   be  no 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
Chaplin,) 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
he  hoped  the  Motion  would  not  be 
pressed.  He  did  not  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chaplin)  that 
they  had  got  into  a  muddle  at  all.  The 
House  seemed  to  be  entirely  agreed  on 
one  point — namely,  that  the  authority 
over  the  Chief  Constable  ought  not  to  be 
separated  from  the  Police  Authority. 
They  differed,  no  doubt,  as  to  what  the 
Police  Authority  ought  to  be ;  but  they 
were  all  agreed  that  the  appointment  of 
the  Chief  Constable  should  rest  with  the 
Police  Authority.  Well,  having  now 
discussed  the  question  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable for  some  time,  all  they  had  to 
do  was  to  get  that  out  of  the  way  and 
leave  the  road  clear  for  the  discussion  as 
to  who  was  to  be  the  Police  Authority. 
There  certainly  was  no  desire  to  prevent 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  North- West  Sussex  from  raising 
the  question  in  the  clearest  form,  but  it 
would  be  raised  on  subsequent  words. 
All  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  would 
have  to  do  would  be,  when  those  words 
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came  on,  to  oppose  their  addition  to  the 
clause.     If  that  was  so,  why  shoald  they 
allow  all  the  time  they  had  devoted  to 
the  discussion  of  this  particular  point 
now  before  the  Committee  to  be  wasted  ? 
M».  RITCHIE  said,  he  believed  the 
Tight   hon.   Gentleman    was    under    a 
misconception  when  he  said  that  the 
Committee  were  entirely  agreed  that 
whatever  might  be  the   authority  for 
the  control  of  the  police  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Chief  Constable  should  rest 
there.     He  did  not  agree  with  all  that — 
that  the  matter  was  decided  unanimously, 
or  th  at  they  were  any  thing  like  unanimous 
upon  it.     What  he  believed  was  that  it 
was  the   expressed  wish  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  question  of  who  was  to 
have  the  control  of  the  police  should  be 
decided  before  that  of  who  was  to  ap- 
point the  Chief  Constable.  [**  No,  no !  "1 
That  was  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington),  and  it  was  sup- 
ported by  some  of  his  (Mr.  Bitchie's) 
hon.  Friends  behind  him.     The  Govern- 
ment had  thought  that,  on  the  whole, 
this  was  not  an  unreasonable  proposition 
to  make.     The  question  then  arose  how 
it  could  best  be  done.    It  was  suggested 
that  the  first  words  of  the  clause  should 
be  left  out,  on  the  clear  understanding 
that,  whatever  the  decision  was  which 
the  Committee  might  arrive  at  as  to 
the  control  of  the  police,   the  matter 
would  be  revived  again  in  another  form. 
That  was  the  distinct  understanding. 
Then  they  arrived  at  the  question  of 
the  best  mode  of  amending  the  clause 
60  as  to  decide  the  question  of  controlling 
the  police;   and  it  was  because  there 
was  some  doubt  as  to  the  best  means  of 
doing  that,  that  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress  was  made.    The  Government 
would  not  consent  to  report  Progress  on 
the  understanding  that  the  same  Body 
that  had  the  control  of  the  police  was 
to  have  also  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable ;  but  only  on  the  understand- 
ing that  the  question  of  the  Body  into 
whose  hands  the  control  of  the  police 
was  to  be  given  should  be  decided,  so 
that  the  Committee    might  afterwards 
come  to  a  conclusion  as  to  the  Body  into 
whose  hands  should  be  committed  the 
appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report    Progress ;    to   sit 
again  2o-tnorrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Sir  WiUiam  Harcourt 
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[Bill  293.] 

{Mr.  Courtney f  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ezel^quer^ 

Mr,  Jackson.) 
GOMiOTTEE.     \_Progre»i  \bth  June.'] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4  (When  claim  to  be  made  and 
proved,  and  on  what  value). 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  4,  to  add — "  The  said  Commis- 
sioners may  require  that  no  consignment  or 
parcel  of  wine  as  to  which  a  claim  is  made 
under  this  section  shall  include  wine  of  dififerent 
values." — (Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Question  proposed,  '  *  That  those  words 
be  there  added.'' 

Mr.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock, 
&o.)  said,  he  would  suggest  that  ''in- 
voice" would  be  a  better  term  than 
"consignment." 

The  chancellor  of  tue  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Qosoden)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  would  be 
quite  prepared  to  add  the  word  "in- 
voice." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  amend  the 
proposed  Amendment,  by  adding  after 
the  word  **  parcel,"  the  words  **or  in- 
voice."— {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche' 
quer,) 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  said,  he  had  given  Notice 
of  a  Motion  to  omit  the  clause ;  but  he 
had  received  an  intimation  from  those 
who  in  this  matter  he  represented  that 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  an  ad  valorem  duty  was  estab- 
lished by  the  3rd  clause,  objectionable 
and  remarkable  as  that  was,  yet,  it  being 
established,  they  had  requested  him  not 
to  pursue  any  further  his  objection  to 
the  Bill.  He  should  not,  therefore, 
move  any  of  the  Motions  for  the  omis- 
sion of  clauses  standing  in  his  name. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Power  to  buy  for  the 
Crown). 

Mr.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock, 
&c.)  said,  he  thought  that  to  make  the 
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meaning  quite  clear,  some  words  were 
required,  bo  that  the  importer  might 
not  think  the  price  meant  exclusive  of 
bottling  and  packing. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
15,  after  the  word  **  gallon,"  to  insert 
the  words  '*  including  cost  of  bottling, 

Saokages,  and   all  charges" — {Mr,   8. 
Williamson.) 

Question  proposed,'^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  8ECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
this  point  had  been  carefully  considered 
by  the  Legal  Officers  of  the  Customs,  and 
they  were  of  opinion  that,  as  the  clause 
stood,  it  quite  conveyed  what  the  hon. 
Member  wished  to  accomplish,  that 
seized  goods  included  all  packages  ;  and 
the  words  proposed  would  rather  tend 
to  imply  a  doubt  where  no  doubt  in  fact 
existed,  and  rather  complicate  than  clear 
up  matters. 

Mb.  S.  WILLIAMSON  said,  that, 
though  not  quite  satisfied,  he  was  quite 
ready  to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  de- 
ferring to  legal  opinion. 

Me.  OHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.) 
said,  he  had  no  wish  to  oppose  the 
clause;  but  he  would  renew  his  sug- 
gestion that  when  the  Customs  elected 
to  buy  goods  valued  for  ad  valorem  duty 
they  should  do  so  with  an  addition  of 
10  per  cent. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Qoscuen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  was  aware  his 
right  hon.  Friend  made  the  suggestion 
the  other  day ;  but  he  did  not  see  why 
they  should  be  influenced  by  the  con- 
siderations then  put  forward,  and  that  a 
man  should  pay  an  additional  10  per 
cent  when  the  goods  were  of  the  de- 
clared value  of  30«.  a- dozen.  Surely  it 
would  be  illogical  to  do  so. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  did  not 
press  the  matter ;  but  the  rule  was  that 
formerly  in  force  hero,  and  was  univer- 
sally in  force  in  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  there  was  a  dis- 
tinction between  a  fixed  duty  as  in  this 
case  and  a  fluctuating  ad  valorem  duty, 
and  in  this  case  the  value  was  more 
easily  ascertained. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  7  agreed  to. 


Clause  8  (Definition  of  market  value). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  the  following  Amend- 
ments made  : — In  page  2,  line  25,  after 
"wine,"  insert  "purchased  and;"  in 
line  26,  after  "paid,"  insert  "or  con- 
tracted to  be  paia." 

Mr.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock, 
&c.)  said,  he  had  an  Amendment  to  the 
clause,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  an 
Amendment  of  the  same  import.  Be- 
lieving, however,  that  his  own  form  of 
words  was  the  better,  he  would  move 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  26,  after  the  word  **  him,*' 
to  insert  the  words  **  in  bond,  or  the  cost  to 
him  bottled  in  cases  or  packages,  including 
freight  and  all  foreign  transit  charp^es  to  place 
the  wine  in  bond  at  the  port  of  discharge."^ 
{Mr.  S.  Williamaon.) 

Question  proposed,'^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  TEEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
practically  this  Amendment  would  be 
accomplished  by  the  words  his  right 
hon  Friend  proposed  to  insert  subse- 
quently. He  would  point  out  that  if  a 
case  of  wine  imported  by  a  private  con- 
sumer was  to  be  admitted  at  its  market 
value  in  bond,  it  would  not  have  been 
necessary  to  separate  the  two  oases  of 
wine  imported  Dy  a  consumer  and  by  a 
merchant.  But  it  was  felt  that  in  the  case 
of  the  consumer  the  invoice  and  docu- 
ments would  show  exactly  what  he  was 
to  pay  for  it,  and  probably  the  cost  so 
determined  would  oe  rather  higher  than 
the  cost  in  bond  as  imported  by  a  mer- 
chant or  trader.  The  question  had  been 
carefully  considered,  and  he  was  advised 
by  the  Legal  Officers  that  the  words 
after  '*  Customs,"  'including  freight 
and  all  other  charges,"  would  accom- 
plish what  the  hon.  Member  desired. 

Mr.  S.  WILLIAMSON  said,  hewould 
admit  the  words  were  to  the  same  im- 
port ;  but  he  thought  his  Amendment 
necessary,  because,  although  there  was 
the  word  ^^eonsumer,"  mere  was  no 
guarantee  that  the  consumer  was  not  a 
small  trader  also.  Still,  he  had  no 
wish  to  press  his  Amendment. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  words,  ''all- 
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other  charges,"  included  the  point  he 
alluded  to. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
80,  after  the  word  **  Customs,"  to  insert 
the  words,  ''but  including  freight  and 
all  other  charges." 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  9  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (As  to  medicated  wine). 

Mr.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock, 
&o.)  said,  he  supposed  that  all  wines 
taken  for  health  were  in  a  certain 
sense  medical,  but  he  proposed  that 
wines  of  a  special  medical  character 
should  bear  a  descriptive  label  as  such. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
4,  after  the  word  **  wine,"  to  insert  the 
words  "and  labelled  as  such." — (Mr. 
8.  WiUiam9on.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  8ECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  thought  the  words  proposed  did 
make  the  intention  more  clear. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  said,  he  did  not  object  to 
the  Amendment;  but  he  thought  his 
right  hon.  Friend  ought  to  explain  what 
these  extraordinary  compounds  were — 
"  wine  of  a  character  usually  sold  as 
medicated  or  medical  wine."  He  had 
never  heard  of  it.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  might  give  some  justifi- 
cation for  introducing  these  compounds 
without  the  payment  of  duty.  His  own 
idea  was  that  if  he  made  an  exception 
at  all,  he  would  subject  these  compounds 
to  a  double  duty. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  need  not  be  afraid  that  these 
wines  would  ever  be  put  on  the  table, 
or  consumed  with  pleasure  by  any  per- 
son. They  were  not  wines,  but  drugs. 
Practically  they  were  certain  decoctions 

Mr.  Goschen 
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prescribed  by  doctors,  and  commonly 
known  as  medicated  wines. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
asked,  were  there  really  any  such  among 
sparkling  wines  ? 

Mb.  goschen  said,  he  was  advised 
there  was  a  small  proportion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Clause  11  (Commissioners  of  Customs 
to  act  under  Treasury). 

Mr.  (3HILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  his  impression  was  that  the  Cus- 
toms always  acted  under  the  directions 
of  the  Treasury.  What,  then,  was  the 
object  of  the  clause  ? 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  really  was 
unable  to  give  a  thorough  explanation. 
.If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
the  clause  would  bo  better  omitted,  he 
had  no  objection ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
the  Solicitors  to  the  Customs  were  very 
able  men,  and  they  suggested  the  clause. 
Still,  he  was  bound  to  say  he  had  no 
strong  argument  to  support  it. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  not  knowing 
why  the  draftsman  bad  inserted  the 
clause,  he  could  not  take  the  responsi- 
bility of  moving  to  omit  it.  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  satisfy  him- 
self by  the  Report,  that  the  words  were 
necessary.  If  they  were  not  necessary, 
their  effect  would  probably  be  mischie- 
vous. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
it  was  true  the  Customs  always  acted 
under  the  control  of  the  Commigsioners 
of  the  Treasury ;  but  he  understood  that, 
on  several  occasions  when  these  words 
had  not  been  inserted,  the  House  had 
demanded  that  they  should  be.  The 
words  were  inserted  rather  to  meet  what 
was  believed  to  be  the  wish  of  the 
House  than  because  there  was  really 
any  necessity  for  them. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  the  House  had 
often  made  mistakes  by  the  insertion  of 
superfluous  provisions  in  Bills.  But  ho 
was  content  to  let  the  matter  rest  until 
the  Report  stage. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  would  prefer 
not  to  leave  anything  over  for  Report, 
and  the  clause  had  better  be  omitted. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Clause  be  omitted," — ( Mr.  Chancellor 
ofthe  Exchequer,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Clause  12  (Eepeal)  agreed  to. 

Sir  HOBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  the  new  clause  he  had  to  propose 
provided  that  in  case  an  importer  should 
be  obliged  to  produce  invoices,  books, 
or  documents  in  confirmation  of  his 
declaration  of  value,  he  should  not  be 
bound  to  produce  such  for  the  inspection 
of  any  Customs  official  who  was  also 
director,  manager,  or  in  any  way  en- 
gaged in  the  management  of  any  co- 
operative association  or  firm  dealing  in 
wines  and  spirits.  The  object  of  the 
proposal  was  to  meet  the  very  natural 
feeling  in  the  trade,  that  their  books  and 
trade  transactions  should  not  be  sub- 
mitted to  a  possible  rival  in  trade.  He 
would  formally  move  the  clause,  though 
he  would  not  press  it  now  ;  but  he  would 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
consider  the  grievance  and  the  manner 
in  which  it  could  be  met. 

New  Clause  (Importer  not  bound  to 
produce  invoice  and  documents  to  direc- 
tors of  co-operative  stores,) — {Sir  Rohert 
Fowlsry)^ir ought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosciien)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  quite  appre- 
ciated the  object  of  his  hon.  Friend  and  of 
those  who  had  set  him  in  motion.  There 
doubtless  would  be  an  impropriety  if 
traders  were  obliged  to  exhibit  their 
books  and  papers  to  the  examination  of 
possible  rivals  in  trade.  But  he  would 
go  somewhat  further,  and  say  it  was  not 
a  satisfactory  position  for  an  officer  of 
the  Customs  to  be  an  official  in  the 
management  of  co-operative  stores.  He 
would  undertake  to  look  into  the  matter ; 
but  he  should  be  sorry  to  insert  a  clause 
of  this  character  in  the  Bill,  for  it  might 
fairly  be  regarded  as  a  slur  upon  the  Cus- 
toms Service.  He  would  like  to  take  the 
opportunity  to  testify  to  the  honesty  and 
steady  fidelity  with  which  officers  of  the 
Customs  Service  discharged  their  duties ; 
there  was  no  .branch  of  the  Civil  Service 
upon  which  more  reliance  could  be 
placed.  It  would  appear  to  cast  an 
undeserved  slur  upon  the  Service,  to  in- 
sert these  words  in  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
He  would,  however,  inquire,  and  see  if 
by  regulation  it  was  expedient  to  remove 


all  possibility  of  officers  being  suspected 
of  dealing  with  invoices,  &c.  for  trade 
purposes. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MERCHANT   SHIPPING   (LIFE  SAVING 
APPLIANCES)   BILL   [Lords]. 

(Sir  Michael  Hieki'Beach.) 
[bill  290.]      SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hices-Bbaoh) 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  House  would  be  disposed  to 
take  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  It 
was  prepared  in  accordance  with  the 
Report  01  the  Select  Committee  of  last 
Session  which  inquired  into  the  means 
of  saving  life  at  sea.  Shipowners, 
skippers,  and  seamen  had  framed  and 
submitted  to  the  Board  of  Trade  sug- 
gestions for  the  preservation  of  life  on 
passenger  ships,  and  the  outcome  was 
the  Bill,  the  principle  of  which,  he 
believed,  would  recommend  itself  to  the 
House.  He  should  be  happy  to  comply 
with  the  desire  of  hon.  Members  in- 
terested in  the  subject  by  referring  the 
Bill  to  a  Grand  Committee,  or  taking 
the  Committee  in  the  House  with  full 
opportunity  for  discussion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  Michael  HieksSeach,) 

Objection  taken. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Thurs* 
day. 

MOTIONS. 


WATS  AND   MEANS. 
CONSOLIDATED   FUND   (NO.   2)   BILL. 

Resolution  [15th  June]  nportedBXidi  agreed  to: 
— BiU  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Courtney, 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  Mr. 
Jackson. 

BiU  preaenttd,  and  read  the  first  time, 

ALLOTMENTS   ACT    (1887)    AMENDMENT 

(no.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Major  Easch,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Allotments  Act,  1887,**  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Major  Kasch,  Sir  Edward  Birk- 
beck,  Mr.    Jesse  Oolliogs,   Mr.   Round,  Mr. 
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Story-MaBkelyne,  C!olonel  Gunter,  Mr.  Fulton, 
and  Liord  Henry  Bentinck. 
BUlpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  299.] 

t 

TBUSTEE  SAYINGS  BANES  BILL. 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  and  report  on  (1)  the  administration 
of  Trustee  Savings  Banks  under  **  The  Trustee 
Savings  Banks  Act,  1863;"  (2)  the  powers, 
duties,  and  liabilities  of  the  Trustees,  Managers, 
and  Officers  of  Trustee  Savings  Banks ;  (3)  the 
relations  of  Trustee  Savings  Banks  to  the  Com- 
missioners for  the  Reduction  of  the  National 
Debt,  the  Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies,  and 
other  Offices  or  Departments  of  the  Govern- 
ment, so  far  as  these  relations  affect  the  internal 
management  of  the  affairs  of  the  said  Banks ; 
and  (4)  the  alleged  assumption  hy^  certain 
Trustee  Savings  Banks  of  designations  cal- 
culated to  mislead  depositors. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of 
Seventeen  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated  of, 
—Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  l^Ir.  A.  H.  Acland,  Mr. 
John  Ellis,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Een- 
rick,  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley,  Mr.  Whitley,  Mr.  Brodie  Hoare,  Mr. 
B.  G.  Mowbray,  Sir  John  Dorington,  Mr. 
James  Campbell,  Mr.  Bartley,  Sir  John  Kenna- 
way,  Mr.  William  Redmond,  and  Mr.  Hayden, 
with  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers]^  and 
records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. — (Mr, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes 

before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  19 th  Jutted  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Sat  First  ix;Pakliament— The 
Lord  Hatherton,  after  the  death  of  his 
father. 

Sblect  Committebs— Standing  Orders  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  nominated. 

Public  Bills — First  Beading  —  Victoria  Uni- 
versity •  (163). 

Committee  —  Report  —  National  Debt  (Supple- 
mental) (155). 

Report — Universities  (Scotland)  (on  re-eomm,) 
(133-165). 

Provisional  Oedeu  Bills— ^/r«/  Reading^ 
Local  Government  (Poor  Law)  (No.  7)  • 
(164). 

Second  Reading— Jjocal  Government  (No.  3)  • 
(139);  Local  Government  (No.  4)*  (140); 
Local  Government  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  • 
(141)  ;  Local  Government  (Gas)  *  (142); 
Tramways  (No.  !)•  (143). 

Report ^'EiemeniaTy  Education  (Birmingham)  * 
(101). 

Third  Reading— Load  Government  (Lreland) 
(Ballymoney,  &c.)  *  (97)  ;  Metropolitan 
Police*  (134),  and  passed. 


UNIVERSITIES   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

{The  Marquess  of  Lothian.) 
(no.  133.)      BEFOBT  OF  AMENDMENTS. 

Amendments  (on  Be-commitment)  re- 
ported (accordiog  to  order). 

Clause  3  (Definitions). 

The  Eakl  of  OAMPERDOWN,  in 
moving  the  omission  of  the  last  sub- 
section of  the  3rd  clause — 

*<  Students*   representative  council  means 
students*  representative  council  in  any  Univer- 
sity, constituted  in  such  manner  as  shall  be 
fixed  by  the  Commissioners  under  this  Act,'* 

said,  the  Bill  proposed  to  impose  on  the 
Commissioners  the  duty  of  laying  down 
regulations  for  the  constitution  and 
functions  of  the  Students'  Kepresenta- 
tive  Council,  and  it  proceeded  to  enact 
by  another  section  that  ''  the  Hector 
may,  before  he  appoints  an  assessor, 
confer  with  the  Students'  Bepresenta- 
tiye  Council."  That  was  to  say,  the 
Bill  virtually  directed  the  Lord  Hector 
to  consult  the  Students'  Hepresentative 
Council  with  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  his  assessor.  That  was  the  only  duty 
imposed  on  the  Hepresentative  Council 
by  the  Bill.  He  submitted  that  it  was 
not  desirable  to  constitute  a  regularly 
organized  Hepresentative  Council  of  stu- 
dents for  that  purpose  only.  It  was  a 
very  difficult  duty  to  impose  on  the 
Commissioners.  The  undergraduates  or 
students  were  a  fluctuating  body.  Every 
few  weeks  there  were  changes  in  their 
number,  and  it  would  be  very  difficult 
indeed  for  the  Commissioners  to  lay 
down  satisfactory  rules  for  organizing 
them.  But,  quite  apart  from  that  fact, 
the  one  duty  they  were  to  discharge 
under  this  Bill  was,  perhaps,  the  duty 
which,  of  all  others,  they  were  not  com- 
petent to  discharge — namely,  to  select 
an  assessor  who  was  to  be  a  practical 
man,  who  was  to  assist  in  managing  the 
property  of  the  University,  and  who 
must  necessarily  have  business  qualifi- 
cations. He  thought  the  students,  of 
all  bodies  they  could  mention,  would 
have  the  least  facilities  of  knowing  who 
were  the  men  possessing  these  qu^ifica- 
tions.  Further  than  that,  he  considered 
a  proposal  of  this  sort  was  objectionable 
in  principle.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
students  of  the  Scottish  Universities  had 
enjoyed  from  time  immemorial  the  pri- 
vilege of  electing  their  Lord  Hector,  and 
no  one  would  think  of  taking  it  from 
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them ;  but  here  they  were  proposing  to 
recognize  the  students  as  a  part  of  the 
University,  just  as  much  as  they  recog- 
nized the  Senatus  or  the  General 
Council.  Such  a  proposal  had  never 
been  made  with  reference  to  any  Uni- 
versity in  any  other  part  of  the  world, 
nor,  so  far  as  he  knew,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  had  any  such  proposal  been 
made  with  regard  to  the  Scottish  Uni- 
versities. He  hoped  the  noble  Marquess 
would  give  some  very  strong  reason  for 
introducing  such  a  change.  When  he 
(the  Earl  of  Camperdown)  mentioned 
the  matter  the  other  day,  the  noble 
Marquess  did  not  on  that  occasion  even 
allege  that  any  great  advantage  would 
be  obtained  by  it.  He  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  not  sanction  this  change, 
because  it  was  urged  that  it  was  not 
likely  to  do  any  great  harm.  The 
change  was  one  of  principle,  and  if  they 
made  it,  let  them  by  all  means  go  a 
g^oat  deal  further,  and  say  that  the 
Bepresentative  Council  of  the  students 
were  to  appoint  an  assessor.  Their 
Lordships  would  see  that  hereafter,  the 
body  of  students  having  been  once  re- 
cognized, their  Hepresentative  Council 
would,  no  doubt,  make  claim  to  be  re- 
cognized in  other  matters  connected  with 
the  discipline  of  the  University.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  to  the  advantage  of 
the  Scottish  Universities  that  such  a 
principle  as  this  should  be  introduced. 
When  he  was  an  undergraduate  he 
should  have  thought  this  a  very  im- 
proper proposal,  and  he  held  the  same 
view  of  it  now. 

Amendment  viovedy 

In  page  2,  lineal 3,  leave  out  *'  Students*  re- 
presentative council  means  a  students'  repre- 
sentative council  in  any  University,  consti- 
tuted in  such  manner  as  shall  he  fixed  hy  the 
Commissioners  under  this  Act."  —  ( The  Earl  of 
Camperdown,) 

The  SECEETAEY  for  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  admitted 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  force  in 
what  the  noble  Earl  had  said.  He  also 
admitted  that  the  principle  was  a  new 
one.  At  the  same  time,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage if  the  students  were  recognized 
in  the  fashion  proposed  by  the  Bill. 
The  Hepresentative  Council  had,  in  his 
opinion,  been  productive  of  great  good 
in  the  way  of  promoting  order  and 
bringing  about  a  better  and  higher  tone 
among  the  students  themselves.    That, 


he  thought,  ought  to  be  enoouraged  in 
every  way,  and  he  did  not  see  any 
better  way  than  that  which  the  Bill 
proposed.  The  noble  Earl  said  there 
woiud  be  only  one  duty  imposed  on  the 
Hepresentative  Council.  He  quite  ad- 
mitted that,  but  it  did  not  follow,  be- 
cause only  one  duty  was  imposed  in  the 
Bill,  that  other  and  more  useful  work 
might  not  be  done  by  the  Council.  The 
sense  of  responsibility  which  they  would 
have  by  statutory  recognition  like  this 
would  have  great  effect  upon  such  a 
Body.  He  could  not,  therefore,  accept 
the  Amendment,  and  hoped  the  noble 
Earl  would  not  press  it. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  he 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  opposite 
that  it  was  a  mistake  to  put  the  students 
in  this  position  of  being  advisers  of  the 
Lord  Hector  in  the  choice  of  his  assessor. 
He  hoped  the  noble  Marquess  would 
even  yet  see  his  way  to  consent  to  the 
omission  of  the  sub-section.  He  asked 
whether  the  word  *'  may  "  in  the  clause 
would  not  be  read  as  meaning  '*  must  ?  " 

The  Earl  of  HOSEBERY  said,  with 
regard  to  the  point  raised  by  his  noble 
Friend,  he  did  not  think  it  would  have 
any  practical  effect  if  the  noble  Mar- 
quess were  to  consent  to  the  omission  of 
the  sub-section,  because,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  an  indication  had  been  given  by 
the  introduction  of  the  clause  in  the  Bill. 
He  was  not  arguing  whether  it  was 
right  or  wrong  to  have  introduced  the 
clause,  but  thoy  might  depend  upon  it 
that,  after  this,  the  students  would 
always  exact  from  candidates  for  the 
Lord  Hectorship  a  pledge  that  he  should 
consult  them  or  practically  listen  to  their 
voice  completely  in  the  appointment  of 
his  assessor.  Therefore,  whether  they 
took  in  the  clause  or  not,  the  object  of 
the  Government,  which,  he  coiiiessed, 
he  did  not  clearly  understand,  was  at 
any  rate  attained.  But  he  was  not  sare 
whether,  now  that  the  clause  was  in  and 
likely  to  remain,  it  would  not  be  wise  to 
give  it  an  ampler  signification.  His 
noble  Friend  said  he  thought  it  a  mis- 
take that  the  Students'  Hepresentative 
Council  should  be  instituted  for  this  pur- 
pose alone.  He  was  not  sure  that  he 
did  not  agree  with  him  to  that  extent. 
He  thought  the  students  of  the  Scottish 
Universities  occupied  a  position  which 
was  not  identical  with  that  of  under- 
graduates at  the  English  Universities, 
and  he  must  say  he  saw  some  clear 
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benefit  from  this  clause  if  they  carried 
it  a  little  further.  For  the  Students' 
Bepresentative  Council  simply  to  give 
advice  as  to  the  appointment  of  an 
assessor  was  evidently  a  superfluity.  It 
ought  to  go  a  great  deal  further,  and  he 
would  suggest  to  the  noble  Marquess 
that  he  might  see  his  way  to  make  it 
open  to  the  Students'  Bepresentative 
Council  to  make  it  one  of  their  functions 
to  be  enabled  to  lay  propositions  or 
remonstrances  before  the  University 
Court.  He  thought  there  was  some  ad- 
vantage to  be  gained  by  the  University 
Court  in  having  that  responsible  Body 
to  deal  with ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
would  to  some  extent  meet  the  com- 
plaints of  the  students  when  they  had 
direct  access  to  the  University  Court. 
He  merely  threw  this  out  as  a  sugges- 
tion ;  but,  as  regarded  the  clause,  he  did 
not  think  the  objection  of  his  noble 
Friend  would  be  served  by  the  with- 
drawal of  the  sub- sections. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN  re- 
marked that  he  had  taken  advice  as  to 
the  meaning  of  the  word  ''  may,"  and 
he  had  been  assured  it  did  not  mean 
'*  must."  It  was  simply  a  direction  to 
the  Lord  Bector  that  he  might,  if  he 
chose,  take  the  advice  of  the  Students' 
Bepresentative  Council  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  his  assessor.  The  Bector  was 
not  constantly  in  attendance  at  the  Uni- 
versity Court,  and  his  assessor  repre- 
sented him,  and  through  him  the 
students.  If  the  Bector's  assessor  were 
nominated  through  any  other  source 
than  directly  through  himself  or  the 
Students'  Bepresentative  Council,  he 
could  not  be  directly  representative  of 
the  students.  Therefore  he  thought  it 
desirable  to  retain  the  sub-section. 

The  Earl  of  BOSEBEBY  said,  he 
saw  a  great  difference  between  the 
word  **  may  "  and  the  word  "  must ;  " 
and,  unless  he  was  misreported,  the 
Lord  Advocate  stated  to  a  deputation  of 
Scottish  students  that  '*  may  "  in  this 
clause  meant  *'  must." 

Lord  WATSON  said,  he  thought  the 
word  **may"  was  permissive;  but, 
practically,  it  would  be  imperative  on 
everyone  who  desired  to  be  elected  Lord 
Bector  by  the  vote  of  the  students.  He 
agreed  with  other  noble  Lords  in  think- 
ing that  the  Students'  Bepresentative 
Councils  should  have  some  other  function 
than  that  proposed  in  this  Bill,  and  he 
believed  their  grievance  would  be  met 

2he  Earl  of  RoBehery 


by  following  out  the  suggestions  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Bosebery),  and 
giving  them  the  same  right  to  make 
representations  which  the  General  Coun- 
cil had  under  the  Act  of  1858. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (University  Courts). 

Lord  WATSON,  in  moving  to  sub- 
stitute, in  the  case  of  each  University 
Court,  the  following  as  the  representa- 
tion of  the  affiliated  Colleges  for  that 
proposed  in  the  Bill :  — 

'<  Sack  namber  of  representatives  of  affiliated 
colleges,  not  exceeding  four,  as  may  be  ap- 
pointed under  and  subject  to,  the  arrangements 
made  in  terms  of  section  14,  sub-section  of  this 
Act," 

said,  these  Amendments  were  conse- 
quential on  the  clause  which  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Bosebery) 
proposed  to  add  to  Section  15,  and  which, 
he  understood,  the  noble  Marquess  was 
prepared  to  accept.  The  noble  Marquess 
had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  which 
would  still  make  it  imperative  that  re- 
presentatives of  the  affiliated  Colleges 
should  sit  as  members  of  the  University 
Courts  for  all  purposes  whatever.  He 
(Lord  Watson)  thought  that  ought  to  be 
avoided  if  possible.  Under  the  new 
clause  to  be  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl 
these  matters  were  left  to  the  agree- 
ment of  the  parties  under  regulations 
to  be  framed  by  the  Commissioners. 
Then  he  thought  the  Legislature  ought 
not  to  devolve  on  the  Commissioners  the 
duty  of  saying  what  should  be  tho 
number  and  limit  of  the  University 
Court.  They  ought  to  lay  down  a  limit 
within  which  the  University  Court 
might  determine  the  mode  of  appoint- 
ment and  the  character  of  the  repre- 
sentation. He  had  selected  the  limit  of 
four.  Already  there  was  a  limit  fixed 
in  the  Bill  in  the  case  of  the  teachers  of 
the  University,  and  he  would  take  as  an 
illustration  the  University  of  Edinburgh, 
where  four  representatives  were  given 
to  40  Professors  and  upwards  of  3,000 
students.  However  sanguine  their  ex- 
pectations might  be  as  to  the  operation 
of  Section  15,  he  did  not  think  anyone 
would  suggest  that  within  the  next 
century  or  half-century  there  would 
come  into  the  University,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  that  clause,  a  body  of  Pro- 
fessors or  of  students  of  that  size. 
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Thb  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  was  qaite  willing^  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, and  thought  the  statement  he  had 
made  would  show  that — at  any  rate  for 
a  long  time  to  come — the  numbers  pro- 
posed would  be  sufficient. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

LoBD  WATSON  said,  he  proposed  to 
move  to  amend  the  clause  further,  in 
order  to  provide  that,  instead  of  one 
assessor  retiring  and  one  being  elected 
annually,  two  assessors  should  retire 
and  two  be  elected  once  every  two  years. 
The  cost  of  an  election  was  as  much  for 
one  assessor  as  for  two,  and  would 
amount  he  believed,  to  £300  or  £400 
for  the  four  Universities. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  page  4,  line  39,  to  leave  out  the  words 
'<one  such  assessor  shall  retire  from  office  in 
each  year,"  and  insert,  '*  two  such  assessors  shall 
retire  from  office  every  two  years.**— (TA*  Lord 
WaUon.) 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  hoped  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
would  not  press  the  Amendment.  He 
believed  the  cost  did  not  amount  to  any- 
thing like  what  was  stated,  but  that,  on 
the  contraiy,  it  did  not  exceed  £60.  He 
knew  a  different  view  was  held  by  the 
Senatus,  but,  looking  to  the  fact  that 
the  University  Councils  were  the  persons 
mostly  interested,  as  he  had  received  no 
remonstrance  from  them  as  to  the  clause 
as  it  stood,  he  could  not  agree  to  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdraum. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  6  (Powers  of  University  Court). 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
that  Sub-section  3  vested  in  the  Uni- 
versity Court  the  power  of  reviewing 
decisions  arrived  at  by  the  Senatus. 
He  asked  the  noble  Marquess  if  he  did 
not  think  some  limit  of  time  should  be 
fixed  for  objections,  because  otherwise 
objections  might  be  raised  at  very  incon- 
venient dates  ? 

The  BCaequess  of  LOTHIAN  agreed 
that  it  was  desirable  to  ^x  some  limit. 
Perhaps  the  noble  Earl  would  suggest 
one. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
he  would  consider  the  point. 

Clause  agreed  to. 


Clause  8  (General  Council). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Earl  of  Campeb- 
DowN,  Amendment  made  in  page  7, 
line  41,  by  leaving  out  (''ten")  and 
inserting  ( **  twenty  "). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Powers  of  Commissioners). 

Amendment  movedy  to  add  the  follow- 
iug  as  a  new  sub-section: — 

'*  The  making  provision  for  payment  to  the 
Senatus  Academicus  of  such  annual  sums  as 
may  be  required  to  enable  every  body  to  perform 
its  statutory  functions.* '~(TA#  Lord  Wateon,) 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  thought  the  Amendment  was  un- 
necessary. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPERDOWN  hoped 
the  noble  Marquess  would,  on  further 
consideration,  accept  the  Amendment. 

The  Eabl  of  BOSEBERY  said,  he 
also  hoped  the  noble  Marquess  would 
find  it  convenient  to  carry  out  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment.  Unless  the 
provision  were  put  in  that  form,  the 
Senatus  would  simply  receive  a  fixed 
sum  provided  by  the  Commission  at  the 
time,  whereas  it  ought  to  be  a  change- 
able and  adaptable  sum. 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN  ad- 
mitted that  the  principle  was  a  right 
one,  and  his  impression  was  that  the 
power  existed  in  the  Bill.  As,  however, 
there  appeared  to  be  some  doubt  about 
the  matter,  he  would  consider  the  point 
before  the  third  reading. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
tcithdraum. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  15  (Extension  of  the  Univer- 
sities). 

Amendment  moved,  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing additional  sub-section : — 

**  To  make  arrangements,  where  it  shall  seem 
requisite,  for  the  due  representation  of  the 
XTniversity  Court  in  the  governing  bodv  of 
aflSliated  colleges,  and  of  the  governing  body  of 
affiliated  colleges  in  the  University  Court, 
having  regard  to  the  circumstances  of  each 
particular  case,  U>  the  relative  numbers  in  the 
University  and  the  college  of  the  teaching  staff, 
and  of  students  proceeding  to  graduation,  to 
the  nattire  of  the  connection  proposed  to  be 
established,  and  to  the  purposes  for  which  such 
representation  is  desirable."— (rA#  Earl  of 
Botebery.) 

LoBD  HERRIES  said,  that  if  the 
Commissioners  made  use  of  the  power 
thus  entrusted  to  them,  they  could  insist 
on  the  University  Court  being  repre- 
sented on  the  governing  body  of  every 
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school  or  college  to  be  affiliated  to  the 
Universities.  That  appeared  to  him  a 
very  serious  matter,  if,  as  he  hoped 
and  trusted,  denominational  schools 
should  wish  to  be  affiliated,  it  might 
happen  that  the  University  Court,  with 
a  majority  consisting  of  members  of  the 
Ohurch  of  Scotland,  would  insist  that  a 
member  of  their  body  should  be  on  the 
governing  body  of  the  denominational 
schools ;  whether  Episcopal,  or  Boman 
Catholic,  or  Presbyterian.  He  thought 
the  clause  should  be  amended  so  as  not 
to  make  it  obligatory  on  the  University 
Court  to  be  represented  on  the  govern- 
ing bodies  of  those  Colleges,  because  he 
was  afraid  that  otherwise  it  would 
prevent  many  Colleges  from  becoming 
affiliated. 

TnK  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  objection  had  any 
foundation  in  fact.  After  all,  they  must 
remember  that  affiliation  under  the  Bill 
was  to  be  carried  on  by  the  mutual 
consent  of  both  parties,  and  if  a  college 
wishing  to  be  affiliated  made  it  a  con- 
dition that  the  University  should  not  be 
represented  on  its  governing  body,  and 
such  affiliation  was,  nevertheless,  de- 
sirable, he  did  not  think  that  the  Com- 
missioners would  insist  upon  a  condition 
which  would  put  an  end  to  the  scheme  of 
affiliation.  The  words  were  not  obliga- 
tory by  any  means.  They  were  to  enable 
arrangements  to  be  made  where  they 
were  deemed  requisite,  and  he  did  not 
think  a  governing  body  would  be  so 
insane,  or  the  Commissioners  so  unwise, 
as  to  introduce  a  condition  which  would 
be  absolutely  unacceptable  to  the  college 
treating  for  affiliation,  and  which  would 
put  an  end  to  all  possibility  of  affilia- 
tion. 

The  Maequess  op  LOTHIAN  said, 
that  he  had  carefully  considered  the 
noble  EarPs  (the  Earl  of  Rosebery's) 
Amendment,  and  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Herries)  might  be  assured  that,  if  it  had 
been  open  to  the  objection  raised  by 
him,  the  Government  would  not  have 
accepted  it ;  but  as  the  noble  Earl  had 
pointed  out,  it  was  purely  optional,  and, 
therefore,  the  fears  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  expressed  would  not  be 
realized. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  (University  of  St.  Andrew's. 
Powers). 

Lord  Merrtee 


On  the  Motion  of  the  Marquess  of 

Lothian  the  following  new  Sub-section 

was  added : — 

'*  In  tho  event  of  the  said  University  College 
being  afliliated  to  the  said  University,  to  regu- 
late the  time,  place,  and  manner  of  the  first 
election  of  the  assessors  to  bo  elected  to  the 
University  Court  by  the  General  Council, 
and  by  the  Senatus  Academicus  of  the  said 
University  after  such  afiiliation — which  election 
the  Commissioners  shall  appoint  to  take  place 
as  soon  as  conveniently  may  be  after  such 
afiSliation ;  and  the  assessor  then  in  office  shall 
demit  office  on  the  date  of  such  election." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Power  to  L^niversiiy  Court 
to  alter  ordinances). 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPER  DOWN  said, 
he  moved  to  delete  Sub-section  1,  giving 
power  to  alter  ordinances  with  re- 
spect to  the  appropriation  of  the  sum 
allotted  to  such  University  by  the  Com- 
missioners out  of  the  annual  grant. 
By  striking  out  that  sub-section  and 
making  the  words  general,  the  Univer- 
sity Court  would  in  future  have  power 
to  make  any  alteration  in  the  ordinances 
made  by  the  Commissioners,  or  any  new 
ordinances. 

Amendment  moved^  to  leave  out,  in 
page  15,  line  20,  Sub-section  (1). — {The 
Earl  of  Camperdown.) 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  would  consider  the  matter  before  the 
third  reading  stage. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

Further  Amendments  made;  Bill  to 
be  read  3*  on  Monday  next ;  and  to  be 
printed  as  amended.     (No.  165.) 

STANDING  ORDERS  OF  THE  HOUSE 

OF  LORDS. 

NOMINATION   OF   SELECT   (X>SCMITTEE. 

Moved^  that  the  Lords  following  bo 
named  of  the  Committee : — 


L.  Chancellor 
L.  Preiident, 

{V,  Cranbrook) 
L.  Privy  Seal, 

{E,  Cadogan 

D.  Buddngham   and 
Ghandos 

M.  SaUflbury 
M.  Bath 

E.  Derby 

E.      Pembroke      and 

Montgomery 
E.  Cowper 
E.  Carnarvon 
£.  MiUtown 
£.  Harrowby 


E.  Morloy 
E.  Camperdown 
E.  Qranville 
E.  Noithbrook 
E.  Selborne 
V.  Oxenbridgo 
L.  Womyss 

(E.  Wemyn) 
L.  Rosebery 

(E,  Boseberg) 
L.  Kintore 

{E.  Kintore) 
L.  Eoniy  (E.Dunraven 

and  Mount  Earl) 
L.  Herschell 
^{The  Lord  Privy  Seal) 
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Lord  HERSOHELL  said,  he  rose  to 
ask  a  question  with   reference « to  the 
scope   of  the   Committee.     The  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  who  spoke 
in  the  debate  the  previous  night,  ap- 
peared to  take  the  view  that  the  useful- 
ness of  their  Lordships*  House  depended 
in  the  main  upon  the  possibility  of  its 
coming  into    collision   with  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.     It  appeared  to 
him,   however,    that    their    Lordships' 
House  did  perform,  and  might  perform, 
most  useful  functions  in  cases  in  which 
there  could  be  no  possible  danger  of 
such  a  collision.     It  appeared  to  him 
also  that  their  Lordships  had  very  large 
and  useful  functions  to  perform  in  re- 
viewing and  revising  the  work  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  when  it  came 
up  for  consideration.   During  the  whole 
of  the  present  Session,  and  probably  the 
whole  of  the  past  Session,  in  dealing 
with  measures  which  had  come  from  the 
House  of  Commons,  their  Lordships  had 
dealt  with  them  in  such,  a  manner  as  to 
involve  no  risk  of  collision  between  the 
two  Houses.   Their  Lordships  had  been 
able  to  make  useful  Amendments,  which 
would  cause  the  work  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  operate  better  than  it  would 
have  done  had  no  such  revision  taken 
place.  It  appeared  to  him  that  it  would 
be  extremely  desirable    to    make  the 
work  done  by  their  Lordships  in  that 
direction  as  effective  as  possible.    There 
were  many  cases  in  which  the  object 
was  one  upon  which  they  all  agreed, 
and  the  general  method  to  be  pursued 
might  command  common  assent.    Yet 
the  success  of  the  measure  might,  to  a 
great  extent,   depend  on    the    careful 
thinking  out  of  details,  and   in  seeing 
that  its  provisions  were  consistent  and 
coherent.     He  did  not  think  this  work 
was    so  well    done    as    it    might    be. 
The  measures  which  came  before  their 
Lordships  were   of  various  kinds.    If 
they  excited  considerable  political  hos> 
tility  they  were    carefully    examined, 
their  provisions  were  critically  scanned. 
But    if,    as    often    was    the  case,  the 
measures  did  not  excite  that  keen  politi- 
cal interest,  though  useful  and  impor- 
tant in  their  character,  then  too  fre- 
quently it  was  the  business  of  no  one  in 
particular  to   look  into   them.     If  the 
measure  happened  to  be  one  which  inte- 
rested a  particular  Member  of  the  House, 
the  provisions  most  likely  were  carefully 
ei^amined ;  but  even  that  precaution  could 


not  always  be  relied  on  in  the  case  of 
all  Bills.  It  had  in  these  circumstances 
occurred  to  him  that  Standing  Orders 
Committees  of  their  Lordships'  House 
might  be  appointed  each  Session,  some« 
what  similar  to  the  Grand  Committees 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  to  which  cer- 
tain Bilh  might  be  referred,  unless  the 
House  otherwise  ordered.  Such  Com- 
mittees jwould  then  feel  it  to  be  their 
duty  to  examine  the  particular  Bills 
referred  to  them,  in  order  to  see 
whether  they  needed  amendment  or 
could  be  made  more  effective.  If 
the  Committee  were  to  have  the 
assistance,  as  they  might  well  have,  of 
one  skilled  draftsman,  whose  work  should 
consist  in  looking  critically  at  the  form 
of  legislation,  he  thought  they  might  be 
able  very  often  to  put  the  legislation 
into  better  shape,  and  prevent  those 
inconsistencies  and  blemishes  which  were 
often  found  to  greatly  mar  the  measure, 
and  lead  to  litigation.  He  would  ask 
the  noble  Lord,  therefore,  whether  he 
thought  this  question  was  one  which  would 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  Reference 
to  the  Committee ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
he  had  any  objection  to  the  addition  of 
words  providing  for  the  matter  being 
considered  by  the  Committee  ? 

Thb  lord  privy  seal  (Earl 
Cadooan)  said,  he  cordially  endorsed  what 
had  been  said  as  to  the  proceedings  of  their 
Lordships'  House  in  revising  measures 
which  came  from  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  Anything  which  would  in 
any  degree  tend  to  improve  or  strengthen 
their  dealing  with  those  measures  would 
obviously  be  of  great  benefit  not  only  to 
the  proceedings  of  the  House,  but  also 
to  the  progress  of  legislation  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  He  thought 
he  might  express  the  confident  opinion 
that  the  Reference  to  the  Committee  as 
it  at  present  existed  was  sufficient  to 
cover  the  objects  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  desired  to  attain.  He  had 
consulted  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
subject,  [and  he  also  was  of  the  same 
opinion — that  it  was  not  necessary  to 
enlarge  the  Reference  for  the  purpose 
mentioned  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord. 

The  Eabl  of  SELBORNE  said,  that 
had  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
been  present  he  felt  sure  that  he  would 
have  objected  to  the  rather  paradoxical 
manner  in  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  represented  the  opinions  of   the 
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noble  Duke,  as  expressed  the  previous 
evening.  He  did  not  think  the  noble 
Duke  said  that  the  usefulness  of  their 
Lordships*  House  consisted  in  the  possi- 
bility of  its  collision  with  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  What  he  said 
was  only  that  any  measure  which  would 
prevent  the  possibility  of  any  such  con- 
flict must  also  destroy  the  independence 
of  the  House  and  its  power  to  be  useful 
as  a  Second  Chamber. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  19M  June^  1888. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]— New  Member  Sworn  — John 
Sinclair,  esquire,  for  the  Ayr  District  of 
Burghs. 

Pbiyatb  Bills  {by  Order) — Third  Reading-' 
Alahama  Great  Southern  Railway  *  ;  Bir- 
mingham and  Henley-in-Arden  Railway  *  ; 
Bristol  Port  Extension  Railways  * ;  Oxford, 
Ayleshury,  and  Metropolitan  Junction  Rail- 
way.* 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firet  Reading  — 
Bishop's  Authority  Regulation  *  [300]. 

Committee— JjozsX  Government  (England  and 
Wales)  [182]  [Eighth  JfiyA^]— r.p. 

Considered  ae  amended-~0\isXximR  (Wine  Duty) 
[293]. 

Pboyisioval  Order  'Quaa-- Second  Reading  — 
Local  Gh>vemment  (Ireland)  (Coleraine,  &c.)* 
[297]. 

Considered  a$  amended— Tmmw&jB  (No.  2)  * 
[242]. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 


PASSENGERS     ACT  —  HOSPITALS    OF 
PASSENGER-CARRYING  STEAMERS. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co..  Mid)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Under  what  circumstances  are  hospitals 
on  board  Transatlantic  and  foreign- 
bound  passenger- carrying  steamers  per- 
mitted to  be  used,  and  for  what  pur- 
poses other  than  hospital  purposes  ;  by 
what  means  can  the  Board  prevent  and 
detect  infringement  of  its  Rules  on  such 
vessels  after  the  steamer  has  left  port ; 
on  how  many  Transatlantic  steamers  are 
there  dispensaries  properly  fitted  up  and 
apart  from  the  hospital  or  surgeon's 
xookn;    are  precautions   always   taken 

Thi  Earl  of  Selbome 


that  the  hospitals  are  so  situated  that 
sick  and  injured  can  always,  and  in  all 
weather,  be  readily  taken  there  without 
undue  risk  or  exposure,  and  do  any 
Rules  exist  having  regard  to  the  loca- 
tion of  such  hospitals ;  and,  are  precau- 
tions taken  by  the  Board  of  Trade  In- 
spectors with  respect  to  the  relative 
positions  of  the  surgeon's  cabin  and 
hospitals,  that  the  latter  shall  be  in 
every  weather  easy  of  access  to  the 
medical  officer  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
HicKS-BEACH)(Bristol,  W.),  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  no  knowledge  of  any  cases  in  which 
the  hospital  spaces  in  the  vessels  coming 
under  tne  Passengers  Act  had  been  per- 
mitted to  be  used  for  other  than  hos- 
pital purposes;  but  in  cases  of  emer- 
gency— such  as  the  rescue  of  a  crew  and 
passengers  of  another  ship — any  space 
not  required  for  patients  might  possibly 
be  so  utilized.  The  Board  of  Trade  had 
no  means  of  preventing  or  detecting  in- 
fringements of  its  Rules  after  a  vessel 
had  left  port ;  but  if  any  evidence  was 
brought  to  his  notice  which  would  jus- 
tify a  prosecution  he  would  certainly  act 
upon  it.  The  Board  of  Trade  had  no 
power  to  institute  any  requirements  as 
to  the  fitting  up  or  situation  of  the  dis- 

Eensaries  on  the  Transatlantic  steamers ; 
ut  he  understood  that  the  Rules  laid 
down  in  the  Passengers  Act  were  com- 
plied with,  and  that  dispensaries  were 
so  situated  that  patients  could,  in  all 
weathers,  be  readUy  taken  there  without 
undue  risk  or  exposure.  He  could  give 
the  hon.  Member  no  information  as  to 
the  relative  positions  of  surgeons'  cabin 
and  hospitals.  The  Board  of  Trade  had 
no  power  in  the  matter. 

Dr.  TANNER  asked,  with  reference 
to  the  first  portion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  answer,  whether  it  was  only 
under  such  circumstances  as  he  had  de- 
scribed that  hospital  accommodation 
would  be  used  in  these  vessels  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKSBEACH 
said,  that  was  his  belief.  He  had  made 
the  best  inquiry  in  his  power  into  the 
matter,  and  he  had  told  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber all  he  knew.  He  would  promise  the 
hon.  Member  that  if  any  infringement 
that  would  warrant  a  prosecution  were 
brought  under  his  notice  a  prosecution 
would  be  at  once  begun. 

Dr.  TANNER  explained  that  he  had 
asked  repeatedly  this  Question,  in  the 
hope  that  the  Rules  of  the  Board  of 
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Trade  would  be  carried  out ;  and  he  did 
it  for  the  benefit  of  poor  emigrants  who 
could  not  possibly  have  time  to  get  their 
grievances  remedied  themselves. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

8m  MICHAEL  HIOKSBEACH 
said,  he  did  not  at  all  complain  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Question.  He  should 
be  happy  to  have  his  attention  called  to 
any  infringement  of  the  Bules  that  oc- 
curred, and  would  do  everything  in  his 
power  to  enforce  the  law. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IREL/IND)— INTER- 
FERENCE OF  THE  POLICE  WITH 
STREET  NEWSPAPER  VENDORS  AT 
CORK. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  if  he  is  aware  that  the  fol- 
lowing cases  of  police  interference  with, 
and  intimidation  of,  street  newspaper 
vendors  have  occurred  in  the  City  of 
Cork — namely,  Denis  Desmond  (young 
lad),  who  refused  to  sell  to  a  policeman 
a  copy  of  United  Ireland^  arrested  by 
Sergeant  Kennedy,  and  detained  for  a 
short  time  in  Bridewell ;  Denis  McCarthy 
(young  lad),  refused  to  sell  a  copy  of  Th^ 
Cork  Examiner  to  Police  Sergeant  Power, 
arrested  by  Sergeant  Power,  taken  to 
the  Bridewell,  and  detained  there  for 
some  time;  John  Eadley  (young  lad), 
refused  to  sell  a  copy  of  United  Ireland 
and  Cork  Examiner  to  policeman,  arrested 
by  Sergeant  Power,  taken  to  Bridewell, 
and  detained  there  for  some  time; 
Cornelius  Coakley  (young  lad),  arrested 
for  refusing  to  sell  to  policeman  a  copy 
of  United  Ireland  and  Cork  Examiner  by 
Sergeant  Power,  taken  to  the  Bridewell, 
and  detained  there  for  some  time  ; 
Patrick  Bradley  (young  lad),  arrested 
under  circumstances  similar  to  the  above 
by  Sergeant  Power;  Patrick  Carleton 
(young  lad),  refused  to  sell  a  copy  of 
Cork  Herald  to  policeman,  arrested  by 
Sergeant  O'Leary,  and  lodged  in  Bride- 
well for  some  time;  Michael  Murphy 
(an  old  man  of  70),  he  refused  to  sell  a 
copy  of  the  Examimr  to  policeman  on 
beat,  and  the  policeman  kicked  the  old 
man*8  box  about,  scattered  his  papers, 
cuflfed  the  old  man,  and  warned  him 
against  selling  the  newspaper;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  these  occurrences, 
he  will  order  an  independent  inquiry 
into  these  matters  ? 

VOIi,  CCOXXVIL    [ininp  SERIES.] 


The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  A  man 
named  Denis  Desmond,  described  as  a 
porter,  and  who  was  a  considerable 
time  ago  a  newsvendor,  was  arrested  by 
Constable  Lambert  on  a  charge  of 
drunkenness,  and  subsequently  com- 
mitted to  prison  in  default  of  payment 
of  a  fine  of  58.  Denis  McCarthy  and 
John  Radley  were  arrested  by  Sergeant 
Power,  not  for  refusing  in  either  case  to 
sell  a  copy  of  any  newspaper,  but  for 
street  obstruction  and  refusing  to  move 
on.  Cornelius  Coakley  does  not  appear 
to  have  been  arrested  at  all  by  Sergeant 
Power.  He  was,  however,  summoned 
by  Constable  Barber  for  stone- thro  wing 
in  the  streets,  and  fined  5«.  Bartholomew 
(not  Patrick)  Bradley  was  arrested,  not 
by  Sergeant  Power  but  by  Constable 
Donoghue,  for  street  obstruction,  and 
discharged  at  the  police-court  with  a 
caution.  Patrick  Carleton  was  not 
arrested  by  Sergeant  O'Leary,  nor  can 
his  arrest  for  any  offence  be  traced. 
Michael  Murphy  states  that  some  time 
ago  a  policeman  gave  his  box  a  kick 
without  any  cause,  but  did  not  touch 
himself,  and  that  it  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  sale  of  a  paper  to  the  police- 
man. None  of  the  persons  named  were, 
therefore,  arrested  in  connection  with 
the  sale  of,  or  refusal  to  sell,  the  papers, 
but  for  other  offences ;  and  on  the  occa- 
sion of  two  of  these  persons  being  be- 
fore the  police-court,  one  of  the  Local 
Justices  is  reported  to  have  said  that — 

"  He  took  that  opportunity  of  stating  that 
the  miscondact  of  newsvendors  in  the  streets  of 
the  city  was  becoming  intolerable,  and  should 
be  put  a  stop  to." 

Me.  FLYNN  said,  arising  out  of  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if 
he  laid  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
affidavits  by  the  foUowing  persons  with 
regard  to  certain  circumstances,  would 
he  then  undertake  to  institute  the  inde- 
pendent inquiry  which  he  had  asked  for 
— namely,  that  Denis  Desmond,  men- 
tioned in  this  Question,  refused  to  sell  a 
copy  of  a  newspaper  to  the  constable 
mentioned.  The  constable  said  to  him — 
**  I  will  make  you  give  it.  Come  along 
with  me."  He  then  took  him  into 
custody,  and  on  the  way  to  the  Bride- 
well he  asked  him — **  Will  you  give  me 
the  paper  before  I  put  you  in  ?  "  and 
having  taken  the  boy  as  far  as  the 
Bridewell  he  then  released  him.    The 
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affidavit  also  of  John  Radley,  17  years 
of  age,  who  has  been  selling  papers  in 
Oork  for  a  number  of  years,  stated  that 
he  was  arrested  by  Sergeant  Power,  also 
mentioned  in  the  Question,  because  he 
refused  to  sell  him  a  copy  of  The  Cork 
Examiner,  He  was  arrested  and  taken 
to  the  Bridewell. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Member  is  now  exceeding  the  limits 
of  a  Question.  He  is  simply  making  a 
counter  statement. 

Mr.  FLYNN  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  laid  these  affidavits  be- 
fore him  would  he  grant  the  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BiUiiFOUR  said,  he  should 
be  delighted  to  consider  any  information 
the  hon.  Member  laid  before  him. 

Mr.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  asked, 
what  was  the  meaning  of  the  expression 
"  street  obstruction  ?  " 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  it  was  a 
well  understood  definition ;  but  he  did 
not  like  to  give  any  express  meaning 
to  it. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast  W.)  said,  with 
reference  to  the  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  these  arrests  were  made 
for  street  obstruction,  he  wished  to  ask 
him  if  it  were  not  the  fact  that  the 
question  of  obstruction  of  the  streets 
had  been  always  left  by  the  Authorities 
in  the  hands  of  the  Corporation  of  Oork ; 
and,  also,  whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that 
the  arrests  on  various  pretences  of  men 
and  boys  selling  newspapers  had  only 
begun  since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
desired  to  suppress  the  sale  of  certain 
newspapers  in  Ireland;  and,  further, 
whether  the  arrests  of  newspaper 
vendors  in  Ireland  had  been  discon- 
tinued or  not  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did  not 
quite  catch  the  drift  of  the  Question.  He 
apprehended  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
police  to  see  that  street  obstruction  did 
not  take  place. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  Arising  out  of  that 
answer 

Mr. SPEAKER:  Order!  Mr. Harris. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)— A 
TOWN  HALL,  &c.  FOR  BALLINA8L0E. 
Mr.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  (for  Mr. 
Harris)  (Galway,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
inhabitants  of  Ballinasloe  suffer  great 
inconvenience  for  want  of  a  Town  Hall 
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that  could  be  used  as  a  place  for  the 
transaction  of  public  business;  that 
there  are  two  Halls  in  the  town — 
namely,  the  Agricultural  Hall  and  the 
Farming  Society  Building,  both  of  which 
were  erected  for  public  uses  and  in  a 
great  degree  by  pul^lic  money,  but  have 
now  passed  into  the  hands  of  the  ground 
landlords  who  have  rented  them  to  pri- 
vate individuals ;  and,  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Town  Commissioners 
have  been  unable  to  secure  the  Agricul- 
tural Hall  as  a  Town  Hall,  though  they 
ofiPered  to  give  the  same  rent  for  it  as  is 
paid  at  present ;  and,  if  so,  would  the 
Local  Government  Board,  by  their 
advice  or  otherwise,  aid  the  townspeople 
of  Ballinasloe  in  their  legal  efforts  to 
get  possession  of  this  Hall  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Town  Clerk  at  Ballinasloe  states  that 
inconvenience  is  felt  for  want  of  a  Town 
Hall ;  also  that  the  two  Halls  referred 
to  are  used  for  commercial  purposes ; 
and  further,  that  the  landlord  of  the 
Agricultural  Hall  had  refused  to  dis- 
possess the  present  tenant  when  the 
Town  Commissioners  asked  him  to  rent 
the  building  to  them.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  will  give  due  attention 
to  any  application  made  to  them  by  the 
Ballinasloe  Town  Commissioners  to 
sanction  a  loan  to  provide  a  building  for 
a  Town  Hall.  The  Board  have  no  fur- 
ther power  in  the  matter. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    (IRE LAND) -A 
PUBLIC  NUISANCE  IN  BALLINASLOE. 
Mr.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  (for  Mr. 
Harris)  (Galway,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  is  aware  that  in  the 
most  central  position  in  Ballinasloe  there 
are  sheds  which  are  used  as  slaughter- 
houses,  which  emit  a  most    offensive 
odour,  dangerous  to  the  health  of  the 
town ;  that  the  inhabitants  of  Ballinasloe 
and  the  Town  Commissioners  signed  a 
requisition  asking  Lord  Clancarty  to  re- 
move those  sheds,  on  the  ground  that 
they  were  a  public  nuisance,  an  impedi- 
ment to  the  traffic,  and  a  disfigurement 
to  the  town ;  that  his  Lordship  refused, 
on  the  ground  that  they  were  a  market 
house,  in  which  his  family  had  a  vested 
interest  of  such  a  nature  that  he  had  no 
legal  right  to  disturb  it,  especially  as  it 
had  relation  to  the  tolls  and  customs ; 
and|  if  so,  would  the  Looivl  Qovemment 
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Board  interfere  and  caase  the  removal 
of  these  sheds,  and  thus  prerent  the 
expense  of  a  law-suit  ? 

Thr  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoitk]  (Manchester,  £.):  It  ap- 
pears that  the  Tonn  Commissi  oners 
have  made  representations  to  the  land- 
lord of  the  nature  indicated  in  the  Ques- 
tion, and  that  he  has  doolined  to  aot  on 
them  for  the  reasons  stated.  The  Town 
Olerk,  however,  reports  that  at  present 
no  offeosivs  odours  are  emitted  from  the 
premises  referred  to,  as  the  owner  has 
taken  steps  to  keep  them  in  a  cleanlj 
condition.  The  Ballinasloe  Urban  Sani- 
tary Authority  have  extensive  powers 
under  the  Fublia  Health  Act  to  deal 
with  the  case  of  nuisances  arising^  within 
their  district,  and  it  is  their  duty  to 
remedy  any  such  state  of  things. 

Mb.  BHADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  would  the  Assistant  Commissioner 
be  making  any  inquiry  at  BalliDasloe  as 
to  the  market  tolls  there  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  could 
not  answer  the  Question  without  Notice. 

DOMINION  OP  CANADA— IMMIGRA- 
TION  OF  DESTITUTE  LABOURERS. 
Mb.  BRADLAUOH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Toronto  Trades  and  Labour  Council 
complain  that  the  immigration  into 
Canada  of  destitute  labourers  from  Gireat 
Britain  is  encouraged  by  persons  in 
England  describing  themselves  as  Qo- 
vemmeat  agents ;  whether  William  Bar- 
low, of  lOGa,  Market  Street,  Manchester, 
correctly  describes  himself  as  "Govern- 
ment Immigration  Agent,"  and  as  "  ap- 
pointed passage  broker  by  the  Board  of 
Trade;"  and,  whether  representations 
cironlated  by  William  Bsrlow  as  to  the 
state  of  the  labour  market  in  Canada 
have  any  official  sanction? 

The  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-BeachI  (Briatol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  give  no  information  as  to 
immigrationtoOanada.  That  was  rather 
a  Question  for  the  Colonial  Department. 
He  gathered  from  newspaper  reports 
that  the  Toronto  Trades  and  Labour 
Council  had  made  the  complaint  referred 
to  in  the  Question.  The  person  named 
William  Barlow  mentioned  in  the  Ques- 
tion was  not,  as  far  as  he  could  learn, 
included  in  the  records  of  the  Of&oe  in 


the  list  of  licensed  passage  brokers,  who 
were  licensed  by  Uie  local  magistrates 
under  the  sanction  of  the  Board;  but 
he  was  informed  that  several  licensed 
passage  brokers  had  appointed  Barlow 
as  their  agent. 

PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION— EVI- 
DENCE BEFORE  THE  JOINT  COM- 
MITTEE. 

Mb.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  the  sum  of 
£1,429,  referred  to  in  last  Tuesday's 
evidence  before  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Private  Bill  Legislation,  as  having  been 
paid  to  the  Glasgow  Boundaries  Oom- 
missioners  and  their  clerks,  was  paid  by 
the  Treasury  or  by  the  City  of  Glas- 
gow? 

ThbLORD  ADVOCATE(Mr. J.H.A. 
Macdoit&ld)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  The  sum  in  ques- 
tion was  paid  by  the  City  of  Glasgow. 

Mb.  HUZIER  :  Arising  out  of  that 
answer,  may  I  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  it  is  customary  for  one  of  the 
parties  interested  in  the  decision  of  a 
Commission  to  recompense  the  Members 
of  the  Commission  ? 

Mb,  J.  H.A.  MACDONALD:  lam 
not  aware. 

INLAND  fiEVENOE-BNGLISH-OBOWN 
TOBACCO. 

Mb.  ORILLT  (Mayo,  N.)  asked  Mr. 
Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
hie  attention  has  been  directed  to  an  ex- 
haustive experiment  made  by  Messrs. 
Cope  and  Co.  in  the  manufacture  of  an 
extensive  crop  of  English  tobacco  grown 
by  Messrs.  Carter  and  Co.;  and,  whether 
he  will  oause  an  inquiry  by  experts  into 
the  results  attending  the  experiment, 
with  the  view,  if  possible,  of  relaxing 
the  fiscal  restrictions  upon  the  culture  Of 
tobacco  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschht)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Experiments  have 
been  made  by  Messrs.  Carter  and  Oo. 
in  the  manufacture  of  cut  and  roll 
tobaaoo  from  English  -  grown  leaf. 
Great  care  appears  to  have  been  exer- 
cised in  the  manufacture  of  the 
article ;  but  according  to  the  best  in- 
formation which  I  have  been  able  to 
obtain,  the  result  has  not  been  very 
satisfactory.    The  tobacco  is  stated  to 
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be  deficient  in  flavour  and  character; 
but  I  should  be  sorry  to  use  any  words 
which  would  discourage  such  experi- 
ments being  tried.  I  think  that  it  is 
only  experience  which  will  show  the 
value  to  smokers  of  this  tobacco.  No 
inquiry  by  exports  would  be  so  valuable 
as  a  practical  test  by  hon.  Members 
accustomed  to  smoke;  and  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers wish  it  a  sample  of  this  tobacco  will 
be  placed  in  the  Smoking  Room.  I  am 
afraid  there  can  be  no  change  in  the 
Fiscal  Eegulations,  which  are  not  at 
present  unnecessarily  stringent.  I  am 
anxious  to  facilitate  the  progress  of  these 
experiments ;  but  the  revenue  from 
tobacco  is  so  large  that  it  is  impossible 
to  make  any  form  of  relaxation  that 
would  in  no  way  threaten  the  Be- 
venue. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— RE- 
MOVAL OF  SHERIFF  CLERK  DEPUTE 
FROM  TOBERMORY  TO  OBAN. 

Colonel  MALCOLM  (Argyllshire) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  Sheriff  Clerk  Depute 
has  been  removed  from  Tobermory  to 
Oban,  and  has  taken  with  him  all  the 
ordinary  business,  or  processes  in  exist- 
ence, or  connected  with  the  Crofting 
Begistry;  and,  if  this  is  correct,  whe- 
ther he  will  direct  such  business  to  be 
returned  to  Tobermory  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  The  Sheriff  Clerk 
Depute  who  was  formerly  at  Tobermory 
is  now  removed  to  Oban,  which  is  to  be 
the  seat  of  the  Court  for  the  district; 
but  there  will  be  a  Sheriff  Clerk  Depute 
at  Tobermory,  and  I  shall  make  inouiry 
as  to  the  arrangements  to  be  made  to 
prevent  any  avoidable  inconvenience  in 
oonsequenoe  of  the  change. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— APPLICA- 
TIONS FOR  FAIR  RENTS  IN  BANTRY 
DISTRICT. 

Me.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  400  origi- 
nating notices  to  have  fair  rents  fixed 
have  been  served  in  the  Bantry  District 
on  or  about  last  September;  whether 
only  24  have  been  listed  for  hearing; 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  tmit 
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several  of  the  landlords  in  that  district 
have  taken  legal  proceedings  to  recover 
the  present  exorbitant  rents,  he  will 
provide  a  remedy  for  this  state  of 
affairs  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfouu)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Land  Commissioners  inform  me  there 
were  214  applications  to  fix  fair  rents 
lodged  with  them  during  the  month  of 
September  last  by  tenants  in  the  Poor 
Law  Union  of  Bantry.  A  Sub- Commis- 
sion has  been  working  in  the  County  of 
Cork  since  November  1  last,  and  will 
continue  there  until  the  end  of  July; 
but  the  Commissioners  have  been  unable, 
consistently  with  the  claims  of  other 
Unions,  to  list  more  than  25  cases  from 
the  Bantry  Union.  That  number  in- 
cludes all  applications  lodged  up  to 
September  26  last.  As  regards  the 
concluding  portion  of  the  Question,  the 
District  Inspector  of  Constabulary  re- 
ports that,  so  far  as  ho  can  at  present 
ascertain,  no  landlords  have  taken  pro- 
ceedings to  recover  rent  in  the  Bantry 
District  in  the  manner  alleged. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  said,  he  was  in 
possession  of  information  to  the  effect 
that  landlords  were  taking  legal  pro- 
ceedings against  these  tenants  for  the 
recovery  of  the  exorbitant  rents. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  should 
be  happy  to  receive  any  information 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  lay 
before  him. 

WAR  OFFICE— FOLKESTONE  JUBILEE 

HOSPITAL— SALE  OF  LAND  IN  THE 

BAYLE. 

SiE  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  in  respect  to  the  Folkestone 
Jubilee  Hospital,  he  will  decide,  with- 
out delay,  either  not  to  sell  the  site  of 
the  disused  battery  on  the  **  Bayle''  at 
Folkestone  for  any  purposes  whatever, 
or  to  sell  it  for  the  purposes  of  the 
much-needed  hospital  at  a  price  to  be 
stated,  or  to  put  it  up  to  auction ;  and, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  provision 
of  this  Jubilee  Hospital  has  been  de- 
layed, for  want  of  a  site,  for  a  year  and 
a  quarter  ? 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (A 
Lord  of  the  Treasury)  (Wigton)  (who 
replied)  said :  It  is  not  yet  decided 
whether  the  site  of  the  battery  on  the . 
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Bayle  shall  be  sold  or  not ;  but  if  it  is,  it 
will  be  sold  by  public  auction. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE  —  COUNTY 
COURT  DEPARTMENT,  WARWICK- 
FAILURE  OF  MESSRS.  GREENWAYS* 
BANK. 

Mb,  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  any,  and  what,  funds  belong- 
ing to  the  Warwick  County  Court  De- 
partment were  in  the  hands  of  Green- 
ways'  Bank  at  the  time  of  its  stoppage  ; 
whether  such  funds  stood  in  the  bankers' 
books  as  a  public  or  private  account ; 
and,  whether  any  loss  to  the  public  will 
arise  therefrom  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  The  sum  of  £362  8«.  llrf, 
belonging  to  the  Warwick  County  Court 
Department  was  in  the  hands  of  Green- 
ways'  Bank  at  the  time  of  its  stoppage. 
It  stood  in  the  bank  books  in  the  name 
of  the  Begistrar  qud  Hegistrar ;  and 
only  Court  moneys  were  paid  into  the 
account,  and  only  drafts  in  respect  of 
the  Court  were  drawn  upon  it.  The 
amount  of  loss  to  the  public  will  depend 
upon  the  realization  of  the  estate. 

Mb.  BRADLAUQH  asked,  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  the 
[Registrar  of  the  Court  was  a  partner  of 
the  defaulting  bankers  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  did  not  know 
whether  that  was  so  or  not.  He  was 
having  the  whole  of  the  circumstances 
investigated,  with  the  view  of  ascertain- 
ing whether  any  further  steps  should  be 
taken. 

POLICE  COURTS  (METROPOLIS)— AC- 
COMMODATION OF  PRISONERS 
AWAITING    TRIAL. 

Mr.  T.  FIELDEN  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middleton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he 
has  yet  received  aEeport  from  the  Com- 
mittee which  he  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  accommodation  of  prisoners 
awaiting  trial  at  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Courts  and  at  other  Courts  of  Summary 
Jurisdiction  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  pro- 
poses to  lay  the  Eeport  before  Parlia- 
ment? 

Tdb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthrws)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  received  the  Report,  which 
should  be  laid  on  the  Table. 


THE  CONSTABULARY  FORCE  (ENG- 
LAND AND  WALES)  — THE  FIRST 
REPORT  OF  THE  COMMISSIONERS 
IN  1839. 

Me.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON(Shrop. 
shire,  Oswestry)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
in  view  of  the  importance  of  circulating 
correct  information  as  to  the  County 
Constabulary  and  the  principles  on  which 
the  present  establishments  were  founded, 
he  will  order  the  First  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  best  means  of  establishing  an  efficient 
Constabulary  Force  in  the  Counties  of 
England  and  Wales,  presented  in  1839, 
to  oe  reprinted  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT  (Mr.  Stuabt-Wortley  )  (Shef- 
field,  Hallam)  (who  replied)  said,  the 
Report  was  of  a  voluminous  character, 
and  its  production  would  be  very  costly. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  all  questions 
affecting  the  Constabulary  in  counties 
would  be  settled  by  the  House  before  it 
could  be  published,  he  did  not  think  any 
advantage  would  accrue,  and  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  press  for  it. 

EVICTIONS   (IRELAND)-EVICTION  AT 

CLOGHER. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.] 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  following 
account  of  an  eviction  in  Ireland,  which 
is  taken  from  a  London  paper : — 

<' An  eviction  was  carried  out  yesterday  on 
the  property  of  Mr.  Montroy  GledstaneB  r  ar- 
dross,  Qogher,  telegraphs  our  Dublin  corre- 
spondent. Nearly  40  police  were  in  attendance. 
The  evicted  family  numbers  six  members.  One, 
a  blind  boy,  received  the  last  sacrament  last 
evening,  and  the  father,  an  old  man  of  80  years, 
was  so  weak  and  ill  as  to  appear  utterly  uncon- 
scious of  what  was  going  on  around  him. 
Another  son  besought  the  Sub-Sheriff  (Mr. 
McKclvey)  to  delay  the  removal  of  the  father 
from  bed  till  the  parish  priest  might  be  sent  for, 
as  the  arrival  of  McKelvey  had  tsLken  the  family 
by  surprise,  but  the  officer  was  inexorable.  The 
old  man  was  then  transferred  from  his  bed  to  a 
cart,  in  which  he  was  convened  to  the  house  of 
a  son-in-law,  where  he  received  the  last  sacra- 
ment immediately  afterwards  from  the  parish 
priest ; " 

and,  whether  it  is  not  in  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  refuse  to  allow  the 
forces  of  the  Crown  to  be  used  in  evicting 
persons  under  such  painful  circum- 
stances? 
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The  chief  SEOEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  making  local  inquiries,  and 
had  not  yet  heard  the  result.  His 
experience  was,  however,  that  these 
sensational  reports  were  invariably 
grossly  inaccurate. 

THE  MAGISTIIACY(IRELAND)— MESSRS. 
GARDINER  AND  REDMOND,  R.M.— 
CASTLEMARTYR. 

Mr.  MAONEILL  (Donegal  S.)  asked 
the  OhiefSecretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Resident  Magis- 
trates Gardiner  and  Eedmond,  who  on 
the  31st  of  May,  at  Castlemartyr,  con- 
victed Thomas  Benny  of  conspiring  not 
to  supply  goods  to  a  member  of  the 
Irish  Constabulary,  and  sentenced  him 
to  the  fullest  term  of  imprisonment  per- 
missible without  appeal,  were  before 
their  appointments  as  Besident  Magis- 
trates officers  of  the  Irish  Constabulary ; 
and,  for  what  periods,  respectively,  did 
Messrs.  Gardiner  and  Bedmond  serve 
in  the  Irish  Constabulary,  and  what 
rank  did  they  hold  in  that  force  ? 

The  chief  SECBETABY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  Both 
the  Besident  Magistrates  named  served 
in  the  Constabulary  as  officers.  Mr. 
Gardiner  served  from  February  2,  1867, 
to  January  27,  1881 ;  and  Mr.  Bedmond 
from  July  10,  1850,  to  September  10, 
1860.  Both  he]d  the  rank  of  Sub-In- 
spector. That  title  is  now  changed  to 
District  Inspector.  Both  were  declared 
legally  qualified  under  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act  of  1882,  and  have  been  like- 
wise declared  qualified  under  the  Act  of 
last  Session. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary, whether  he  would  in  future  try 
to  make  some  provision  when  an  ofiPence 
against  the  Constabulary  was  tried  under 
the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) Act;  that  ex- Constabulary  officers 
should  not  exclusively  compose  the 
tribunal  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  see  no 
reason  why  such  an  arrangement  should 
be  made. 

INLAND  REVENUE- EXEMPTION  FROM 

THE  INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY. 

Mr.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 


ther he  will  allow  the  terms  of  the  Bule 
recently  made  with  a  view  of  extending 
the  interpretation  of  the  Treasury  Minute 
of  February,  1884,  giving  exemption 
from  the  Inhabited  House  Duty  to  tene- 
ments under  the  annual  value  of  £20, 
to  be  made  public  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  extension  which 
has  been  made  in  the  concession  granted 
by  the  Treasury  in  February,  1884,  is  as 
follows: — Where  several  tenements  each 
structurally  separate,  and  which  taken 
together  fall  short  of  £20  annual  value, 
are  occupied  by  the  same  tenant,  they 
are  exempted  from  payment  of  duty, 
just  as  they  would  be  severally  exempt 
if  inhabited  by  several  tenants. 

SWITZERLAND  —  ENGLISH 
DOCTORS. 

Mr.  OAUSTON  (South wark,  W.)  (for 
Dr.  Farquharson)  (Aberdeenshire,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  has  any 
further  information  to  give  the  House 
as  to  the  result  of  the  negotiations  he 
has  been  carrying  on  with  the  Swiss 
Government  regarding  the  rights  of 
English  doctors  to  practise  in  that 
country  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  am  glad  to  say  that, 
since  the  hon.  Member  last  inquired  on 
this  subject,  it  has  assumed  a  more 
hopeful  appearance.  There  is  reason 
to  expect  that  temporary  measures  will 
be  adopted  by  certain  Cantonal  Autho- 
rities, by  which  British  physicians  will 
be  enabled  to  practise,  and  I  hope  that 
a  permanent  and  reciprocal  arrangement 
may  be  arrived  at. 

Mr.  C  AUSTON  asked,  whether  it  was 
probable  that  the  more  favourable  ar- 
rangement would  apply  to  the  whole  of 
Switzerland,  and  not  merely  the  excepted 
parts  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FEBGUSSON  said,  no 
effort  would  be  spared  to  conclude  a 
satisfactory  arrangement.  There  were, 
as  the  hon.  Member  was  aware,  con- 
siderable difRculties  in  consequence  of 
the  Swiss  doctors  requiring  complete 
reciprocity,  which  they  could  not  obtain, 
unless  they  wore  allowed  to  practise  in 
the  British  Colonies. 
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CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IREIxAJO))  ACT,  1887— ARRESTS  AT 
CURASS,  KANTURK. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  received 
any  information  concerning  the  arrest  of 
six  tenants — namely,  Denis  Fitzpatrick, 
P.  Murphy,  John  Field,  Thomas  Fraw- 
ley,  Timothy  Daly,  and  Daniel  Daly, 
at  Curass,  near  Kanturk,  a  short  time 
after  midnight  of  Wednesday  last,  on  a 
charge  of  unlawful  assembly  and  crimi- 
nal conspiracy,  alleged  to  have  been 
committed  on  March  23  last;  if  he  can 
state  why  these  men  were  summarily 
arrested  and  taken  from  their  beds  at 
this  time  of  night,  and  not  proceeded 
against  in  the  ordinary  way  by  sum- 
mons; if  he  is  aware  that  these  men 
were  kept  in  the  police  barrack  all  day 
on  Thursday,  from  2  or  3  o'clock  a.m. 
to  7.30  p.m.,  and  then  released  on  bail 
by  Mr.  Seagrave,  E.M. ;  and,  if  these 
facts  are  correct,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  prevent  untried  prisoners  in 
Ireland  from  being  exposed  to  similar 
treatment  in  future  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baltouk)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
District  Inspector  of  Constabulary  re- 
ports that  the  prisoners  were  arrested  at 
about  2  a.m.  The  matter  referred  to  is, 
I  understand,  one  that  rests  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  magistrate  before  whom 
the  informations  are  laid.  The  delay  in 
granting  bail  was  due  to  the  absence  of 
the  Besident  Magistrate  at  Buttevant 
Petty  Sessions,  from  which  he  was  un- 
able to  return  until  about  6  p.m.  on  the 
day  in  question.  I  have  given  to  the 
House  all  the  information  I  have  been 
able  to  obtain,  but  I  will  cause  further 
inquiry  to  be  made. 

The  LOED  MAYOE  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  with 
reference  to  the  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  these  men  were  arrested 
and  taken  from  their  bed  at  night,  he 
wished  to  ask  him  why  it  was  that  the 
Government  had  waited  about  three 
months,  and  then  arrested  these  men 
and  took  them  from  their  beds  at  night, 
though  they  immediately  afterwards 
assented  to  their  release  on  bail  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  have  stated 
just  now  that  I  have  given  all  the  in- 


formation I  possess  to  the  House ;  but 
I  am  making  further  inquiries. 

Mb.  FLYNN  asked,  was  not  the  town 
of  Kanturk  in  telegraphic  communication 
with  London,  and  had  not  the  Question 
been  down  on  Friday  afternoon  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  paying  him  an  over- 
powering compliment ;  because,  in  spite 
of  assurance  that  he  had  given  all  the 
information  he  could,  the  hon.  Member 
still  refused  to  believe  his  ignorance. 

Mr.  CEILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  the 
Eesident  Magistrate,  though  absent  in 
this  case,  had  been  conveniently  present 
at  midnight  in  other  cases  to  send  men 
to  gaol  ? 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  said,  he  knew 
the  Eesident  Magistrate  had  been  at 
Petty  Sessions. 

Mr.  sexton  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  repeat  the  Question  on  Monday, 
as  he  did  not  believe  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  ignorance. 

PIERS   AND    HARBOURS    (IRELAND)— 
HARBOUR  AT  ROSSLARE. 

Mr.  MACLUEE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  having  regard  to 
the  facts  that  upwards  of  £110,000  of 
public  money  has  been  expended  on  the 
harbour  at  Eosslare  and  on  the  railway 
leading  thereto  ;  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  on  Harbour  Ac- 
commodation reported  in  1884  that  the 
case  of  Eosslare  Harbour  was  deserving 
the  attention  of  the  Treasury ;  and  that 
the  Eoyal  Commission  appointed  by  the 
present  Government  has  also  reported  in 
favour  of  its  completion,  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  a  Vote  for  that  purpose 
during  the  present  Session? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said :  The  recommendation  of 
the  recent  Eoyal  Commission  on  Public 
Works  was  qualified  by  the  condition 
that  the  Harbour  of  Eosslare  should  be 
brought  under  the  same  management  as 
that  of  Wexford.  I  have  no  information 
as  to  whether  such  a  course  would  be 
acceptable  to  the  Local  Harbour  Autho- 
rities at  Wexford  ;  and  at  present,  there- 
fore, I  do  not  see  my  way  to  re-open  the 
question  of  a  further  advance  for  an 
extension  of  the  works  at  Eosslare. 
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Under  these  ciroumstanoes  he  proposed 
to  assent  to  the  Amendment  now  before 
the  Committee  to  omit  the  words,  "  No- 
thing in  this  Act  shall  affect."  By 
taking  this  course  the  entire  question 
would  be  raised  as  to  who  should  have 
the  control  of  the  county  police  and  the 
appointment  of  Chief  Constable.  If  the 
words  giving  the  ''appointment,  con- 
trol, and  dismissal  of  Chief  Constables 
to  the  Quarter  Sessions  "  were  omitted, 
it  would  then  be  better  to  omit  the 
following  words  down  to  the  word  **to'* 
in  line  18,  namely — 

"  And  the  powers  of  quarter  Bessions  under 
section  seven  of  the  County  and  Borough  Police 
Act,  1856,  to  direct  and  require  constables  to 
perform  any  duties  in  addition  to  their  ordi- 
nary duties,  may  he  exercised  hoth  by  quarter 
sessions  and  by  the  county  council ;  but  suhject 
as  aforesaid,  the  powers,  duties,  and  liabilities 
of  quarter  sessions  with  respect  to." 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL.— [Bill  182.] 

{Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.    William  Eenry  Smith,  Mr, 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Secretary 

Matthews,  Mr.  Long,) 

COMMITTEE.      [iVfl>^rM«  ISth  t/ttfW.] 

[eighth  night.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

PART    I. 

County  Councils. 

Powers  of  County  Council. 

Clause  7  (Powers  as  to  police). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
11  y  leave  out  from  the  word  ''  nothing  " 
to  the  words  ^*  constables  and,"  in  line 
13. — {Mr.  Brunner.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
'  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  affect '  stand 
part  of  the  Clause." 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  he 
thought  that,  in  discussing  this  clause, 
an  arrangement  might  be  made  by 
which  the  opinion  of  the  House  might 
be  taken  first  upon  the  question  of  the 
control  of  the  police  before  the  question 
of  the  appointment  of  Chief  Constable 
was  disposed  of.  He  would ,  therefore,  sug- 
gest to  the  Committee  that,  in  his  opinion, 
this  would  be  best  done  by  striking  out 
the  words,  '^  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall 
affect."  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  would  then  move  to  insert 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice — namely,  to  insert  after  the 
word  *'  respect,"  in  line  12,  the  words 
"county  police  or."  The  sentence 
would  then  read — **  The  powers,  duties, 
and  liabilities  of  Quarter  Sessions  with 
respect  to  the  county  police  or,"  and  the 
whole  question  of  the  control  of  the 
police  would  then  be  raised  by  a  subse- 
quent Motion  to  leave  out  the  words, 
''  giving  the  Quarter  Sessions  power  of 
appointment,  controlliog,  and  dismiss- 
ing the  Chief  Constables."  Byadoptiog 
that  mode  the  Committee  woidd  get  rid 
of  a  good  deal  of  confusion,  and  would 
be  able  to  come  to  a  conclusion  on  the 
matter  which  was  discussed  last  night. 


The  clause  would  then  provide  that — 

"  The  duties  and  liabilities  of  quarter  sessions 
with  respect  to  the  county  police  shall  be,  on 
and  after  the  appointed  day,  vest  in  and  attach 
to  the  quarter  sessions  and  the  county  council 
jointly,  and  be  exercised  and  discharged  through 
the  standing  joint  committee  of  the  quarter 
sessions  and  county  council  appointed  as  here- 
inafter mentioned.'* 

Me.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.)  said,  he  thought  if  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  adopted,  it  would  carry  out  the 
views  of  the  Government,  but  how  was 
it  proposed  to  deal  with  the  '*  appoint- 
ment, control,  and  dismissal  of  chief 
constables  ?  " 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  provision 
would  have  to  be  made  in  that  respect 
afterwards.  He  was  only  afraid  that 
they  might  get  confused  if  they  were  to 
attempt  to  amend  the  words  between. 
The  course  he  suggested  would  obviate 
that  difficulty. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
that  he  had  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  to  insert,  after  **  chief  constables," 
the  words  ''  or  assistant  chief  con- 
stables." He  desired  to  know  how  that 
Amendment  would  be  affected. 

The  chairman  said,  if  the  words 
proposed  to  be  struck  out  were  omitted, 
there  would  be  an  understanding  that 
they  were  not  struck  out  adversely,  and 
could  be  re-instated. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  if  the  Presideot  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  could  not  state  to  the 
Committee  what  the  ultimate  intention 
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accept  the  control  of  the  County  Council. 
Therefore  the  matter  remained  now  in 
the  position  in  which  the  Government 
first  introduced  the  Bill — namely,  that 
the  police,  as  far  as  the  Chief  Constable 
was  concerned,  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  magistrates;  but  as  far  as  the 
management  of  the  police  was  concerned 
that  it  should  be  in  the  hands  of  a  joint 
committee  of  the  magistrates  and  the 
County  Councils.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
that  was  an  unwise  proposal,  and  it  was 
because  he  thought  that  it  would  be  far 
more  to  the  interests  of  the  country  that 
the  police  should  be  under  the  undivided 
authority  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  that 
he  was  glad  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  stating  his  views  upon  the  subject. 
When  the  question  of  the  divided  con- 
trol was  laet  under  discussion  nearly 
every  Member  who  got  up  to  take  part 
in  the  debate,  from  both  sides  of  the 
House,  thought  it  would  be  a  most  un- 
wise change.  If  it  was  unwise  then, 
assuredly  it  was  unwise  now,  and  it 
should  not  be  said  because  it  was  the 
control  of  the  magistrates  that  they  were 
now  discussing  that  there  were  any  more 
grounds  for  dividing  the  control  than 
there  had  been  previously.  Looking  at 
the  case  broadly,  he  thought  he  had 
good  authority  for  saying  that  there 
had  never  been  any  accusation  brought 
against  the  conduct  of  the  police  or  of 
the  magistrates  over  the  police,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  they  had  heard,  and  they 
heard  it  when  the  Bill  was  first  intro- 
duced, that  not  only  had  the  magistrates 
done  their  duty,  but  that  in  all  they  had 
done,  both  as  to  economical  manage- 
ment and  the  maintenance  of  order, 
there  was  nothing  to  find  fault  with 
in  reference  to  their  control  of  the 
police.  Such  being  the  case,  before 
Parliament  consented  to  take  the  ma- 
nagement out  of  their  hands  and  hand 
it  over  to  another  authority,  surely 
they  ought  to  consider  carefully  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  He  had  no 
wish  to  enter  into  very  grave  and  de- 
batable matters,  but  still  this  was  the 
only  opportunity  they  would  have,  and 
he  would  ask  any  man  whether  there 
were  not  parts  of  the  country  in  which, 
if  the  police  were  in  the  hands  of  the 
County  Council,  very  grave  efiPeots  might 
be  produced  upon  the  police.  He  thought 
that  was  one  of  the  matters  they  were 
bound  to  consider — namely,  whether 
the  handing  over  of  the  police  to  the 


of  the  Government  was  in  regard  to  the 
control  of  the  police  and  the  Chief  Con- 
stable. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  his  only  object 
in  the  suggestion  he  had  made  was  to 
a£Ebrd  facilities  for  coming  to  a  conclu- 
sion upon  both  of  these  points.  He 
understood  from  the  tone  of  the  discus- 
sion last  night  that  it  was  considered 
desirable  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  in 
reference  to  the  proposal  to  transfer  the 
control  of  the  police  from  the  Quarter 
Sessions  before  they  dealt  with  the 
question  of  the  appointment  of  Chief 
Constables.  As  the  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  him  what  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  were,  he  might  say  that 
they  proposed  to  recommend  to  the 
Committee  to  adhere  to  the  proposals  of 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  the  Committee  were  to 
understand,  then,  that  the  Government 
adhered  to  the  proposals  contained  in 
the  Bill,  and  that  all  other  points  be- 
yond were  left  open  for  the  ultimate 
discussion  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  the  Government 
intended  to  adhere  to  the  proposal  for 
vesting  the  control  of  the  police  in  a 
joint  committee  of  the  Quarter  Sessions 
and  County  Council. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.),  in  moving,  in  page  5, 
line  12,  after  the  word  **  respect,"  to 
insert  **  the  county  police  or,"  said,  he 
was  glad  to  have  this  opportunity  of 
placing,  as  clearly  as  he  was  able,  some 
considerations  before  the  Committee 
why  he  thought  the  county  police  should 
remain  entirely  under  the  control  of  the 
magistrates,  as  they  had  hitherto  been. 
He  was  strongly  fortified  in  that  opinion 
by  the  views  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler).  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  one  of  the 
dear  and  lucid  speeches  he  generally  de- 
livered, had  stated  that  he  believed  it 
would  be  for  the  interest  of  all  parties  con- 
cerned that  the  police  should  beunderone 
control.  If,  then,  they  could  not  get  the 
one  authority  he  desired,  he  presumed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  other.  The  House 
had  already  decided  by  a  majority,  upon 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for    Grimsby    (Mr.  Heneage),  not  to 
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County  Oouncils  would  be  the  wisest 
and  most  prudent  step  they  could  pos- 
sibly take.  His  own  view  was  that  it 
would  not  be  the  wisest  or  most  pru^ 
dent  course  to  hand  over  the  control 
of  the  police  to  any  elected  and  fluc- 
tuating body  like  the  Town  Councils, 
and  thus  remove  them  from  the  con- 
trol of  the  magistrates,  who  were 
magistrates  for  their  lives,  and  who 
carried  on  their  duties  from  day  to 
day  and  from  year  to  year  upon  the 
same  footing.  There  was  another  mat- 
ter which  he  ought  to  mention  which  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  would  re- 
gard as  germane  to  this  subject.  His 
own  opinion  was  that  the  question  de- 
served more  consideration  than  was 
given  to  it  at  the  time  it  was  previously 
discussed,  and  that  it  required  more 
careful  consideration  than  ever  now. 
No  doubt  they  would  be  able  to  discuss 
it  very  fully  when  they  came  to  a  subse- 
quent clause.  But  it  was  now  proposed 
to  take  out  of  the  counties  all  towns 
with  50,000  inhabitants.  The  efiPect  of 
that  was  to  get  rid  of  one  of  the  reasons 
why  County  Government  had  been  given 
— namely,  that  they  would  have  the 
towns  that  were  situated  in  the  counties 
associated  with  the  rural  portions  of  the 
counties.  They  were  now  going  to  have 
the  county  without  any  of  the  large  con- 
stituencies, and  he  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  men,  other  than  magis- 
trates, who  would  be  left  to  carry  on 
the  business  would  be  persons  who 
were  most  fit  and  proper  to  undertake 
it.  There  was  another  and  most  serious 
matter,  with  res;ard  to  which  he  would 
like  to  ask  tne  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  a  question.  There  were 
certain  duties  which  would  have  to  be 
collected  in  the  district.  Would  the 
police  have  anything  to  do  with  the 
levyinfi^  and  collection  of  such  duties? 
Would  they  be  so  employed  or  would 
they  not  ?  It  was  a  very  serious  ques- 
tion in  the  administration  of  the  law 
whether  these  men  were  to  be  employed 
to  raise  the  duties  which  were  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  Councils  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  especially 
when  it  was  considered  that  the  large 
towns  were  to  be  struck  out.  He  had 
no  wish  to  detain  the  Committee  too 
long,  but  there  was  another  question 
which  he   desired  to    mention,  seeing 

Sir  Walter  B.  BartUlot 


that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax  (Mr.  8tansfeld)  was  in 
his  place.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  g^ven  the  Committee  a  good  many 
dissertations  on  this  great  question. 
Only  the  other  day  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  and  if  he  were  not  much 
mistaken  something  of  the  same  kind 
was  repeated  a  short  time  ago  by  one 
in  whose  authority  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman placed  implicit  trust — namely, 
that  if  these  proposals  were  carried  by 
the  Government  and  the  appointment 
of  Chief  Constables  were  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates,  when  the 
Liberal  Party  came  into  power  again 
they  would  reverse  the  decision  of  the 
majority.  [6Vi><  of  "Hear,  hear!"] 
He  was  dehghted  to  hear  that  cheer. 
He  trusted  it  would  go  forth  to  the 
country  with  all  its  force  that  the  House 
of  Commons,  in  the  year  1888,  for  the 
first  time  in  history,  declared  that  it 
would  not  accept  the  decision  of  the 
majority  of  the  House,  but  that  it  would 
do  all  in  its  power  to  reverse  that  deci- 
sion, notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it  was 
come  to  by  a  large  majority.  But  hon. 
Members  remembered  how  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  brought 
forward  his  great  measure  with  regard 
to  Ireland.  What  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  then  ?  He  said  upon 
every  point  that  it  was  a  vital  question, 
and  that  if  he  were  not  supported  he 
would  throw  up  the  Bill.  It  would  have 
been  far  better  if  the  Government  had 
taken  the  same  course  in  regard  to  the 

f  resent  Bill.  Much  as  the  Conservative 
*arty  disliked  the  legislation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  when  he 
was  in  power  they  had  loyally  accepted 
and  carried  it  out.  It  was  an  entirely 
new  and  unconstitutional  doctrine  to  get 
up  in  that  House  and  state  that  if  they 
were  unfortunate  enough  to  be  defeated 
on  the  other  side  they  would  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  reversing  the 
decision  when  they  came  into  power 
again.  He  had  thought  it  right  to  say 
so  much.  The  Conservative  Party  al- 
ways took  their  beating  when  they  were 
beaten ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they 
were  always  ready  to  defend  the  lines 
of  conduct  they  pursued,  and,  believing 
that  the  best  interests  of  the  country 
depended  on  the  control  of  the  police 
remaining   in  the    hands    which    had 
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hitherto  so  well  admiDistered  it,  he 
^g^d  ^  move  the  Amendment  which 
Btood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,    in    page    5, 

line  12,  after  **  respect,"  insert   **  the 

county  police  or." — {Sir  Walter  B, 
BartUlot) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  desired 
to  say  a  word  or  two  in  reply  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baro- 
net, although  it  was  difficult  to  do  so, 
he  was  afraid,  consistently  with  Order. 
As  he  understood  the  position,  it  had 
been  decided  against  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  that  the  control  of 
the  police  and  the  appointment  of  the 
High  Constable  should  not  be  handed 
over  to  the  County  Councils,  but  he 
trusted  that  he  might  be  allowed  to  say 
a  word  or  two  in  reply  to  some  of  the 
arguments  and  statements  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  was  held  in  the  highest 
esteem  on  the  Opposition  as  well  as  on 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House.  He 
spoke  from  very  long  knowledge  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  in  that  House. 
He  had  never  been  known  to  be  other- 
wise than  straight  and  decided  and 
honest  in  the  expression  of  his  views, 
and  he  was  a  man  for  whom  they  natu- 
rally entertained  an  unwavering  respect. 
He  made  no  complaint  of  the  course  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  had  pur- 
sued on  this  occasion.  Everybody  know 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  did 
not  like  the  Bill,  that  he  strongly  ob- 
jected to  the  transfer  of  these  powers 
from  the  magistrates  to  the  County 
Councils  in  the  future,  and  he  was, 
therefore,  consistent  in  the  line  he  had 
taken.  But  the  Government  had  taken 
another  line;  they  recognized  that 
there  was  a  great  demand  on  the  part 
of  the  public  for  a  representative  county 
constituency  ;  they  had  acceded  to  that 
demand,  or  intended  to  accede  to  it,  in 
the  constitution  of  the  County  Councils. 
They  had  not  carried  out  that  principle, 
however,  in  the  present  clause.  Hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  differed  from  them,  and  had  been 
beaten,  but  they  had,  nevertheless,  a 
right  to  maintain  their  opinion.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  proposed  that 
the  police  should  be  left  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Quarter  Sessions,  and  that 


they  should  not  be  handed  over  to  a 
joint  committee  of  Quarter  Sessions  and 
County  Councils.  As  far  as  the  Oppo- 
sition were  concerned,  they  entirely 
agreed  that  it  would  have  been  better 
for  the  police  and  the  Chief  Constables 
to  be  left  under  one  authority,  if  that 
authority  were  the  County  Councils, 
because  they  found  under  the  existing 
law  that  the  magistrates  were  called 
upon  to  perform  duties  in  connection 
with  the  mainteoanoe  of  law  and  order 
which  they  claimed  in  future  for  the 
County  Councils,  so  that  they  should  be 
modelled  on  the  pattern  of  the  Borough 
Councils  in  regard  to  the  administration 
of  police  affairs.  That  was  the  position 
of  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  At  present  they  were  left  in 
this  condition.  They  had  been  defeated 
in  that  respect,  and  the  question  was 
whether  they  should  vote  for  the  reten- 
tion of  all  the  powers  relating  to  the 
police  in  the  hands  of  the  magistrates 
at  Quarter  Sessions,  or  whether  they 
should  prefer,  although  they  did  not 
like  it,  the  Goyernment  proposal  that 
the  police  and  the  Chief  Constables  should 
be  supervised  and  managed  by  a  joint 
committee  of  two  Bodies.  Of  the  two 
proposals  he,  at  least,  preferred  that  of 
the  Government.  He  did  not  prefer  it 
because  he  liked  it.  He  disliked  it 
exceedingly,  and  he  saw  no  sufficient 
justification  for  it.  It  appeared  to  him 
to  be  entirelj  inconsistent  with  the  prin- 
ciples right  hon.  Gentlemen  laid  down 
in  the  Bill,  and  he  was  perfectly  justi- 
fied in  notifying  to  the  House,  judging 
as  well  as  he  could  of  the  feeling  and 
temper  of  the  Liberal  Party  both  inside 
and  outside  the  House,  that  it  must  not 
be  expected  that  these  proposals  were  to 
be  permanently  and  definitely  accepted 
without  some  attempt  to  reverse  them 
on  some  future  occasion.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  said  that  this  was  the 
first  time—namely,  the  year  1888,  when 
such  a  doctrine  had  been  propounded. 
He  differed  entirely  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet.  If  he  had  used  it  in 
the  way  of  a  threat  in  order  to  induce 
hon.  Members  to  vote  with  him  rather 
than  with  the  Goyernment,  he  might 
have  been  open  to  that  remark ;  but 
his  argument  was  not  in  the  least  in  the 
nature  of  a  threat,  and  he  was  sure  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  would  know 
that  he  was  not  disposed  to  offer  a 
threat  on  any  occasion.    His  object  had 
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simply  been  to  point  out  that  as  far  as 
the  Liberal  Party,  not  only  in  the 
House,  but  in  the  country,  were  con- 
cerned, they  were  deeply  convinced  in 
their  own  mind  of  the  truth  of  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  control  of  the  police, 
whether  in  the  boroughs  or  in  the 
counties,  subject  to  the  proper  authority 
of  the  magistrates  in  calling  upon  them 
to  fulfil  Uie  duties  laid  down  by  law, 
should  be  vested  in  the  hands  of  those 
who  paid  for  them — namely,  the  repre- 
sentative bodies  of  the  towns  and  coun- 
ties. He,  therefore,  could  not  hold  out 
any  expectation  that  the  arrangement 
would  be  a  permanent  one,  and  that  a 
future  opportunity  would  not  be  taken 
for  amending  these  proposals.  He  had 
yet  to  learn  that  there  was  anything 
unconstitutional  or  novel  in  announcing 
to  the  House  that  when  they  got  the  op- 
portunity they  would  seek  to  amend  the 
Bill  in  a  direction  which  they  so  greatly 
desired.  He  had,  therefore,  nothing  to 
apologize  for  or  correct  in  the  statement 
he  had  made.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  opportunity  he  desired  would  occur, 
and  it  was  a  fundamental  article  of  the 
Liberal  creed,  whether  in  the  Metropolis 
in  the  provincial  boroughs,  or  in  the 
counties  that  the  police  should  be 
nominated,  appointed,  controlled,  and 
paid  by  the  representatives  of  the 
people.  Although  they  might  be  beaten 
on  this  occasion  he  repeated  his  asser- 
tion that  on  some  future  day  an  en- 
deavour would  be  made  to  amend  the 
BUI. 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  it  was  a  funda- 
mental article  of  the  Liberal  creed,  whe- 
ther in  the  country  or  in  the  Metropolis, 
that  the  police  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  ratepayers.  He  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  how  long  that 
had  been  a  fundamental  article  in  the 
Liberal  creed,  because  he  remembered 
a  Bill  being  brought  in  a  very  few  years 
ago,  when  it  was  quite  true  that  the 
Liberal  Party  were  not  identified  with 
all  the  opinions  and  views  of  the  Liberal 
Party  now,  for  the  Government  of  the 
Metropolis  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  which  proposed  to  ignore  its 
fundamental  article  altogether.  There- 
fore he  might  assume  that  this  funda- 
mental article  was  one  which  had  been 
grafted  on  the  Liberal  creed  since  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 

Mr.  Btane/eld 


Member  for  Derby.  He  did  not  express 
any  astonishment  on  that  fact.  He  knew 
perfectly  well  that  many  other  articles 
besides  that  had  now  become  funda- 
mental articles  of  the  Liberal  creed 
which  at  that  time  were  being  denounced 
by  the  Liberal  Party  of  the  day.  He 
did  not  intend  to  make  any  further  re- 
marks on  that  point,  but  he  had  thought 
it  worthy  of  comment  that  this  article 
which  was  now  set  up  as  essentially  a 
part  of  the  Liberal  creed,  was  de- 
liberately set  aside  in  the  legislation  in- 
augurated by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
recognized  that  there  were  circumstances 
in  which  it  was  not  desirable  to  transfer 
the  control  of  the  police  force  to  a  body 
elected  by  the  ratepayers.  That  was 
practically  what  the  Government  sug- 
gested now.  In  their  proposal  they 
recognized  that  the  police  had  hitherto 
been  under  the  control  of  a  body  of  gen- 
tlemen who,  as  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  said,  had  per- 
formed their  duties  in  a  manner  which 
had  received  the  commendation  of  all 
parties  in  the  country,  and  they  did  not 
think  it  would  be  right  or  prudent  all 
at  once,  at  any  rate,  to  alter  entirely  that 
condition  of  things,  and  take  away  from 
that  Body  which  had  so  effectively  con- 
trolled the  police  in  the  past  the  powers 
they  now  possessed  in  order  to  hand 
them  over  to  the  new  Body  about  to  be 
created.  The  question  now  before  the 
Oommittee  was  the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  that  the  entire  con- 
trol of  the  police  should  remain  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates.  He  could 
quite  understand  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  having  that  view.  He  found  no 
fault  with  him  for  entertaining  it  or  that 
many  of  his  hon.  Friends  should  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  in  his 
opinions.  He  could  readily  understand 
that  there  were  arguments  of  an  ex- 
tremely strong  character  which  might 
be  used  in  support  of  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet.  Certainly 
no  charge  could  be  substantiated  or  even 
made  against  the  administration  of  the 
police  by  the  Quarter  Sessions,  but  the 
Committee  were  aware  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  proposing  to  set  up  in  the 
counties  a  Body  elected  by  the  rate- 
payers for  the  purpose  of  performing 
many  of  the  duties  within  the  counties 
which  had  hitherto  been  performed  by 
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the  magiBtrates.  The  question  arose 
then,  whether  having  set  up  such  a  Body 
— a  Body  representative  of  the  rate- 
payers, was  no  share  to  be  given  to 
them  in  the  management  and  control  of 
the  police  ?  Having  set  up  such  a  Body 
which  was  to  have  the  control  of  the 
rates,  and  would  have  practically  to  find 
the  money  for  the  payment  of  the  police, 
were  they  to  say  that  they  were  not  to 
g^ve  to  it  the  management  of  the  police 
lor  which  the  ratepayers  had  to  provide 
the  money  ?  The  Government  did  not 
think  it  was  possible  for  them  to  make 
such  a  proposal  as  that,  and,  therefore, 
they  proposed  to  associate  with  the 
Quarter  Sessions  elected  representatives 
of  the  ratepayers.  In  that  suggestion 
they  believed  they  found  a  solution  of 
the  question  as  to  what  should  be  the 
relative  shares  of  the  old  and  new 
Bodies  in  the  control  of  the  police.  That 
being  their  view,  and  that  beiog  the 
proposal  of  the  Bill,  he  was  sorry  to  say 
to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that  the 
Government  were  unable  to  accept  the 
proposals  which  he  made,  and  which 
would  relegate  entirely  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions  the  control  of  the  police. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  that  as  he  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  speaking  upon  this  question 
before,  he  would  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee for  more  than  a  few  moments, 
but  he  was  bound  to  say  that  when  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  in  opposing  the 
Amendment,  dwelt  on  the  fact  that  the 
Government  were  going  to  create  by 
this  Bill  a  new  Body  to  be  elected  by 
the  ratepayers,  and  asked  how  it  was 
possible  to  give  some  share  in  the  con- 
trol of  the  police  to  the  new  Body. 
Surely,  if  that  argument  were  good  for 
anything  at  all  it  was  good  for  giving 
the  whole  control  of  the  police  to  the 
new  Body.  The  Committee  had  three 
proposals  before  them.  There  was  the 
proposal  of  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  to  hand  over  the  police  to 
the  County  Councils  as  a  Body.  Then 
there  was  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  that  the  control  should 
remain  as  at  present  with  the  Quarter 
Sessions,  and,  thirdly,  there  was  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  by  which  he 
understood  they  intended  to  sub- divide 
the  responsibility  connected  with  the 
police — ^for  while  the  Chief  Constable 
was  to  remain  entirely  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Quarter  Sessions,  the  police 


themselves  were  to  be  handed  over  to 
the  control  of  a  joint  committee.  The 
proposal  of  the  Government  was  that 
the  appointment,  dismissal,  and  control 
of  the  Chief  Constable  should  remain 
with  the  Quarter  Sessions,  and  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  had  informed  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Government  intended  to 
adhere  to  that  proposal.  Now,  he  could 
perfectly  understand  both  of  the  first 
two  proposals.  It  was  a  perfectly  logical 
proposal,  and,  perhaps,  it  might  be  one 
that  might  work  well,  that  the  manage- 
ment of  the  police  should  be  entrusted 
entirely  to  the  County  Councils.  Then, 
again,  experience  had  already  proved 
that  the  sole  control  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions  might  be  expected 
to  work  equally  well  in  the  future  as  in 
the  past;  but,  he  did  not  understand 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  to  give 
the  control  of  the  police  to  a  perfectly 
new  Body,  but  rather  to  place  them 
under  the  control  of  three  distinct  autho- 
rities. The  Chief  Constable  was  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Quarter  Sessions,  the 
police  were  to  be  paid  by  the  County 
Council,  and  were  to  be  managed  by  a 
joint  committee.  Was  it  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  an  arrangement  of  that 
kind  was  likely  to  turn  out  to  be  a  prac- 
tical and  business-like  arrangement  ? 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stansfield)  said,  that  he  preferred  of  the 
two  proposals  now  before  the  Committee, 
that  which  was  suggested  by  the  Go- 
vernment. Why  was  that  ?  Was  it  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  a  business-like 
proposal  that  was  likely  to  work  well  ? 
Nothing  of  the  kind.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  carefully  guarded  him- 
self against  saying  anything  of  the  sort. 
He  supported  it  on  the  ground  of  senti- 
ment, because  it  was  one  of  the  new 
fangled  articles  of  faith  which  of  late 
years  had  become  fashionable  with  the 
Liberal  Party.  For  these  reasons  he 
intended  to  support  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  he 
hoped  that  he  would  be  accompanied 
into  the  Lobby  by  many  other  hon. 
Members.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
there  was  one  other  consideration  which 
had  great  weight  with  him.  When 
they  were  going  to  make  a  change  of 
this  kind  they  ought  to  be  able  to  give 
some  good  reason  for  it.  No  Member 
of  the  House,  sitting  on  any  Bench,  had 
as  yet  said  anything  which  might  lead 
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them  to  believe  that  there  was  any 
reason  to  be  advanced  in  favour  of  the 
change.  No  complaint  had  ever  been 
made  by  anybody  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  control  of  the  police  had  been 
conducted  by  the  Quarter  Sessions  up  to 
the  present  time,  and  althought  that  was 
the  case,  and  although  the  Oommittee 
had  definitely  decided  already  that  the 
control  was  not  to  be  transferred  to  the 
Oounty  CouDcils — despite  all  that,  it  was 
proposed  by  the  Government,  and  he 
confessed  very  greatly  to  his  regret,  to 
hand  over  the  management  of  the  police 
for  the  future  to  a  dual  control  which 
he  could  not  regard  as  anything  but  an 
unpractical  and  unbusiness-like  proposal. 
Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUQESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  said,  he  cordially 
supported  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  moved  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sussex.  He 
oould  not  help  agreeing  with  a  remark 
which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch  (Mr.  Stuart)  yesterday,  when 
he  said  that,  having  heard  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Halifax,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  it  was  an  argument 
in  favour  of  the  existing  system.  So  far 
aer  he  had  been  able  to  hear  that  speech, 
and  it  was  very  difficult  at  times  to  hear 
the  speeches  delivered  on  the  Front 
Bench,  he  had  arrived  at  a  similar  con- 
clusion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
talked  of  the  nature  of  the  duties  the 
police  had  to  perform,  and  he  had  spoken 
of  them  in  such  a  way  as  to  convince 
him  that  it  was  undesirable  to  make  any 
alteration  in  the  management  of  that 
body  which,  on  the  whole,  was  admitted 
on  all  sides  to  have  worked  remarkably 
well.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  appeared  to  think  that  some 
hon.  Members  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House  were  supporting  the  existing 
system  simply  because  it  was  an  existing 
institution,  and  had  pointed  out  to  the 
House,  no  doubt  correctly,  that  the  sys- 
tem itself  was  not  founded  on  constitu- 
tional usage.  He  submitted,  however, 
that  the  question  for  consideration  was 
not  so  much  how  long  the  system  had 
been  at  work,  but  whether  it  had  worked 
well — and  he  ventured  to  say  that  there 
was  no  hon.  Member  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  who  would  be  bold  enough 
to  assert — and  they  were  not  unaccus- 
tomed to  the  making  of  bold  assertions 
— that  the  management  of  the  police  by 
the  magistrates  had  not  been,  on  the 
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whole,  as  good  as  could  possibly  be  de- 
sired. He  supported  the  Amendment 
on  behalf  of  a  class  of  persons  who  were 
more  deeply  interested  in  the  matter 
than  any  other — namely,  the  police 
themselves.  He  contended  that  if  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  for  a  dual 
control  were  adopted  the  police  would 
encounter  great  difficulties  in  the  exe- 
cution of  their  duties.  Hitherto  the 
police  had  performed  those  duties,  ar- 
duous and  difficult  as  they  were,  with 
patience,  energy,  and  a  scrupulous  fidelity 
which  was  beyond  praise.  But  they 
would  be  asking  them  to  do  what  he 
maintained  they  had  no  right  to  ask  any 
man  to  do — namely,  to  serve  two  masters. 
They  had  the  highest  authority  for  say- 
ing that  it  was  impossible  to  do  that.  He 
thought  that  of  the  four  courses  that  were 
open  for  the  Commission  to  take  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
wasdecidedly  the  best;  but  if,  unhappily, 
it  should  be  beaten,  he,  for  one,  convinced 
as  he  was  of  the  great  danger  which 
would  attend  dual  control,  would  de- 
cidedly prefer  that  the  duties  should  be 
undertaken  by  the  Home  Office.  The 
worst  course  that  could  possibly  be  de- 
vised was  that  of  the  Government  for 
subjecting  the  management  of  the  police 
to  dual  control.  They  were  asked  to  adopt 
a  system  and  principle  which  not  one  of 
them  would  carry  out  in  his  own  private 
affairs.  Would  any  man  employing  a 
butcher,  a  baker,  or  a  tailor,  discharge 
any  one  of  them  who  had  given  him  per- 
fect satisfaction  in  order  to  employ  some- 
one else  of  whom  he  knew  nothing.  He 
hoped  that,  in  the  discussion  which 
would  take  place,  something  would  be 
done  to  avert  the  danger  which  would 
arise  from  the  innovation  proposed  by 
the  Gt)vemment. 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWAET  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  said,  that  the  argument 
which  had  just  been  addressed  to  the 
Committee  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Kent  (Mr.  Knatchbull-Hugessen) 
was  just  the  argument  which  was  always 
adduced  against  every  reform  proposed 
either  from  the  Ministerial  or  the  Oppo- 
sition Benches.  Hon.  Members  were 
invariably  opposed  to  all  progress  and 
all  change,  whether  in  relation  to  home 
government,  or  the  government  of  the 
Empire  at  large.  The  arguments  which 
had  been  adduced  were  the  same  as 
those  which  were  always  used,  and 
amounted   to    this  —  that   everything 
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which  now  existed  was  satisfactory.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  not,  how- 
ever, taken  note  of  the  fact  that  the 
people  had  now  a  voice  in  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country.  They  had  already 
received  the  electoral  franchise,  and  the 
Government  now  proposed  to  transfer  to 
them  the  administration  of  their  local 
affairs.  Could  it  then  he  contended,  for 
a  moment,  that  the  taking  of  the  control 
of  the  police  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
County  Councils  would  he  giving  them 
that  proper  administration  of  their  own 
affairs  which  was  claimed  for  them  ? 
The  only  argument  which  had  heen  used 
in  favour  of  letting  the  management  of 
the  police  remain  in  the  hands  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  was  that  the  magistrates 
themselves  were  charged  with  the  duty  of 
maintaining  law  and  order.  That  was 
a  fair  argument  as  far  as  it  went,  but  it 
was  a  very  limited  argument,  and  alto- 
gether unequal  to  the  gravity  of  the 
position.  He  admitted  that  the  duty 
of  maintaining  peace  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  magistrates ;  but  hon.  Members 
opposite  spoke  of  the  maintenance  of  law 
and  order  as  if  the  60,000  inhabitants  of  a 
town  were  so  many  enemies  of  order,  and 
were  and  were  only  to  be  kept  in  sub- 
jection by  the  control  of  the  magistrates 
and  their  servants,  the  police.  He 
wished  to  point  out  this  elementary 
truth,  that  a  few  magistrates  and  a  small 
body  of  police  would  be  absolutely  im- 
potent to  preserve  order  unless  the  re- 
maining 59,990  inhabitants  were  equally 
chargea  with  the  maintenance  of  order. 
He  maintained  that  every  honest  citizen 
had  devolved  upon  him  just  as  much  as 
a  magistrate  or  a  policeman  the  duty  of 
maintaining  order  and  peace  in  a  com- 
munity. If  the  bulk  of  the  people  were 
in  reality  the  enemies  of  law  and  order, 
the  work  undertaken  by  the  police  it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  dis- 
charge. An  ordinary  number  of  police- 
men was  about  one  to  1,000  of  the  in- 
habitants, and  there  was  scarcely  a  rural 
district  in  England  where  there  was  not 
one  policeman  to  2,000  inhabitants.  If 
the  people  were  allowed  to  manage  their 
affairs  for  themselves,  they  could  do  that 
with  half  the  number  of  policemen  who 
were  now  required.  By  the  way  in 
which  they  were  now  employed  they 
contrived  to  make  crime  instead  of 
diminishing  it.  They  were  engaged  in 
the  most  trivial  and  unworthy  occupa- 
tions^ ftnd  many  of  them  were  spies  and 


game-keepers  for  the  landed  interest  of 
the  country.  [Crm  of  "Oh!"]  He 
spoke  from  a  point  of  view  from  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  never  ob- 
served these  things.  If  they  would  lay 
aside  their  state  and  dignity  and  look 
at  the  question  from  the  cottage  point 
of  view,  instead  of  the  palace  and  man- 
sion point  of  view,  they  would  be  able  to 
understand  these  things  fairly  enough. 
He  intended  to  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North- West  Sussex,  simply  because  its 
object  was  to  leave  the  control  of  the 
police  in  the  hands  of  the  magistrates. 
The  Government  had  already  defeated 
a  far  more  logical  proposition  that  the 
whole  matter  should  be  handed  over  to 
the  County  Councils,  but  he  should  now 
vote  with  the  Government,  because  they 
recognized  to  a  limited  extent  the  right 
of  the  ratepayers  to  have  a  voice  in  the 
matter.  He  looked  upon  it  as  the  thin 
end  of  the  wedge,  and  hoped  to  see  it 
driven  home  by- and -bye. 

Viscount  GKIMSTON  (Herts,  St. 
Alban's)  said,  he  wished  to  repudiate  the 
sentiment  expressed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  sat  down,  and  espe- 
cially the  accusation  that  the  county 
magistrates  employed  the  police  as 
spies  and  game-keepers.  He  did  not 
believe  that  anyone  with  justice  could 
accuse  the  English  county  magistrates 
of  having  made  use  of  the  police  force 
in  the  unworthy  manner  suggested. 
What  was  the  prospect  of  any  finality 
if  the  Government  adhered  to  the  clause 
as  it  stood  ?  He  asserted,  without  fear 
of  contradiction,  that,  after  what  they 
had  heard  from  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House,  there  would  oe  no  finality 
whatever  in  their  proposals.  The  Op- 
position declared  their  intention,  as  soon 
as  they  possibly  could,  of  using  their 
utmost  endeavour  to  secure  that  the 
police  force  should  be  placed  entirely  in 
the  hands  of  the  County  Council.  There- 
fore, they  could  reckon  when  the  swing 
of  the  pendulum  came  round,  as  it  in- 
evitably would  in  the  course  of  nature, 
and  hon.  Members  opposite  were  sitting 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House, 
the  present  proposals  of  the  Government 
would  be  brought  under  review,  and 
there  would  be  a  fresh  agitation  on  the 
subject.  That,  he  thought,  would  be  a 
very  bad  thing,  and  therefore  he  should 
support  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend.    A  short  time  ago  he 
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had  been  given  to  understand,  by  the 
remarks  of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  that  it  was  intended, 
in  appointing  a  joint  committee,  to  have 
a  sufficient  number  of  magistrates  upon 
it,  to  insure  that  they  would  practically 
have  the  chief  voice  in  administering  the 
affairs  of  the  police.  All  he  could  say 
was,  that  if  that  was  the  case,  the  County 
Councils,  having  found  out  that  they 
were  in  a  minority  and  that  they  had 
no  real  voice  in  controlling  the  police, 
would  commence  an  agitation  which 
would  certainly  be  detrimental  to  the 
interests  of  that  most  useful  body.  The 
police  were  a  body  enrolled  for  the  en- 
forcement of  judicial  decrees,  and  they 
ought,  therefore,  to  be  under  the  con- 
trol of  a  judicial  executive.  There  were 
many  matters  which  must  inevitably 
come  before  the  joint  committee.  Take 
the  case  of  the  pension  of  a  oonstable, 
who  might  have  rendered  himself  un- 

Sopular  by  the  fearless  discharge  of  his 
uties ;  or,  on  the  other  hand,  too  popu- 
lar by  the  slack  manner  in  which  he 
discharged  them.  In  such  a  case  the 
pension  awarded  to  that  man  might  be 
materially  affected  by  the  popularly 
elected  character  of  the  tribunal  before 
which  the  question  would  have  to  come. 
There  was  another  point  which  ought 
not  to  be  lost  sight  of.  Most  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  been  speaking  to  their  consti- 
tuents, and  assuring  them  that  they 
wished  for  equal  laws,  both  for  the 
Sister  Island  and  themselves.  If  such 
a  state  of  things  were  to  be  brought 
about  that  the  County  Councils  would 
eventually  have  the  control  of  the  police, 
were  they  prepared  to  carry  out  that 
matter  to  its  logical  conclusion,  and 
hand  over  the  control  of  the  police  to 
County  Councils  in  the  Sister  Island? 
He  admitted  that  the  police  in  Ireland 
were  paid  from  the  taxes,  and  were 
under  the  Crown ;  and  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  it  would  not  be  the  best 
solution  of  the  question  if  they  were  to 
be  placed  in  the  same  position  on  this  side 
of  the  Channel.  Be  that  as  it  might,  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
who  said  that  no  man  could  serve  two 
masters,  and  in  this  case  there  were  not 
only  two  masters,  but  three.  He  was 
afraid  that  the  chances  of  the  success  of 
this  part  of  the  Bill  were  very  small 
indeed,  and  therefore  he  cordially  sup- 
ported the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North-West  Sussex. 

Vimunt  Orimton 


Mb.  WIQGIN  (Staffordshire.  Hands- 
worth)  said,  that  having  had  consider- 
able experience  in  the  management  of 
the  police  as  a  member  of  borough 
Watch  Committees,  and  as  a  county 
magistrate,  he  desired  to  say  a  few 
words.  The  police  force  of  the  county 
of  Stafford  was  one  of  the  finest  bodies 
of  men  in  England ;  but  although  that 
was  the  case,  and  although  it  was  ex- 
ceedingly well  managed  by  the  county 
magisttates,  he,  for  one,  would  be  quite 
willing  to  hand  over  the  control  of  the 
force  to  the  County  Councils.  By  this 
Bill  they  were  creating  a  new  Govern- 
ing Body,  and  it  was  always  understood 
that  this  Governing  Body  would  have  a 
large  amount  of  work  imposed  upon  it. 
It  seemed  to  him,  however,  that  this 
Amendment  was  an  attempt  to  reduce 
the  amount  of  work  that  was  to  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  County 
Councils.  It  had  been  urged  that  it  was 
desirable  to  secure  upon  the  County 
Councils  men  of  high  standing  and  of 
business  habits,  who  would  be  qualified 
to  do  work  ;  but  if  they  were  to  whittle 
all  the  duties  away  in  this  manner  they 
would  not  be  able  to  attract  good  and 
efficient  men  to  serve  on  the  Councils. 
He  should  be  glad  to  do  away  with  the 
dual  control,  and  to  give  the  entire 
management  to  the  County  Council ;  but 
if  that  could  not  be  done,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Government  clause  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  S.  HOAEE  (Norwich)  said,  that 
although  he  had  the  honour  of  being  a 
county  magistrate  and  of  serving  on  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  he  felt  that 
the  Amendment  would  be  a  mistake  in 
the  future  carrying  out  of  the  Bill.  He 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, the  Member  for  Spalding  Division 
(Mr.  Halley  Stewart),  should  have  felt 
it  bis  duty  to  make  an  attack  on  the 
magistrates.  Although  he  was  one  of 
those  who  neither  lived  in  a  mansion  or 
a  palace,  he  believed,  like  all  the  other 
magistrates  in  his  district,  that  he 
endeavoured  to  do  his  duty  in  the  best 
way  he  possibly  could.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  the  action  of  the  police 
increased  crime  ;  but  if  he  attended  the 
Petty  Sessions  of  the  country  he  would 
find  that  crime  was  decreasing  on  every 
side.  These  matters,  however,  did  not 
fall  within  the  scope  of  the  present  dis- 
cussion, and,  therefore,  he  would  pro- 
ceed at  once  to  explain  why  he  opposed 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
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Baronet,  whose  experience  was  so  muoli 
greater  tlian  his  own.  He  was  opposed 
to  the  Amendment, because  he  considered 
that,  if  it  were  carried,  it  would  set  up 
a  dual  control,  and  he  knew  that  many 
hon.  Members  were  opposed  to  the  Go* 
Yemment  clause  because  thej  thought 
it  would  introduce  a  dual  control.  Now, 
he,  on  the  contrary,  thought  that  if 
some  such  plan  were  not  introduced 
there  would  be  dual  control.  The 
County  Councils  would  have  the  voting 
of  the  supplies  for  the  police  which  the 
Quarter  Sessions  would  administer.  It 
was  clear  that  the  representatives  of  the 
ratepayers  would  not  be  satisfied  with 
merely  voting  the  money,  without  having 
some  account  from  the  Quarter  Sessions 
of  their  stewardship.  In  that  House 
hon.  Members  objected  to  pass  Votes  in 
regard  to  matters  upon  which  they  were 
unable  to  express  their  opinions.  That 
would  be  the  case  of  the  County  Coun- 
cils, and  whenever  a  vote  for  the  police 
was  proposed  a  discussion  would  arise 
which  could  not  be  satisfactory.  Al- 
though there  might  be  members  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  upon  the  County  Coun- 
cils, it  would  not  be  officially  repre- 
sented. Therefore,  he  felt  that  a  diffi- 
culty would  arise,  because  they  would 
have  the  Quarter  Sessions  administering 
the  money,  while  the  power  of  raising 
it  would  rest  with  the  representatives  of 
the  ratepayers,  who  would  have  no  voice 
whatever  in  the  matter.  Small  questions, 
such  as  pensions  or  dismissals  and  others, 
would  be  continually  arising,  and  would 
cause  considerable  bitterness  between 
the  County  Councils  and  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  It  should,  therefore,  be  their 
effort  to  prevent  the  irritation  which 
might  arise  from  a  dual  control,  and,  in 
his  opinion,  no  such  irritation  would 
arise  if  the  management  were  entrusted 
to  a  joint  committee  as  proposed  by  the 
Government.  He  certainly  believed  that 
if  the  administration  of  the  police  were 
left  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  magis- 
trates a  considerable  amount  of  irrita- 
tion would  arise  outside,  and  there  would 
be  agitation  both  in  the  market  place 
and  upon  the  village  green,  both  upon 
little  questions  and  great  questions.  He 
would  far  rather  see  all  questions,  whe- 
ther of  police  pensions  or  any  other 
matter,  discussed  by  men  of  business  of 
all  shades  of  opinion  in  committee  than 
subjected  to  public  meetings  and  agita- 
tion outside.     He  thought  the  Commit- 
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tee  ought  to  settle  satisfactorily  the  ques- 
tion of  the  administration  of  the  police, 
as  by  the  plan  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, while  the  ratepayers  would  be 
represented,  they  would  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  a  considerable  number  of 
the  most  experienced  members  of  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  said,  the  speech  of  his 
hon.  Friend   was  rather  a    speech   in 
favour  of  handing  over  the  whole  of  the 
administration    of   the    police    to    the 
County  Councils,  which  the  House  by 
vote  had  already  decided  against,  and, 
therefore,  it  was  impossible  to  go  back 
upon  it.     In  supporting  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  he  did  so 
upon  rather  different  grounds  from  those 
which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  and 
others  had  placed  before  the  Committee. 
In  reconstructing  their  local  administra- 
tion they  should  aim  at  simplicity.    Yet 
by  the  Bill  it  was  proposed  that  they 
should  have,  not  a  dual  control  nor  a 
triple  control,  but,  in  fact,  a  quadruple 
control  over  the  police.    There  would  be 
a  joint  committee,  a  County  Council,  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  and,  over  all, 
the  Home  Office ;  for  if  they  looked  at  the 
24  th  clause  they  would  find  that  the 
power  of  the  Home  Office  was  far  greater 
and  more  important  than   any  of  the 
powers  given  to  the  other  three  Bodies. 
Anyone  who  had  had  anything  to  do  with 
police  management  in  the  counties  knew 
that  the  power  of  the  magistrates  in 
Quarter  Sessions  over  the  police  was 
very  slight  indeed.     They  exercised  the 
privilege  of  appointing  the  Chief  Con- 
stable, but  as  soon  as  they  had  appointed 
him  the  control  over  both  him  and  the 
police  passed  out  of  their  hands    So 
far  as  the  patronage  in  the  appointment 
of  the  Chief  Constable  was  concerned, 
it  would  reside  better  in  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  which  was  composed 
of  nominees  of  the  Crown,  the  members 
of  which  were  liable  to  be  dismissed  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  than  in  any  elected 
Body.     He  spoke  from  his  own  experi- 
ence, from  what  he  had  seen,  heard,  and 
read,  and  from  circumstances  in  which 
he  had  taken  part,  and  he  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  the  patronage  of  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  was  carefully 
and  prudently  exercised,  and  that  it  was 
quite  free  from  political  bias ;  whereas 
an    elected  committee    of   the  County 
Council  would  never  be  free  from  poli- 
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tical  bias.  All  the  elections  tbejr  well 
kaew  would  be  fought  on  political  lines, 
and  most  of  the  repreHcntatives  of  the 
Oounty  Oouncila  would  be  elected  on  ac> 
coimt  of  their  political  opinions.  Fof 
these  reasons  be  was  in  favour  of  the 
Amendmentofhishon. Friend.  ThePre- 
aident  of  the  Local  OoTernment  Board 
eaid  that  the  County  Councils  ought  to 
have  some  authority  over  the  police, 
because  they  would  provide  the  money 
for  their  maintenance.  That  was  not 
so.  The  police  would  be  hereaftei- 
maintained  ont  of  the  £6,000,000  of 
subventions,  proposed  to  be  handed 
out  of  the  taxes  for  the  relief  of  the 
ratepayers.  Therefore,  that  argument 
fell  to  the  ground. 

Mr.  SWITENHAM:  (Oamarvon,  &o.] 
aaid,  he  wished  to  explain  the  reasoni 
why  he  intended  to  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet. 
Eecould  not  help  thinkingthat  if  theGo- 
Temment  bad  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
thedifferent  extracts  from  theVemacnlai 
Press  of  Wales  which  had  been  sent  tc 
him,  they  would  not  have  the  intention 
they  appeared  to  have  to  retain  tbeii 
own  olauae.  It  was  impoeeible  for  any 
person  in  that  House  to  ignore  the  fact 
that  most  lamentable  disturbances  nad 
taken  place  in  the  Frinoipality.  There 
were  many  persons  who  conacientiouslr 
objected  to  the  payment  of  tithe,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  it  was  absolutely 
necessary,  when  they  refused  to  pay  it, 
that  the  asaistanoe  of  the  police  should 
be,  from  time  to  time,  called  in.  Be- 
marks  had  been  made  ttom  time  to  time 
by  different  speakers  in  the  Principality 
as  to  what  they  would  do  when  they  got 
the  power,  and  had  the  control  of  the 
police  in  their  own  hands.  In  the 
oounty  which  he  represented,  during 
the  time  the  disturbances  were  going 
on,  requisitions  were  sent  to  the  county 
magistrates,  calling  upon  them  to  re- 
duce the  number  of  police,  on  the 
ground  that  the  county  did  not  require 
so  many ;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  there 
were  too  few  police  constables  already. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  wished 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  this  fact.  In  Wales  the  chances  were 
that  a  greater  portion  of  the  County 
Councils  would  he  composed  of  gentle- 
men who  conacientioualv  objected  to  the 
payment  of  tithes,  and  conscientiously 
objected  to  the  employment  of  the  police 
in  levying  tithea.  They  were 
Jfr.  Sfanltji  LtigMm 
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tioua  men,  and,  therefore,  he  did  not 
blame  them  for  following  np  their  prin- 
ciples ;  but,  as  conscientious  men,  they 
would  do  all  they  could  to  prevent  the 
police  from  being  employed  on  such 
occasions.  The  police,  however,  would 
be  under  the  orders  of  the  Chief  Coa- 
Biable;  and,  supposing  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  Chief  Constable  remained 
as  they  proposed  by  the  Bill  in  the 
hands  of  Quarter  Sessions,  they  would 
have  the  control  of  the  police  resting 
with  the  County  Councils,  while  the 
Chief  Constable  would  be  under  the 
management  and  control  of  an  entirely 
different  Body.  The  police  would  feel 
themselves  compelled  to  obey  the  orders 
of  the  Chief  Constable,  and  in  doing  so 
they  would  know  that  they  were  acting 
against  the  wishes  and  against  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  bulk  of  the  County  Coun- 
oils,  so  that  when  the  question  of  dis- 
missal or  pensions  arose  their  ioterests 
were  likely  to  be  materially  injured. 
Por  these  reasons  he  eould  not  help 
thinking  that  the  police  force  ought  to 
he  entirely  under  the  control  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions.  The  arguments  in 
favour  of  keeping  the  police  force  in  the 
hands  of  that  Body  were  absolutely 
overwhelming. 
Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  77; 
Noes  360  :  H^ority  283.— (Dir.  List, 
No.  168.) 

Me.  JOHN  MORLEY  (NewoasUe- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  he  moved  to  leave 
out  all  the  words  from  "respect,"  in 
line  12,  to  "respect,"  in  line  18, 
the  effect  of  the  Amendment  being 
take  from  the  Quarter  Sessions  the 
appointment,  control,  and  dismissal  of 
Chief  Constables. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
12,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "re- 
spect" to  the  word  "  to,"  in  line  18. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
to  the  appointment,  control,  and  dis- 
missal of  chief  constables,'  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

8.  POWELL  asked,  if  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  placed  on 
the  Paper  would  be  safeguarded  in  the 
event  of  this  Amendment  being  car- 
ried? 

Thk  CHAIBMAN  said,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
would  be  safeguarded, 
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Qaestion  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  216; 
Noes  246  :  Majority  30. 

AYES. 


Aioalie,  W.  Q. 
AnBtruther,  Colonel  R. 

H.L. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  £. 
Baden-PowelUSir  G.S. 
BaUey,  Sir  J.  H. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barnes,  A. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  £. 
Baomann,  A.  A. 
Beaoh,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Bectiye,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Big  wood,  J. 
Birkbeok,  Sir  E. 
BlandeU,Col.  H.  B.  H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

P.O. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F 
Brooks,  Sir  W.  0. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Burdett-Ck)utt8,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Cam^rthen,  Marq.  of 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  S. 
Clarke.  Sir  E.  G. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Sir  J.  C.  R. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Oorbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Crossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Barling,  C.  J. 
Bawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
BeLisle,E.J.L.M.  P. 
Be  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Bimadale,  Baron  R. 
Bonkin,  R.  S. 
Borington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Buncan,  Colonel  F. 
Byke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Ewart,  Sir  W. 
Bwing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Feilden,  Lt  -Geq.  R.  J. 


Fellowes,  A.  E. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitz  -  Wygram,    Gen. 

Sir  F.  W. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Gardner,  R.  Richard- 
son- 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hn.  G.  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Greenall,  Sir  G. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
HaU,  A.  W. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamley^Gen.  Sir  E.  B. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Havelock  -  Allan,    Sir 

H.  M. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon-Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
HiU,  Coionel  E.  S. 
HUl,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Holloway,  G. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth,   Sir  W. 

H. 
Howard,  J. 
Ho  worth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J,  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  hon.  E. 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  CoL 

F.  C. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
JeffreySi  A.  F, 


Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
KeUy,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Keny^on,  hon,  G.  T . 
Kenyon  -  Slanoy,  Col. 

W. 
Ker,  R.  W.  B. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
Koatchbull-  Hugessen, 

H  T 
Knightiey.  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lees,  E. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  W.  C, 

Gordon- 
Lethbridge,  Sir  R. 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  E. 
Lowisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.*\V. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Madden,  B.  H. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Marriott,    right  hon. 

Sir  W.  T. 
Matthews,  right  hon. 

U. 
Mattinsoc,  M.  W. 
MaxweU,  Sir  H.  E. 
Milvain,  T. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Moss,  R. 
Mowbray,  right  hon. 

Sir  J.  R. 
Munoaster,  Lord 
Noble,  W. 
Norris,  E.  S. 
Northcote,    hon.     Sir 

H   S 
O'Neill',  hon.  R.  T. 


Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
PeUy,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plunket,     right    hon. 

B.  R. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  0. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  C. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  right  hon.  C. 

T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 
Royden,  T.  B. 
RusseU,  Sir  G. 
Sandys,Lt.-Col.  T.  M. 
Saunderson,  Col.  E.  J. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H, 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Swetenham,  E. 
Sykes,  C. 
Tapling,  T.  K, 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Theobald,  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M 
Townsend,  F. 
Trotter,  Col.  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Vincent,  Col.  C.  E.  H. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Wiggin,  H. 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TBLLBRS. 

Bouglas,  A.  Ak^rs- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 
Acland,  A.  H.  B. 
Acland,  C.  T.  B. 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Anderson,  C.  H. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Asher,  A. 
Austin,  J. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Ballantine,  W.  H.  W. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barran,  J. 
Barry,  A.  H.  S. 


Barry,  J. 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Beckett,  E.  W. 
Beckett,  W. 
BetheU,     Commander 

Bickfor'd-Smith,  W. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Bolitho,  T.  B. 
Bradlaugh,  C. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
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Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Brunner,  J.  T. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Burt,  T. 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Bymo,  G.  M. 
Cameron,  0. 
Cameron,  J.  M. 
Campbell-Bannerman, 

right  hon.  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Childers,  rt.  hon.   H. 

C.  E. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Commins,  A. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Oossham,  H. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cox,  J.  R. 
Craig,  J. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Crawford,  W. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Crilly,D. 
Crossley,  E. 
Curzon,  Yiaoount 
Corzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dahymple,  Sir  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davies,  W. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dixon,  G. 
Duflf,  R.  W. 
Dugdale,  J.  S. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
EUiot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
EUU,  J. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 
Esmonde,  SirT.  H.  G. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Eyershed,  S. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Ferguson,R.  0.  Munro- 
Finucane,  J. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Flower,  C. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Foljambe,  0.  G.  S. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Fowler,  rt.  hon.  H.  H. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fry,  L. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Ghardner,  H. 
GaskeU,  0.  G.  Milnes- 
GKlhooly,  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 


Gladstone.rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Graham,  R.  C. 
Grey,  SirE. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hanbury-Tracy,   hon. 

F.  S.  A. 
Harrington,  E. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Havne,  C.  Soalo- 
Ueathcote.  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heneage,    right    hon. 

E. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holdcn,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A . 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kay-Shuttleworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Kennj,  M.  J. 
Kennck,  W. 
Kilbride,  D. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Lawson,  SirW. 
Lawson.  H.  L.  W, 
Leake,  R. 
Lefevre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  S. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
LyeU,  L. 

MJacdonald,  W.  A. 
Maolnnes,  M. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Mac  Neill,  J.  G.  S. 
M*Arthur,  A. 
McCarthy,  J. 
M'Donald,  P. 
M'Ewan,  W. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
M'Laren,  W.  S.  B. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Mappin,  Sir  P.  T. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Mayne,  T. 
Menzies,  R.  S. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  right  hon.  G. 

O. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon,  J. 
Mundella,  right  hon. 

A.  J. 
Murphv,  W.  M. 
KewarK,  Viscount 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
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Norton,  R. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Hea,  P. 
O' Kelly,  J. 
Palmer,  Sir  C.  M. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

L. 
Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Pugh,  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
lieed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rondel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robinson,  T. 
Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowntree,  J. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Samuelson,  G.B. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
the  Amendment  standing  in  his  name 
was  intended  to  plaoe  the  county  police 
under  the  authority  of  Her  Majesty's  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. A  good  deal  had  been  said  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  about  trusting 
the  people  in  the  matter  of  the  police. 
That  argument  was  founded  on  a  mis- 
conception. The  only  persons  who  really 
trusted  the  people  were  himself  and 
those  who  agreed  with  him;  for  they 
did  not  trust  the  people  in  a  fragmen- 
tary way ;  they  trusted  the  people,  the 
whole  people,  and  nothing  but  the 
people — that  was  to  say,  the  people  of 
the  United  Kingdom  and  Ireland  as 
represented  in  Parliament.  It  was  not 
wise,  but  dangerous,  to  trust  matters  of 
large  responsibility  to  small  sections  of 
the  people,  but  there  was  no  danger 
whatever  iu  trusting  the  people  as  i^ 


Sheil,  £. 

Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Simon,  Sir  J. 
Sinclair,  J. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  8. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Summers,  "W. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Thomas,  A. 
Thorburn,  W. 
ToUomache,  H.  J. 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  G.  O. 
Tuite,  J. 

Vernon,  hon.  G.  R. 
Wardle,  H. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
Wayman,  T, 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Will,  J.  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamson,  J. 
Williamson,  S. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
WoodaU,  W. 
Woodhead,  J, 
Wright,  C. 

TELLERS. 

Marjoribanks,  rt.  hon, 

E. 
Morley,  A. 
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wbole.  He  hoped  that,  instead  of  this 
sectional  trust  of  the  people,  thej  would 
carry  out  the  principle  he  had  ex- 
plained bj  leaving  out  the  words  which 
vested  the  powers  and  duties  with  re- 
spect to  the  county  police  in  the  hands 
of  a  local  Council,  and  substitute  for 
them  the  words  ''Her  Majesty's  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department," 
whom  they  had  in  that  House,  whom 
they  could  command  and  trust,  and 
whom,  if  they  did  not  trust,  they  could 
displace.  In  a  comparatively  short 
space  of  time  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  might  be  applied  to  Ireland.  He 
would  like  to  know  whether  any  Mem- 
ber of  that  House  would  be  willing  to 
place  the  police  of  Ireland  under  local 
popular  control?  The  people  of  London 
were  as  intelligent  as  any  people,  and 
yet  it  was  not  deemed  safe  that  they 
should  have  the  control  of  their  own 
police.  There  was  an  absurdity  in 
placing  the  responsibility  for  the  pre- 
vention of  crime  in  the  hands  of  120 
different  establishments  ;  the  prevention 
of  crime  was  an  Imperial  duty  which 
extended  to  the  whole  country.  If  a 
protected  Prime  Minister  were  to  travel 
from  London  to  Edinburgh  with  the 
ordinary  stoppages  for  making  speeches, 
he  would  come  under  the  surveillance  of 
a  dozen  different  police  forces.  He  would 
like  to  support  what  he  said  by  the 
statements  of  the  Eoyal  Commissioners 
when  the  Constabulary  was  first  founded 
in  1839.  They  said  that  by  separate  and 
independent  management  in  counties 
there  must  be  expense,  trouble,  and 
inconvenience,  such  as  had  been  atten- 
dant upon  the  old  system  of  manage- 
ment by  parish  constables.  The  old 
system  of  elective  constables  had  one 
supporter  in  the  House — namely,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
who  seemed  to  think  that  the  ancient 
and  barbarous  methods  of  maintaining 
law  and  order  should  be  still  adhered 
to.  The  Commissioners  also  stated  that 
separate  local  police  establishments 
would  be  inadequate,  inefficient,  and 
very  expensive.  The  time  had  now 
arrived  when  a  great  step  in  advance 
might  be  made  by  establishing  one 
Imperial  force.  The  Commissioners 
summed  up  their  objections  to  the  pre- 
sent system  by  saving  that  with  52  dif- 
ferent forces  there  would  be  52  conflict- 
ing modes  of  action,  and  that  any  mea- 


sure which  did  not  tend  to  the  establish- 
ment of  one  force  and  one  system  through- 
out the  country  would  end  in  comparative 
inefficiency,  greater  expense,  and  the 
creation  of  local  animosities.  His  pro- 
posal, therefore,  was  to  enlarge  the  powers 
of  the  Home  Office,  and  to  get  rid  of  the 
mischiefs  which  were  pointed  out  in  this 
most  valuable  Eeport  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. Hon.  Gentlemen  on  these 
Benches  were  desirous  of  efficiency  and 
anxious  for  economy  ;  but  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  the  method  of  administration 
proposed  by  the  Government  in  this 
Bill  made  efficiency  and  economy  quite 
impossible.  Having,  he  believed,  said 
sufficient  to  recommend  his  Amendment 
to  the  Committee,  he  had  only  to  point 
out  that  there  was  a  precedent  for  this 
proposal  in  the  case  of  the  prisons,  which 
had  been  placed  successfully  under  Go* 
vernment  control  12  years  ago. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  5,  line  20,  after  the  words  "  attach 
to/'  to  leave  oat  all  the  words  to  end  of  Clause, 
and  insert  *'  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Homo  Department."— (ilfr.  Stanley 
Leighton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  he  was  very  far 
indeed  from  saying  that  there  was  not  a 
good  deal  to  be  urged  in  favour  of  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend;  but,  looking 
at  the  discussion  which  had  already 
taken  place  with  reference  to  the  control 
of  the  police,  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
would  hardly  expect  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  recede  from  the  position 
they  had  taken  up  in  that  respect.  He 
thought  it  would  also  be  seen  that  the 
Committee,  having  come  to  a  conclusion 
adverse  to  placing  the  police  under  the 
control  of  the  Judicial  Body  under 
which  they  now  were,  was  hardly  likely 
to  accept  the  proposal  ofhis  hon.  Friend. 
His  hon.  Friend  would  understand  that 
he  did  not  propose  to  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee again  with  the  various  arguments 
which  had  been  advanced  on  this  sub- 
ject during  the  discussion  that  had  taken 
place,  and  he  would  only  say,  further, 
that  the  Government  were  unable  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend. 

Mr.  CDNNINGHAME  GEAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  eaid,  he  rose  to  oppose 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
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the  Oswestry  Division  of  Shropshire  (Mr. 
Stanley  Leighton),  whom  he  would  con- 
gratulate upon  the  extreme  frankness  of 
his  statement.  He  was  not,  however, 
able  to  congratulate  him  so  much  upon 
his  remarks  in  reference  to  the  control 
of  the  police.  He  (Mr.  Cunninghame 
Graham)  would  point  out  that  there  were 
two  places  in  the  country,  and  two  only, 
where  the  police  were  in  collision  with 
the  people — namely,  Ireland  and  the 
Metropolis,  and  in  those  places  the  police 
were  under  the  direct  control  of  the 
Grown.  He  thought  that  the  duty  of 
answering  the  hon.  Gentleman  devolved 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  rather  than  on  himself ; 
but,  as  he  was  on  friendly  terms  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  wished  to 
protest  emphatically  against  another  un- 
pleasant duty  being  placed  upon  him. 
He  might  also  RUggest  that  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  feel  it  right  to  vote 
for  the  alternative  system  he  should 
place  the  police  under  the  control  of  the 
±lmperor  of  Japan. 

Mr.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  that  out- 
side London  there  were  parts  of  counties 
extending  15  miles  from  Ohariog  Gross 
where  the  police  were  under  the  control 
of  the  Home  Secretary.  He  did  not  see 
why  the  arguments  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  should  not  apply  to 
the  counties  outside  London,  and  it  was 
his  intention  to  move  an  Amendment 
with  that  object. 

Mb.  OONYBEAKE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  the  Division  which  had 
taken  place  not  only  had  the  effect  of 
knocking  the  Government  out  of  time, 
but  also  of  knocking  the  sense  out  of  the 
clause.  With  regard  to  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  placed  before  them  a  proposal 
which  might  be  worthy  of  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Committee:  but  consider- 
iDg  that,  as  had  been  pointed  out  more 
than  once  in  the  discussion,  the  action 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  had  been  to  bring  the  people  j 
of  the  Metropolis  into  collision  with  the 
police,  he  thought  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would  be 
the  very  last  thing  which  it  would  be 
their  duty  to  entertain.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  wished  to  point  out,  was 
exceedingly  illogical  in  some  of  the 
remarks  he  had  made,  and  he  thought 
he  must  have  been  guilty  of  an  uncon- 

Hr,  Cunninghame  Graham 


scions  joke  levelled  at  the  Members  of 
the  Government  on  the  TreasuryBenches. 
But  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
it  was  dangerous  to  trust  large  matters 
to  small  portions  of  the  people,  and  then 
said  he  was  in  favour  of  placing  the 
control  of  the  police  under  that  fragment 
of  the  people,  which  consisted  of  the 
Home  OfiBce  and  himself,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  his  arguments  became  very 
illogical  indeed.  He  believed  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  favour  of  retaining  the 
control  of  the  police  in  the  hands  of  the 
magistrates,  and  there  again  he  would 
point  out  that  when  he  spoke  of  trusting 
the  whole  people,  and  nothing  but  the 
people,  he  either  did  not  understand 
what  the  people  meant,  or  he  was  so 
illogical  that  he  did  not  know  whither 
his  remarks  were  carrying  him ;  because 
the  magistrates  belonged  to  one  class, 
and  certainly  did    not    constitute    the 

geople  as  a  whole.  He  thought  it  would 
e  agreed  that  the  landocracy  constituted 
a  very  small  portion  of  the  people ;  and, 
therefore,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
sincere  in  his  wish  to  retain  the  police 
under  the  control  of  the  magistrates,  he 
could  not  be  sincere  in  his  wish  to  see 
any  of  these  powers  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  people.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  ex- 
plained that  the  people  of  London  were 
the  most  intelligent  in  the  country.  He 
did  not  intend  to  dispute  a  proposi- 
tion of  that  kind ;  but  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  the 
people  of  London  had  no  control  over 
their  police,  and  used  that  argument  as 
a  reason  why  the  Home  Office  should 
control  the  police  in  all  other  parts  of 
the  country,  he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  must 
point  out  again  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  also  illogical  here,  because  he  had 
expressed  the  opinion  that,  in  large 
matters,  not  a  small  portion  of  the 
people,  but  the  whole,  should  be  trusted. 
He  did  not  suppose  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  be  very  successful  if  he 
carried  his  Amendment  to  a  Division ; 
and,  after  the  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  he  thought  he 
would  be  wise  in  withdrawing  it. 

Sir  RIOHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  he  was  one  of  those  who 
desired  to  see  progress  made  in  this 
measure ;  and,  therefore,  because  he  de- 
precated unnecessary  Divisions,  he  would 
express  his  hope  that  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Stanley  Leightun)  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 
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Hajob  BASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said,  be  Mr.  BITGHIE  said,  there  would  be 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  argument  nothing  whatever  to  prejudice  the  dis- 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  cussion  by  accepting  his  proposal  to 
Member  for  the  Oswestry  Division  of  defer  the  question. 
Shropshire  was  that  it  would  increase  Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  said,  there 
economy  and  efficiency.  It  was  obvious  was  in  his  borough  a  very  strong  feel- 
that  by  having  one  control  there  must  in g  that  the  municipal  authorities  should 
be  a  saving  of  expenditure  in  respect  of  have  the  control  of  their  own  police, 
correspondence,  clerks,  and  other  mat-  although  the  borough  did  not  contain 
ters.  If  they  followed  the  example  in  10,000  inhabitants.  He  did  not  wish 
the  case  of  the  prisons  they  would  have  to  delay  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  and 
one  central  authority,  one  control,  and  as  he  understood  that  he  should  not  be 
one  set  of  regulations  for  one  force,  and  out  of  Order  in  raising  the  subject 
this  would  certainly  produce  greater  hereafter  he  was  willing  to  accede  to 
efficiency  all  round.  the  request  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  Mb.  WOODALL  said,  he  was  ex- 
^r  TT-/%i-iT%  A  X  T  /TT  1  X  •  J  xi.  coediugly  dcsirous  of  falliug  iu  with  tho 
Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  said,  the  yiews  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name  would  ^^^^^^  ^^  facilitate  the  passage  of  the 
have  the  effect  of  preserving  the  present  ^ju  ^^^  ^^  ^he  understanding  that 
useful  arrangements  existing  between  boroughs  of  under  10,000  inhabitants 
Bome  of  the  boroughs  and  counties  g^^^i^  ^^^  ^^  prejudiced  by  the  post- 
winch  had  worked  very  satisfactorily,  ponement,  he  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
and  wluch  he  thought  it  was  undesir-  g^^^  ^is  Amendment, 
able  to  disturb. 

,        ,               -  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  23,  at  end  of  Clause,  to  add  Mb.  FIETH  said,  he  would  point  out 

the  words—"  All  arguments  under  which  the  that  the  control  of   the   police  by  the 

police  of  any  county  and  horough  are  consoli-  Home  Office  extended  from  Chislehurst 

dated,  or  under  which  any  borough  is  watched  ^^  ^^^  ^.,^     »  t^,v;i^«   4-^  tt^1x«:^«.«.  ^- 

by^ointy  police,  shall,  notwithstanding  any-  «^  ^^^  ^^^^  ?J  London  to  Uxbridge  on 

thing  in  this  Act,  remain  in  force    and  be  the  other.     He  would   not   go  into  the 

carried  into  effect  until  lawfully  determined,  historic  reasons  why  it  should  come  to 

the  standing  joint  committee  only  being  sub-  pass  that  the  control  of  the  Home  Se- 

stitutedso  far  M  requisite  for  the  justices  of  ^^^^ary    extended    to   counties   outside 

the  county,  —(if  r.  WoodaU.)  tjuau             ij-l                   i. 

r\      j^                  J  «irm.  i.xu             J  London ;   but   he  ventured  to   suggest 

Queshon  rroijosed,  "That  those  words  ^^^^  ^,^^;^  ^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^Jthle 

DO     ere  a        .  ^^  control  their  police  as  those  to  whom 

Mb.  KITOHIE  said,  he  was  in  accord  it  was  proposed  to  give  powers  under 

with  what  he  believed  to  be  the  object  this  clause.    He  would,  therefore,  move 

of  this  Amendment ;  but  he  would  point  an  Amendment  to  include  the  principle 

out  that  if  the  Government  were    to  he  had  in  view  in  the  Bill, 

accept  it  as  it  stood,  it  would  practically  a        ^        i.              j 

prejudge  certain  questions  with  refer-  Amendment  proposed, 

ence  to  the  boroughs  and  counties.     He  ^^  pag©  5»  li^^e  23,  at  end  of  Clause,  to  add 

would  undertake  that,  as  far  as  boroughs  *^®  words-"  This  section  shall  apply  to  aU 

«            1/x  A/i/\   •               1   ^*  counties  and  boroughs  of  counties  outmde  the 

of  over  10,000  m  population  were  con-  county  of  London  in  respect  of  the  control  of 

cerned,  they  accepted  the  spirit  of  the  the  police."— (Ifr.  Firth.) 

hon.  Member's  proposal    But  he  thought  Question  proposed,  -  That  those  words 

It  bettor  that  what  had  to  be  said  on  ^^  ^j^^^^  inserted/' 
the  question  should  be  deferred  until 

they  came  to  the  clause  dealing  with  Mb.  BITOHIE    said,  he  could  not 

the  question.  accept  the  proposal  of   the    hon.  and 

Sm  JOHN  SWINBUENE  (Staflford-  learned  Gentleman,  and  would  make  a 

shire,  Lichfield)  asked  if  there  would  be  suggestion    that    it    should    be  with- 

an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  ques-  drawn  and  the  discussion  of  the  point 

tion  of  police  with  regard  to  boroughs  deferred.     Tbe.v    must    deal    with   the 

under    10,000;    because,  if  he  allowed  London  police  district  as  a  whole, 

the  present  opportunity  to  pass,  those  Mr.  FIETH  said,  on  the  understand- 

who  wished  to  raise  that  question  might  ing  that  the  question  of  London  police 

be  ruled  out  of  Order  hereafter.  control  would  be  considered  hereafter 
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until  he  knew  how  they  were  composed, 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  expedient 
to  vest  in  them  a  large  number  of 
powers.  His  view  was  that  the  Oounty 
Councils  should  be  made  perfectly  im- 
partial and  homogeneous,  and  in  future, 
when  they  were  able  to  judge  how  their 
business  had  been  conducted,  they  might 
transfer  to  them  any  further  powers 
which  they  considered  could  be  rightly 
transferred.  The  transfer  of  these 
powers  he  proposed,  as  he  had  said,  to 
be  made  in  future  by  Order  in  Council; 
beyond  that  he  could  not  at  present  go. 
He  might  point  out  that  some  of  the 
powers  to  be  transferred  were  quite  un- 
necessary. Hon.  Members  would  find 
by  the  Schedule  that,  among  others,  it 
was  proposed  to  transfer  the  power  now 
vested  in  the  Board  of  Trade  of  making 
piers  and  harbours,  and  if  they  adopted 
the  clause  as  it  stood  they  would  be  con- 
ferring on  the  County  Council  of  Rut- 
land, for  instance,  the  most  unnecessary 
power  of  carrying  out  those  works.  He 
thought  the  Committee  would  ag^ee 
with  him  that  this  Amendment  was  well 
deserving  of  consideration,  and,  as  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  he  greatly  pre- 
ferred bis  .proposal  to  the  clause  in  its 
present  form. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  5,  line  24,  leave  out  '^  On  and  after 
the  appointed  day/'  and  insert  "It  shall  he 
lawful  for  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  in  Council, 
if  satisfied  of  such  approval  as  hereinafter  men- 
tioned from  time  to  time,  hy  order  to  transfer  to 
the  Council  of  a  county  all  or  any  of.**— (ifr. 
Chaplin.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
(Lancashire,  N.,  Blackpool)  said,  ho 
should  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Although,  at  first 
sight,  undoubtedly,  it  had  the  appear- 
ance of  emasculating  the  Bill,  he  wduld 
point  out,  with  reference  to  the  consti- 
tution of  County  Councils,  the  Bill  had 
already  been  eviscerated  by  the  exclusion 
of  some  of  the  smaller  boroughs  from 
the  County  Councils.  That  exclusion 
might  be  a  good  thing,  but  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  County  Councils  had  thus 
become  very  different  from  what  it  was 
originally,  inasmuch  as  they  would  be 
composed  entirely  of  rural  members  or 
members  from  very  small  boroughs.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  say  there  were  not 


on  its  merits,  he  would  not  press  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  believed  that 
the  Committee  would  always  consider  a 
case  upon  its  merits. 

Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  with  reference 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Wol- 
verhampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
with  reference  to  the  powers  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  under  Clause  7  of  the  County 
and  Borough  Police  Act  of  1856,  he 
had  prepared  an  Amendment  which  he 
wished  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
whereby  the  power  of  imposing  certain 
additional  duties  on  the  police,  as  vested 
by  the  section  referred  to  in  Quarter 
Sessions,  should  be  exercisable  by  Quar- 
ter Sessions  as  well  as  by  the  joint  com- 
mittee and  also  by  the  County  Councils. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  5,  line  23,  at  end  of  Clause,  to  add 
— "  Provided  that  the  powers  conferred  by 
section  seven  of  the  County  and  Borough 
Police  Act,  1856,  which  requires  constables  to 
perform,  in  addition  to  their  ordinary  duties, 
Buch  duties  connected  with  the  police  as  the 
Quarter  Sessions  may  direct  or  require,  ehall 
continue  to  be  exercised  by  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions as  well  as  by  the  constituted  joint  com- 
mittee, and  may  also  be  exercised  by  the  County 
Council,  and  the  said  section  shall  be  construed 
as  if  the  County  Council  and  the  constituted 
joint  committee  were  therein  mentioned  as  well 
as  the  Quarter  Sessions." — {Mr.  Ritchie.) 

Question,  '*  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Transfer  to  County  Council 
of  power  of  certain  Government  Depart- 
ments and  other  Authorities). 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  the  clause  as  it  stood  trans- 
ferred to  the  local  Councils  powers  which 
were  vested  at  present  in  certain  Bodies, 
such  as  the  Treasury,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  and  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  object  of  his  Amendment  was, 
instead  of  transferring  these  powers  by 
the  Bill,  to  enable  them  hereafter  to  be 
transferred  by  Order  in  Council.  His 
reason  for  moving  the  Amendment  was 
that  would  be  unwise  to  load  the  new 
authorities  with  all  these  onerous  duties 
at  starting.  \^Laughter.~\  He  saw  no 
reason  for  laughter.  He  confessed  that 
until  he  had  some  experience  of  the 
working  of  the  County  Councils,    and 

Mr.  Firth 
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position  they  ought  to  occupy ;  but  he 
would  point  out  that  it  was  proposed  to 
transfer  the  powers  of  dealing  with  gas 
and  water  and  the  manas^ement  of  tram- 
ways throughout  the  Kingdom,  which 
were  matters  requiring  exhaustive  in- 
quiry, and  then  Provisional  Orders  fol- 
lowed by  a  Bill  in  Parliament.  That 
being  so,  he  asked  hon.  Members  whe- 
ther they  thought  the  County  Councils 
competent  to  deal  with  all  these  sub- 
jects ?  Not  only  was  the  change  pro- 
posed a  very  sweeping  one  in  itself; 
but,  although  the  rates  would  be 
enormously  increased,  he  did  not 
think  the  districts  would  get  value 
for  the  money  spent.  On  the  whole, 
he  believed  there  would  be  g^eat 
dissatisfaction  if  the  clause  were  carried 
in  its  present  form.  It  was  because  he 
wished  the  system  to  be  a  success  that 
he  was  anxious  not  to  overburden  the 
new  Bodies,  and  he  should  therefore 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire.  He 
did  not  think  hon.  Members  would  deem 
it  wise  to  give  to  the  small  boroughs 
the  government  powers  which  were 
enumerated.  The  case  might  be  argued 
at  greater  length ;  but  he  thought  he  had 
given  some  reason  why  the  Government 
should  hesitate  before  they  gave  these 
powers  to  the  County  Council.  He  be- 
lieved that  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment they  would  be  doing  mischief  to 
the  Councils  and  no  good  to  the  boroughs. 
His  opinion  was  that  they  ought  to 
shrink  from  giving  powers  to  the  new 
Bodies  which  could  not  be  exercised  for 
the  good  of  the  community. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  S.) 
said,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Matthew  White  Bidiey) 
that  there  were  certain  powers  which 
the  Local  Government  Board  and  the 
Board  of  Trade  possessed  that  it  would 
be  desirable  at  once  to  give  to  the  County 
Council,  small  powers  which  did  not 
require  great  skill  to  exercise.  But 
there  were  some  powers  of  such  great 
magnitude — for  instance,  there  was 
the  one  to  which  he  drew  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  some  time  ago,  that 
concerning  the  public  health  of  the 
country,  and  which  at  the  present  mo- 
ment was  carried  into  successful  opera- 
tion by  the  skilled  staff  of  the  Local 
Government  Board — which  ought  not 
to  be  transferred  to  the  new  authorities 


BOime  powers  of  Government  Depart- 
ments that  could  not  be  very  well  given 
to  the  County  Councils,  but  he  thought, 
rather  than  run  any  risk,  they  should 
say  that  these  large  functions  should  not 
now  be  specified.  He  thought  that 
before  they  were  transferred  it  was 
desirable  to  see  how  the  Councils  dis- 
charged the  less  important  duties.  As  a 
matter  of  practical  experience,  and  apart 
from  Party  politics,  he  thought  it  was 
aafer  to  keep  powers  with  constituted 
authorities  like  the  Board  of  Trade  or 
the  Local  Government  Board,  having  a 
staff  of  officers  for  dealing  with  the 
various  subjects,  than  it  would  be  to 
give  them  to  the  County  Councils.  If 
hon.  Members  would  look  at  some  of  the 
powers  now  exercised  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  and  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  powers  proposed  to  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Councils ;  if  they 
would  consider  the  amount  of  machinery 
necessary  to  carry  out  these  powers,  he 
thought  they  would  see  that  ic  was  im- 
possible for  the  County  Councils  to  deal 
with  them.  There  were  many  counties 
which  would  have  to  decide  on  the  ques- 
tion of  piers  and  harbours.  It  was  not 
stated  that  the  country  would  be  able  to 
dispense  with  any  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
officers  in  consequence  of  the  proposed 
transfer,  and  he  asserted  that  the  Board 
of  Trade,  by  their  local  inquiries,  which 
were  conducted  at  a  small  cost,  had 
satisfied  local  demands.  The  proposal 
in  the  Bill  was — for  instance,  where  a 
borough  desired  gas  or  water  works — 
instead  of  coming  to  a  large  constituted 
authority  such  as  the  Board  of  Trade 
they  should  go  to  the  County  Council, 
on  which  probably  they  thought  they 
were  inadequately  represented,  and 
where  not  only  would  the  question  be 
decided  on  its  merits,  but  with  consider- 
able opposition  on  the  part  of  rival 
boroughs.  He  knew  that  in  Lancashire 
there  were  districts  in  which  this  would 
occur,  and  he  could  not  conceive  that  any 
advantage  would  be  derived  from  the 
action  of  County  Councils  in  these 
matters.  He  pointed  out  also  that  there 
must  be  great  expense  in  providing  the 
County  Councils  with  all  the  machinery 
necessary  to  deal  with  the  powers  pro- 
posed to  be  conferred  upon  them  as  thej 
arose.  He  did  not  say  that  there  wore 
not  some  smaller  matters  which  might 
be  transferred  to  the  County  Councils. 
Nor  did  he  wish  to  deprive  them  of  the 
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till  they  were  organized  and  ready  to  use 
them  with  advantage  to  the  nation. 
According  to  the  Bill,  they  were  at  once 
to  transfer  the  powers  which  had  worked 
through  the  agency  of  a  skilled  staff  of 
medical  officers  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  detached  and  uncombined 
medical  officers,  some  of  whom  had  no 
training  at  all  for  the  purposes  contem- 
plated, and  many  of  whom  were  engaged 
in  private  practice,  and  had  never  had 
the  opportunity  or  the  inclination  to 
study  sanitary  questions.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  unless  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  assured  them  that 
he  intended  afterwards  to  put  down 
Amendments — in  regard  to  which  he 
had  given  no  Notice  at  the  present  time 
— giving  such  power  to  the  County 
Councils  as  would  enable  them  to  get 
properly  qualified  medical  men  to  look 
after  the  health  of  the  community,  the 
Bill  would  produce  great  deterioration 
instead  of  improvement  in  the  public 
health.  Until  he  knew  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  intended  to  make  such 
Amendments,  he  should  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division 
of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin). 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
he  desired  to  corroborate  what  had  been 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon 
Playfair)  with  reference  to  medical  offi- 
cers. He  had  occasion,  in  former  years, 
to  take  an  interest  in  the  provisions 
introduced  into  the  present  Statute 
respecting  medical  officers,  and  he 
was  quite  certain  that  if  the  public 
health  of  the  future  under  this  Bill  or 
any  other  Bill  was  to  be  conducted  and 
attended  to  in  a  satisfactory  manner, 
great  pains  must  be  taken  to  keep  up 
the  dignity  and  to  maintain  the  Btatu9 
of  medical  officers.  He  did  not  desire 
to  anticipate  any  discussion  which  might 
arise  when  they  came  to  the  part  of  the 
Bill  dealing  more  specifically  with  pub- 
lic health ;  but  as  the  point  had  been 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he 
could  not  remain  entirely  silent.  He 
did  not  think  they  need  have  any  ap- 
prehension as  to  some,  at  least,  of  the 
powers  which  it  was  proposed  to  trans- 
fer. The  powers  of  the  Home  Office, 
which  it  was  proposed  to  transfer  to  the 
County  Councils,  were  confined  to  two 
subjects  not  entirely  germane.    In  fact, 

Sir  Lyon  Thy  fair 


they  were  connected  together  by  asome- 
what  remarkable  alliance  in  the  Sche- 
dule— they  were  burials  and  fairs.  In 
reference  to  the  powers  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  which  it  was  proposed 
to  transfer,  he  hoped  that  some  of  them 
would  be  removed  in  the  subsequent 
discussion  on  the  Bill.  He  thought  it 
would  be  a  misfortune  to  start  this  Bill 
without  the  transference  of  some  powers. 
If  the  new  authorities  to  be  set  up  under 
the  Bill  were  to  be  manned  by  men  of 
position  and  character  in  the  counties, 
the  Committee  must  give  them  real  and 
substantial  work  to  do,  and  he  doubted 
very  much  whether  they  could  find  any 
means  of  giving  work  to  that  class  so 
effectual  as  by  entrusting  the  County 
Council  with  some  portion  of  the  powers 
now  administered  by  Government  offices. 
He  did  not  know  that  the  removal  of  cer- 
tain boroughs  had  so  much  weakened  the 
County  Councils  as  some  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  think.  It  was  a  grave  mis- 
fortune in  our  social  life  that  those  who 
had  interest  in  boroughs  very  often — in 
fact,  almost  invariably — lived  outside  of 
those  boroughs.  He  believed  that  men 
of  standing  and  of  influence  in  the  dif- 
ferent boroughs  would  be  found  to  re- 
side outside  of  those  boroughs,  and 
to  have  large  interest  in  the  county. 
They  would  become  efficient  members 
of  the  new  County  Council.  He,  there- 
fore, did  not  attach  the  importance 
some  hon.  Members  did  to  the  de- 
teriorating effect  upon  the  County 
Councils  produced  by  the  creation  of 
the  county  boroughs;  but  he  con- 
fessed that  he  was  somewhat  surprised 
to  hear  the  criticism  which  had  been 
offered  by  hon.  Members  who  appeared 
more  peculiarly  to  represent  rural  dis- 
tricts. He  thought  he  had  heard  many 
hon.  Gentlemen,  whose  interests  were 
more  rural  than  his  own  could  claim  to 
be,  express  great  fear  that  the  County 
Councils  would  be  overborne  and  go- 
verned by  the  towns.  That  fear  had 
been  removed  by  the  Amendment  intro- 
duced in  the  Bill  for  the  creation  of  a 
larger  number  of  county  boroughs,  and 
he  thought  that  on  that  ground,  at  least, 
they  might  feel  more  confident  in  en- 
trusting powers  to  the  County  Councils. 
Mb.  a.  H.  BKOWN  (Shropshire, 
Wellington)  said,  he  desired  to  say  a  word 
or  two  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  public 
health.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  proposed  to  transfer  from  his 
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own  Department  to  the  County  Councils 
a  large  number  of  powers  which  were 
always  intended  to  be  used  in  the  pro- 
motion   of   the    public    health  of  the 
country.    Among  those  powers  to  be 
transferred  were  the  powers  under  cer- 
tain sections  named  in  the  Public  Health 
Act  of  1875,  and  he  desired  to  draw  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  some 
of  the  powers  he  was  about  to  transfer 
from  his  Department    to  the    County 
Councils.     He  thought  that  it  was  pos- 
sible to  transfer  some  powers  to  the 
County  Councils ;   but  it  was  desirable 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  retain 
in  his  Department  power  to  control  the 
County  Council,  or  any  other  Body  to 
whom  powers  were  entrusted,  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  law  which  were 
necessary  for  the  improvement  of  the 
public  health.  One  hon.  Gentleman  had 
remarked  that  it  was  proposed  to  transfer 
to  the  County  Councils  all  power  under 
the  299th  section  .of  the  Act  of  1875. 
That  section  was  the  one  which  com- 
pelled the  ^authorities  to  perform  their 
duties  with  regard  to  the  public  health, 
the  power  being  vested  in  the  liocal 
Government  Board  under  that  section. 
Let  him   point  out,   however,    that  if, 
under  the  Bill,  the  powers  given  by  that 
section  were  transferred  to  the  County 
Councils,  no  authority  in    the  country 
could  be  compelled  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  do  anything  that  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  public  health.    He  hoped 
that  the  point  would  be  carefully  con- 
sidered,  and  that  though   the  County 
Councils  would  bo  invested  with  some 
of  the  powers  named  in  the  Schedule, 
the  Government  Department  would  also 
possess  the  powers  now  named  in  the 
Act  of  1875.     The  Local  Government 
Board  ought    to  be   able  compel   the 
Local  Authority  to  provide  a  mortuary, 
for  instance  ;  and  they  ought  to  be  able 
to  compel  them  to  scavenge  their  streets. 
Those  were  important  powers,  but  if  the 
Bill  passed  as  it  now  stood,  there  would 
be  no  power  whatever  on  the  part  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  compel  any 
Local  Authority  to  perform  these  impor- 
tant functions.    He  also  desired  to  insist 
upon  the  point  that  there  ought  to  bo 
some  supervising  authority  to  see  that 
duties  were  properly  performed  in  the 
interests  of  public  health.     He  should 
certainly  support  the  Amendment  now 
under  consideration. 

Mb.  CEAIG  S£LLAE  (Lanarkshire, 
Fartick)  said,  he  listened  with  great 


pleasure  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Blackpool 
Division  of  Lancashire  (Sir  Matthew 
White  Ridley)  upon  the  subject,  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Craig  Sellar)  had  given 
some  attention.  He  understood  from 
the  hon.  Baronet  that  his  argument 
was  that,  while  he  did  not  object 
to  the  transference  of  minor  powers  to 
the  County  Coimcils,  he  did  object  to  the 
transference  of  the  greater  powers  it 
was  proposed  to  transfer.  He  (Mr. 
Craig  Sellar)  entirely  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  matter; 
the  hon.  Gentleman  adduced  some 
very  cogent  reasons  for  his  arf^ument, 
which  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
consider  carefully  ;  but,  in  addition  to 
the  argument  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  urged,  he  desired  to  urge 
one,  a  minor  argument  certainly,  but 
still  a  practical  one.  It  was  this — that 
the  whole  question  of  these  Provisional 
Orders,  as  well  as  the  greater  questions 
connected  with  Private  Bill  legislation, 
were  now  being  carefully  considered  by 
an  important  Committee  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament.  That  Committee 
would  report,  he  hoped,  very  shortly, 
and  he  thought  that  was  a  strong  reason 
for  at  least  postponing  the  consideration 
of  this  clause.  He  trusted  that  if  the 
Committee  would  not  consent  to  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
they  would,  at  least,  consent  to  postpone 
this  clause  until  the  Committee  which 
he  had  mentioned  had  reported. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  anyone  would  accuse  him  of  being 
desirous  of  weakening  either  the  duties, 
the  powers,  or  the  responsibilities  of  the 
new  Councils,  and  it  was  because  he 
entirely  agreed  with  the  views  expressed 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair) 
that  he  should  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  Chaplin).  They  had 
been  arguing  all  the  way  through — 
certainly,  they  upon  the  Opposition 
Benches  had  been  so  arguing— that  it 
was  desirable,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  assimilate  the  new  Council  to  the  old 
Municipal  Council.  Now,  Atunicipal 
Town  Councils  had  had  experience  of 
Local  Government  for  upwards  of  half- 
a-oentury,   but   Parliament  had  never 
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yet  proposed  to  confer  on  them  the  dis- 
cretion and  authority  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  or  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  or  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in 
respect  to  the  matters  specified  in  the 
Schedule.  It  was  proposed  to  invest  the 
new  Body— he  had  great  faith  in  the 
new  Body,  although  it  was  certainly 
untried  and  in  experienced — with  these 
great  Ministerial  powers,  he  might 
almost  say  Parliamentary  powers.  He 
tried  to  follow  his  right  hon.  Friend  in 
reference  to  the  position  of  what  were 
to  be  called  county  boroughs  under  the 
Bill.  He  believed  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  that  they  should  still 
be  subject  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
to  the  Home  Secretary,  in  all  these 
matters.  He  quite  agreed  in  that  view, 
at  all  events  for  the  present;  but  he 
thought  that  to  invest  the  County  Coun- 
cils and  not  the  municipal  boroughs  with 
these  various  discretionary  powers,  all 
of  which  would  require  a  large  and 
expensive  and  experienced  staff  in  order 
to  carry  them  out  efficiently,  was  really 
proceeding  on  wrong  lines.  He  thought 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  tileaford 
Division  went  as  far  as  they  ought  to  go. 
So  far  as  Section  1  was  concerned,  he 
was  quite  willing  that  the  Government 
of  the  day,  having  full  knowledge  of  the 
facts  of  the  case,  should  have  power, 
by  Order  in  Council,  to  transfer  certain 
powers  to  the  County  Councils.  If 
they  did  not  accept  the  Amendment, 
they  would  be  in  the  position  that, 
when  they  came  to  the  Schedule,  they 
would  have  to  discuss  item  by  item 
all  the  things  that  ought  to  bo  trans- 
ferred. The  discussion  would  occupy  a 
great  deal  of  time,  and  he  thought  that, 
in  the  end,  the  County  Councils  would 
not  possess  a  great  many  powers  they 
ought  to  possess,  and  that  they  would 
possess  some  which  they  could  never 
exercise  with  advantage  to  themselves 
or  to  the  community. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  ho  did  not  see 
any  great  objection  to  accepting  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Chaplin).  There  would  certainly, 
in  accepting  the  Amendment,  be  the 
advantage  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Wol- 
verhampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) — the 
Committee  would  be  spared  a  long  and 
very  technical  and  intricate  discussion 

Jir.  Btnry  H,  lowhr 


with  reference  to  the  provisions  in  the 
Schedule  of  the  Bill.  It  was  certainly 
true  also  that  the  proposal  placed  on  the 
responsible  Government  of  the  day  the 
duty  of  considering,  item  by  item,  whe- 
ther or  not  some  of  the  powers  now 
possessed  by  the  various  Government 
Departments  might  not  safely  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  (bounty  Councils.  He 
would  like,  while  saying  that  much,  to 
say  a  word  or  two  as  to  what  he  thought 
was  a  misconception  which  existed  in 
the  minds  of  some  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  spoken.  His  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley) 
seemed  to  think  that,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill,  the  power  would  be 
transferred  to  the  County  Councils  and 
the  Councils  of  those  boroughs  which 
appeared  in  the  Schedule  to  execute 
certain  works  such  as  harbours,  and  he 
thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  said 
various  other  works.  Let  him  point  out 
that,  so  far  as  a  county  was  concerned, 
and  so  far  as  all  the  boroughs  specified 
in  the  Schedule  were  concerned,  no 
power  whatever  with  reference  to  any 
proposal  for  erecting  works  within  their 
own  area  and  which  they  would  pro- 
mote would  be  transferred  to  them  by 
the  Bill.  Both  with  reference  to  coun- 
ties and  also  with  reference  to  boroughs 
the   4th   Schedule   all    Provisional 
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Orders  which  were  required  for  the  pur- 
pose of  executing  work  which  they,  as 
a  Council,  promoted,  would  have  to  be 
obtained  ifrom  the  Government  Depart- 
ment as  they  were  now  obtained.  It 
was  perfectly  clear,  therefore,  that  what- 
ever powers  it  might  be  proposed  to 
confer  on  County  Councils  with  refer- 
ence to  schemes  proposed  by  Companies 
within  their  area,  or  by  District  Councils 
within  their  area,  or  by  any  other  Body 
— it  was  perfectly  clear  that  schemes 
of  that  kind  were  on  a  totally  diffe- 
rent footing  to  schemes  of  which  the 
(Tounty  Councils  themselves  were  the 
promoters.  While  it  might  be  perfectly 
right  and  proper  to  give  these  powers 
with  reference  to  schemes  promoted  by 
authorities  within  the  area  of  a  County 
Council,  it  would  not  be  right  or  proper 
that  the  County  Councils  should  have  the 
power  of  issuing  Provisional  Orders 
for  schemes  of  which  they  themselves 
were  the  promoters.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Leeds 
(Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  alluded  to  a  ques- 
tion affecting  the  health  of  the  country. 
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He  (Mr.  Bitchie)  need  hardly  say  he 
ahomd  be  the  last  man  in  the  House  to 
propose  anything  which  he  thought 
would  be  disadvantageous  to  the  general 
health  of  the  community,  and  no  one 
recognized  more  than  he  did  the  im- 
mense services  which  had  been  per- 
formed by  the  medical  officers  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  Allusion  had 
been  made  by  some  hon.  and  righf.  hon. 
Qeotlemen  to  the  fact  that  representa- 
tions had  been  made  to  the  Local  Go- 
yemment  Board  from  boroughs  to  the 
effect  that  they  would  very  much  prefer 
to  remain  under  the  control  of  the  Local 
Gt>Ternment  Board  than  to  have  power 
exercised  over  them  in  this  respect  by 
a  County  Council.  He  was  perfectly 
aware  of  that  feeling.  He  was,  he  con- 
fessed, not  aware  it  existed  to  such  an 
extent  that  he  was  convinced  now  it  did, 
for  previously  to  the  introduction  of  that 
Bill  he  had  read  of  objections  which 
had  been  again  and  again  raised  as  to 
what  was  sometimes  called  the  arbitrary 
exercise  of  the  powers  of  the  Govern- 
ment Department.  There  could  be  no 
question  that,  at  any  rate  at  some  period 
or  other,  this  feeling  did  exist  to  a  very 
considerable  extent ;  but  he  had  become 
convinced  now  that  that  feeling  had 
been  replaced  almost  by  feelings  of  re- 
gard and  even  of  affection  on  the  part 
of  boroughs  for  the  Board  over  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  preside.  Of  course, 
the  Committee  knew  perfectly  well  what 
the  object  of  the  Government  was  in 
making  this  proposal.  Their  object  was 
that  a  system  of  decentralization  which 
had  been  so  often  called  for  should  be 
established.  They  thought  that,  at  any 
rate  so  far  as  many  of  the  powers 
they  proposed  to  transfer  were  con- 
cerned, they  might  be  fairly  handed 
over  to  a  large  representative  Body,  such 
as  they  hoped  the  County  Councils  would 
be,  who  would  probably  be  better 
judges  than  a  Central  Department  of 
the  wishes  and  wants  and  requirements 
of  the  localities  under  their  jurisdic- 
tioQ.  He  was  now  convinced  that  the 
boroughs  at  any  rate,  and  also  many 
other  Bodies  in  the  counties,  had  such  a 
complete  confidence  in  the  way  in  which 
the  Local  Government  Board  adminis- 
tered the  powers  which  were  conferred 
upon  it,  that  they  preferred  that  the 
Board  should  have  the  administration 
and  control,  rather  than  that  it  should  be 
banded  over  to  the  County  Councils— 


they  would  rather  bear  the  ills  they  had 
than  fly  to  those  they  knew  not  of.  He 
was  glad  this  was  so,  because  he  thought 
it  was  a  very  great  indication  that  in 
recent  years,  at  any  rate,  the  powers 
which  had  been  wielded  by  Government 
Departments  had  been  exercised  wisely 
and  to  the  public  advantage.  That  in- 
dication was  fairly  given  through  the 
representations  which  had  been  made 
on  the  part  of  boroughs,  and  it  had  to 
some  extent  reconciled  him  to  a  proposal 
which  he  could  not  help  saying  was  in 
some  measure  a  weakening  of  the  Bill 
the  Government  had  introduced.  But 
he  did  not  understand  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  was  proposed  in  that  sense — it 
was  rather  that  what  was  to  be  done 
should  be  done  tentatively,  and  that  full 
consideration  should  be  given  by  the 
Government  of  the  day  to  every  one  of 
the  proposed  transferences  before  it  was 
made.  It  was  in  this  spirit  they  ao- 
cepted  the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  The  acceptance  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  certainly  have  the  great 
advantage  which  had  been  pointed  out, 
that  the  Committee  would  be  spared  a 
long  and  intricate  and  technical  discus- 
sion with  reference  to  the  different 
powers  specified  in  the  Schedule.  He 
therefore  proposed,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
said,  he  wished  to  understand  how  far 
this  Amendment  would  go.  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Eitchie)  understand  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  apply  to  the  County  of 
London  and  its  Council?  The  County 
of  London  stood  in  an  entirely  different 
position  to  other  counties  in  the  country, 
and  he  was  bound  to  say  that,  so  far  as 
London  was  concerned,  this  Amendment 
would  be  most  mischievous  in  its  opera- 
tion. He  had  regard  particularly  to  the 
powers  of  the  Home  Office,  and  he 
presumed  that  if  this  Amendment  were 
carried,  those  powers  would  be  retained 
by  the  Home  Secretary.  That  was  not 
the  desire  of  the  ratepayers  and  citizens 
of  the  Metropolis.  These  proceedings 
seemed  to  him  to  show  the  absurdity  of 
trying  to  treat  Lond6n  as  if  it  were  on 
all-fours  with  the  other  counties  which 
were  dealt  with  in  the  Bill.  He  trusted 
the  right  hon.  Geatleman  would  con- 


635 


local  Government  (COMMONS}    {England  and  Wales)  Bill,       636 


Bider  this  point,  and  make  a  statemont 
in  reference  to  it  when  they  oame  to  the 
London  clauses. 

Mr.  EITOHIE  said,  that,  so  far  as  he 
understood  the  Amendment  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  it  merely  provided  that  the 
transference  of  these  powers  should  take 
place  by  means  of  an  Order  in  Council, 
it  was  quite  evident  that  if  London 
could  not  be  considered  separately,  as 
he  thought  it  could,  power  would  remain 
to  the  Government  of  the  day  to  make 
transferences  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
thought  it  would  be  advisable  to  make. 
With  reference  to  London,  the  Govern- 
ment had  always  had  in  their  minds  that 
when  they  came  to  the  clauses  dealing 
with  the  Metropolis  separate  and  full  con- 
sideration should  be  given  to  the  peculi- 
arities of  the  position  occupied  by  London. 

Mr.  LAwSON  said,  that  the  fact 
that  the  powers  could  be  transferred  by 
Order  in  Council  was  no  guarantee  to 
hon.  Members.  They  found  the  Home 
Office  extremely  unwilling  to  surrender 
its  prerogatives ;  and  what  they  wanted 
to  get  was  an  absolute  assurance  on  the 
point.  When  they  came  to  the  London 
clauses  they  would  certainly  press  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  respect  to  this 
matter. 

Mr.  8TAN8FELD  (HaHfax)  said, 
that  it  appeared  to  him  that  this  was  a 
clause  requiring  very  careful  considera- 
tion and  treatment,  and  he  was  rather 
Borry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  to  throw  over- 
board entirely  the  1st  sub-section,  and 
practically  to  retain  only  the  2nd. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  :  No. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  said,  he  wanted  to 
be  quite  sure  he  did  not  misunderstand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  accepted 
the  principle  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Geiitleman  the  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  (Mr.  Chaplin). 
What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed was  to  transfer  no  powers  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, or  from  the  Board  of  Trade, 
or  from  the  Local  Government  Board, 
by  the  operation  of  this  section,  but  to 
take  power  to  the  Government  of  the  time 
being  to  transfer  no  powers  from  these 
and  other  Departments  to  the  County 
Councils  on  the  responsibility  of  the 
Government  of  the  day.  Did  he  rightly 
understand  the  matter?  [Mr.  jRitohie 
assented.]    Then,  practically  speaking, 


he  was  right  in  saying  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  dispensed  with  the  first  part 
of  the  section,  which  transferred  powers 
by  virtue  of  the  section  itself,  and  he 
preferred  to  rely  on  the  2nd  sub-sec- 
tion, which  dealt  with  the  transference 
of  power  by  Order  in  Council.       He 
(Mr.  Stansfeld)  regretted  the  action  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.      He  knew 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  had  rea- 
son to  modify  the  proposed  provision  in 
the  Bill  for  the  transference  of  powers. 
He  was  aware   that  a  deputation   of 
boroughs   waited   upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  was  aware  of  the 
impression  which  that  deputation  pro- 
duced upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
mind  ;  and,  therefore,  he  expected  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
himself    proposed    to    reconsider    this 
Schedule,  and  to  have  brought  forward 
an  amended  Schedule  at  some  future 
time,  containing  powers  which,  on  more 
mature  consideration,  he  thought  it  ad- 
visable to  transfer.     He  understood,  on 
the  contrary,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man elected  to  give  up  that  opportunity, 
and  preferred  to  leave  the  transference 
of   powers    entirely  to    future    action. 
Then    they  came    to    the  question  of 
method.      He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  had  an 
Amendment  to  the  2nd  sub-section,  and 
perhaps  he  might  be  allowed  to  state  his 
objection  to  that  sub-section.    He  could 
quite    understand  a  proposal    that  by 
agreement  between  the  Government  of 
the  day  and  the  Department  concerned 
the  transference  of    powers  should  be 
done  by  Provisional  Orders  involving 
the  necessity  of  a  confirming  Bill,   so 
that  the  matter  might  be    certain  of 
arresting  the  attention  of  Parliament ; 
but  that  was  not  the  proposal  of  this 
clause.     The  proposal  of  the  clause  was 
that  a  scheme  when  originated  should 
lie  on  the  Table  for  30  days,  and  that,  if 
it  was  not  objected  to,  it  should   prac- 
tically become  law — that  the  Order  in 
Council  should  issue  as  a    matter    of 
course  forthwith,  and  that  there  should 
be  no  appeal  to  Parliament.    It  must  be 
perfectly  well  known  to  Members  of  the 
Committee  that,  in  the  first  place,  such 
a  scheme  might  lie  on  the  Table  and 
arrest  no  attention  ;  and  that,  secondly, 
the  scheme  might  arrest  attention,  but 
that  hon.  Members  might  be  unable  to 
get  any  opportunity   of  discussing  it. 
This  difficulty  was  much  larger  under 
the  new  Biiles  than  under  the  old,  and 
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hereg^tted  to  say  that  there  was  no  gua- 
rantee, under  the  2nd  sub-section  as  it 
stood,  that  the  Government  of  the  day 
might  not  on  their  own  motion  put 
Bohemes  on  the  Table  for  the  trans- 
ferenee  of  powers  from  any  Secretary  of 
State,  or  from  the  Board  of  Trade,  or 
the  Local  Government  Board,  or  the 
Education  Department,  or  from  any 
other  authority  having  powers  within 
a  county,  and  there  was  no  gua- 
rantee that  the  powers  might  not  be 
transferred  without  Parliament  having 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  them.  By 
adopting  this  Amendment  the  House 
would  wash  its  hands  of  the  whole  busi- 
ness; it  would  relinquish  all  authority  and 
power,  for  it  would  delegate  its  authority 
practically  to  the  Government  of  the  time 
being,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
that  was  a  delegation  and  abandonment 
of  responsibility  and  power  which  the 
House  ought  not  to  contemplate. 

Mb.  EITGHIE  said,  he  did  not  want 
to  detain  the  Committee  unnecessarily  ; 
but,  of  course,  these  were  matters,  and 
there  were  many  other  matters  in  con- 
nection with  a  great  Bill  like  this,  in 
regard  to  which  there  might  be  large 
and  perfectly  legitimate  differences  of 
opinion.  The  Government  had  made 
proposals  which  they  thought  were  the 
best  under  the  circumstances.  When 
matters  of  this  kind  came  to  be  discussed 
in  a  business-like  way,  and  when  a  de- 
sire was  shown  on  the  part  of  all  persons 
in  the  House  to  make  the  Bill  as  work- 
able and  as  good  a  Bill  as  possible,  he 
should  be  sorry,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, to  attempt  to  set  up  a  reputa- 
tion for  infallibility  as  to  the  proposals 
they  made.  The  Government  were  per- 
fectly willing  to  consider  all  suggestions, 
especially  when  they  were  made  by  so  ex- 
perienced a  Member  of  the  House  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stansfeld). 
Although  they  had  provided  that 
certain  transfers  might  be  made  by 
means  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  alluded  to  —  namely,  the  laying 
of  the  schemes  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
for  a  certain  number  of  days,  he  was 
perfectly  willing  to  fall  in  with  the  sug- 
gestion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made,  and  provide  that  the  transference 
of  powers  should  be  made  by  a  Fro- 
visional  Order.  He  did  not  see  the 
slightest  objection  to  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  was 
(mzious  to  sa^  so  frankly,  and  at  once. 


Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  said,  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  not  consider  he  was  wasting 
the  time  of  the  Committee  if  he  made 
clear  the  altered  position  of  affairs.  He 
(Mr.  Woodall)  was  not  quite  clear  what 
was  to  be  the  position  under  the  altered 
circumstances  of  the  boroughs  in  the 
Schedule  and  of  the  boroughs  which 
were  not  included  in  the  Schedule. 
Would  such  powers  as  were  proposed 
to  be  given  by  Order  in  Council  to  the 
new  County  Authorities  be  also  con- 
ceded to  boroughs  with  a  population  of 
50,000? 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  he  had  endea- 
voured to  express  broadly  what  they 
conceived  to  be  the  position  of  things 
with  reference  to  the  counties,  and  also 
with  reference  to  the  boroughs  which 
were  to  be  treated  as  counties.  ]  t  was 
quite  clear  that  schemes  promoted  by 
Governing  Bodies  of  boroughs  and  coun- 
ties should  not  be  brought  into  effect 
by  means  of  Provisional  Orders  issued 
by  the  Governing  Bodies  themselves. 
It  was  quite  clear  that  if  a  borough 
in  the  Schedule  desired  to  promote  a 
scheme  within  its  own  area,  it  would 
not  be  right  or  proper  it  should  have 
the  power  to  issue  the  Provisional 
Order,  the  borough  being,  as  it  would 
be,  an  interested  party. 

Mb.  woodall  said,  he  thought  it 
was  perfectly  clear  that  if  a  County 
Authority  or  a  borough  of  50,000  in- 
habitants promoted  any  particular  mea« 
sure,  it  must  come,  as  at  present,  to 
Whitehall.  He  hoped  it  would  not  be 
irregular  in  him  to  refer  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice,  and 
in  which  he  asked  that  whatever  might 
be  the  powers  of  the  new  County  Autho- 
rities, the  municipal  boroughs  might  be 
left,  as  at  present,  the  right  of  appeal 
to  the  Central  Authority.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  very  truly 
said  that  there  was  a  time  when  the 
relations  between  boroughs  and  the 
Central  Authority  involved  a  certain 
amount  of  friction.  Happily,  the  ex- 
perience of  years  which  had  brought 
the  best  minds  of  the  Provinces  into 
harmonious  relations  with  the  very  com- 
petent central  office  had  insured  a  con- 
tinuous and  wise  policy,  which  had  been 
found  to  work  very  satisfactorily,  and 
that,  at  any  rate,  they  hoped  would  not 
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be  disturbed  by  any  changes  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  brought  about,  espe- 
cially in  regard  to  Provisional  Orders. 
Suppose  a  borough  of  a  less  population 
than  50,000  was  left  to  appeal  to  the 
new  County  Authorities.  What  pos- 
sible assurance  could  it  have,  after  a 
decision  had  been  arrived  at,  that  the 
Bill  would  obtain  Parliamentary  assent  ? 
There  was  no  assurance  at  all  that  the 
policy  of  the  County  Authority  in 
Stafibrdshire  would  be  at  all  akin  to 
that  which  would  find  favour  in  Dorset- 
shire, and,  therefore,  they  could  hardly 
expect  a  Government  Authority  to  make 
itself  responsible  for  the  assent  to  these 
Provisional  Orders.  He  and  his  hon. 
Friends  felt  strongly  there  was  a  pro- 
bability of  great  inconvenience  and 
great  conflict  arising,  and,  therefore, 
they  hoped  the  existing  system  would 
be  continued.  Whatever  concessions 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  prepared 
to  ma^e  to  the  County  Authorities  in 
deference  to  the  views  so  forcibly 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Blackpool  (Sir  Matthew 
White  Bidley)  and  others  who  had 
spoken,  he  trusted  that  those  for  whom 
he  pleaded  would  be  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  the  concession. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  that  the  position  of  some  boroughs 
was  very  peculiar.  The  population  of 
Great  Grimsby,  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent,  was  53,000.  It  ran  over 
the  borders  of  the  borough  into  various 
hamlets  all  round,  the  population  within 
the  borough  itself  being  35,000.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  under  this  Bill,  even 
with  the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Chaplin),  any  transference 
of  authority  from  the  Local  Gt>vemment 
Board  would  enable  the  County  Council 
to  administer  the  various  matters  dele- 
gated to  them  in  connection  with  Great 
Grimsby,  whilst  they  would  really  know 
nothing  about  them.  He,  therefore, 
hoped  that  with  regard  to  Great  Grimsby, 
or  any  other  borough  in  the  same  posi- 
tion, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
consider  whether  it  could  not  be  left 
entirely  under  the  Local  Government 
Board,  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
boroughs  in  the  4th  Schedule. 

Mb.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  said,  he  did  not  quite 
understand  the  position  at  which  they 
had  arrived.  It  seemed  to  him  that  in- 
stead of  the  Government  having  made 
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a  simple  concession  they  had  revolu- 
tionized the  position.  The  proceeding 
of  the  Government  had  taken  him  quite 
by  surprise.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends 
were  expecting  that  the  powers  speci- 
fied in  the  1st  Schedule  would  posi- 
tively belong  to  the  County  Councils, 
but  in  a  moment  the  Government  re- 
treated from  its  position.  The  Govern- 
ment now  reserved  to  themselves  the  au- 
thority to  transfer  these  powers,  and  no 
guarantee  whatever  was  given  that  any 
one  of  the  powers  would  eventually 
be  given  to  the  County  Councils.  He 
heartily  supported  the  appeal  made  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  around  him,  that  they 
should  have  some  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering this  question.  He  did  not  de- 
sire to  move  to  report  Progress ;  he 
would  not  do  anything  unfriendly  to  the 
Government,  but  he  thought  they  ought 
to  have  time  to  consider  the  question. 
The  Government  were  really  emascu- 
lating the  Bill ;  they  were  now  taking 
away  all  its  strength,  saying  that  the 
House  must  trust  the  Government  of 
the  day  and  its  wisdom  and  its  pro- 
positions. That  might  be  wise  in  itself, 
but  the  change  made  was  so  enormous 
that  hon.  Members  had  a  right  to  ask 
for  time  to  consider  the  matter. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Halley  Stewart)  said  this  was 
an  enormous  change.  What  did  the 
change  consist  of?  That,  instead  of 
transferring  at  once  by  an  enactment  in 
the  Bill  all  these  powers  to  the  County 
Councils,  they  had  yielded  to  the 
argument  used  not  on  one  but  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  it  would  be 
advisable,  while  taking  the  power  to 
make  all  these  transfers,  that  the  trans- 
fers  should  not  take  place  at  once.  That 
practically  amounted  to  all  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Chaplin)  proposed.  That 
proposal  had  been  suggested  by  Gentle- 
men of  very  large  experience  in  the 
government  of  counties  and  of  boroughs. 
The  Government  thought  the  appeal 
made  to  them  on  this  occasion  was  one 
of  a  reasonable  character,  and  one  which 
could  not  be  fairly  resisted.  The  only 
alteration  made  was  that,  instead  of  its 
being  enacted  in  the  Bill  that  these 
powers  should  be  transferred,  they  should 
be  transferred  by  Orders  in  Council. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.)  said,  he  thought  the  Government 
ought  to  understand  that  there  were 
hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
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the  Hotise  who  were  wholly  opposed  to 
the  Amendment,  and  stood  distinctly  by 
the  principle  of  banding  over  these 
powers  definitely  by  Statute.  There 
was  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  the 
name  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax,  to  strike  out  Sub-section  2  of 
the  clause.  Now  he  was  prepared  to 
support  that  Amendment  precisely  on 
the  ground  that  they  thought  the  trans- 
fer of  these  important  and  drastic  powers 
under  various  Acts  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils, should  only  be  done  after  fair  and 
full  discussion  in  the  House.  It  might 
take  along  time  to  discuss  the  Schedule ; 
but  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  preferred 
to  sit  several  weeks  longer,  if  necessary, 
to  carry  out  the  only  sound  principle 
that  these  matters  should  be  dealt  with 
by  discussion  in  Parliament,  and  not  left 
to  the  Oovemment  to  hand  over  or  not. 
Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.)  said, 
he  was  afraid  that  in  the  face  of  the 
great  difference  of  opinion  with  regard 
to  the  clause,  they  were  in  some  danger  of 
losing  the  clause  altogether.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  this  was  an  Amendment 
which  might  postpone  indefinitely  the 
transference  of  these  powers  to  the  County 
Councils,  but  he  confessed  he  should  not 
be  disposed  to  oppose  the  Amendment 
if  the  Government  would  give  them  some 
assurance  that  they  would  not  go  further 
than  this  in  the  direction  of  emascu- 
lating the  clause.  He  felt  some  fear  on 
the  subject  because  this  was  only  the 
first  of  a  series  of  Amendments  standing 
in  the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division 
of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  and 
though  this  discussion  had  been  of  a  very 
general  character,  and  though  many 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
had  directed  their  attacks  against  other 
portions  of  the  clause,  the  Committee 
had  not  yet  heard  one  word  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
defence  of  the  other  provisions  of 
the  clause.  He  desired  to  point  out 
to  the  Committee,  with  regard  to  the 
most  important  powers  which  were 
proposed  to  be  transferred  under  the 
clause — the  Provisional  Order  powers  at 
present  exercised  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that  it  was  extremely  desirable  that 
they,  at  any  rate,  should  be  transferred 
either  now,  or  at  some  near  time,  to  the 
Bodies  which  were  about  to  be  created 
in  the  counties.    This  measure,  they  had 
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been  told,  was  to  be  one  of  considerable 
decentralization.  He  confessed  he 
thought  that  if  this  clause  were  removed 
from  it,  it  would  become  a  measure  of 
mere  transfer,  and  not  of  decentraliza- 
tion at  all.  He  did  think  they  ought 
not  to  lose  that  great  opportunity  of 
securing  that  some  of  these  powers 
which  at  present  over-burdened  the 
Central  Departments  and  occupied  the 
time  of  Parliament  should  be  conferred 
on  the  Local  Bodies  they  were  now 
about  to  create.  He  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  already  committed  in  this 
matter.  Last  Session  they  passed  an 
Allotments  Bill,  and  in  that  Bill  was 
contained  a  provision  for  conferring 
on  the  new  County  Councils,  as  soon 
as  ever  they  were  created,  powers 
which  far  transcended  in  importance 
many  of  the  powers  which  were  con- 
tained under  this  clause  now  under  dis- 
cussion. Under  the  Allotments  Act  the 
County  Authority,  as  soon  as  it  was 
created,  might  exercise  the  power  of 
making  the  purchase  of  land  compulsory 
in  place  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
who  exercised  it  at  present.  Now, 
none  of  the  provisions — he  thought  he 
was  right  in  this — in  Part  2  of  the 
Schedule  of  this  Bill  would  give  the 
County  Councils  power  to  take  land 
compulsorily.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
Provisional  Orders  under  the  Tramways 
Act.  There  were  most  careful  safe- 
guards against  any  abuse  of  the  powers 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  at  present,  and 
all  those  safeguards  would  still  re- 
main, and  would  be  in  many  respects 
strengthened,  when  the  powers  were 
transferred  to  the  new  County  Council 
He  thought  if  hon.  Members  would 
take  the  trouble  to  examine  the  Acts 
under  which  Provisional  Orders  were 
made,  they  would  see  that  there  were 
careful  safeguards  in  all  particulars, 
and  that  it  would  be  very  difficult  for 
the  new  County  Councils  to  abuse  their 
powers  if  they  wished  to.  He  was  sur- 
prised at  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front 
Bench  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of 
the  House.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  about  trusting  the  people  and  ex- 
tending in  all  possible  ways  the  power 
of  the  County  Councils.  They  had  now 
reached  the  limit  to  which  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  these  Front  Benches  were  ' 
prepared  to  trust  the  people,  and  they 
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had  also  reached  the  point  at  which 
they  were  inclined  to  assist  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  in  diminishing, 
rather  than  increasing,  the  powers  of 
the  new  County  Bodies,  and  therefore 
in  preventing,  as  he  feared,  many  public 
spirited  men  from  taking  a  part  in  th  e  work 
of  those  Bodies.  He  thought  that  the 
Government,  if  they  accepted  this 
Amendment,  which,  for  certain  reasons, 
he  thought  they  might  fairly  do,  might 
give  them  some  promise  that  they  would 
not  go  further  to  meet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Chaplin),  and 
remove  from  this  clause  altogether  any 
reference  to  the  more  important  powers 
contained  in  the  Schedule. 

Me.  C.  T.  dyke  ACLAND  (Corn- 
wall, Launceston)  said,  that,  unfortu- 
nately, he  had  been  absent  from  the 
House  for  a  few  moments,  and  had  not 
had  the  advantage  of  hearing  what  had 
been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  near  him ;  but  he  ventured, 
having  been  for  many  years  associated 
with  county  business,  and  being  most 
anxious  that  this  Bill  should  be  a 
thorough  success,  to  express  a  hope  that 
the  Government  would  not  yield  on  this 
Amendment.  They  had  heard  a  good 
deal  about  the  thin  edge  of  the  wedge, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  this  was  an 
attempt  to  insert  it.  They  were  now, 
for  the  first  time  on  this  clause — one  of 
the  most  important  clauses  of  the  Bill — 
they  were  now  told  that  the  advantages 
which  they  believed  the  measure  to  pos- 
sess might  gradually  be  whittled  away. 
If  ever  there  was  a  case  in  which  the  thin 
edge  of  the  wedge  was  inserted,  this  was 
it.  If  the  Government  were  earnest 
about  the  Bill,  as  he  believed  they  were, 
one  of  the  most  important  points  they 
had  to  bear  in  mind  was  that  the  rural 
electors  of  the  country  districts  should 
understand  thoroughly  what  they  were 
about  in  the  most  important  act  they  had 
to  do  in  the  first  inception  of  these  County 
Councils.  They  ought  to  know  the 
exact  purpose  for  which  they  were  going 
to  elect  the  gentlemen  they  were  to 
trust.  Were  they  to  be  empowered  to 
deal  fairly  and  frankly,  and  with  a  full 
sense  of  responsibility,  with  all  the  local 
questions  which  came  before  them,  or 
were  they  to  have  small  powers,  not 
knowing  how  the  other  powers  were  to 
come,  how  they  were  to  be  left  to  them, 
or  what  they  were  expected  to  do  ?   Let 
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them  know  what  duties  the  members  of 
the  County  Councils  were  to  be  expected 
to  perform,  and  then  they  would  be  able 
thoroup^hly  to  trust  them  to  perform 
those  duties. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  he 
regretted  that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  C. 
T.  Dyke  Acland)  was  not  present  when 
the  arguments  which  had  been  used  in 
the  case  had  been  set  forth  by  right  hon. 
Gentlemen    sitting  on  that  (the  Front 
Opposition)  Bench.  This  was  a  question 
which  ought  not  to  be  settled  on  Party 
lines,  and  he  hoped  they  would,  without 
being   led  away  by  any    such  spirit, 
advantageously  carry  out  all  their  in« 
tentionsin  making  these  County  Councils 
efficient  and  satisfactory.    He  was  glad 
to  hear  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
East  Somersetshire  (Mr.  Hobhouse)  was 
so  far  advanced  as  to  trust  the  people ; 
because  he  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  thought 
that  in  previous  discussions  and  Divisions 
on  the  Bill  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  not  supported  those  on  that  (the 
Opposition)    side  of    the    House  who 
advocated  trusting    the  people.     That, 
however,  was  not  a  question  of  trusting 
the  people,  but  one  of  practical  admi- 
nistration  and   legislation;    and   what 
they    contended,   and   would    continue 
to    contend,     was    that    it    was    de- 
sirable, at  the  proper  time,  that  these 
powers  should  be  transferred  not  only 
to    the    County    Councils    but    to  the 
Borough  Councils.     The  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  said  that  at  present  that  should 
not  be  done  by  this  Statute,  and  for  the 
reason  that  there  were  certain  powers 
mentioned  in  the  Schedule  which  ought 
not  to  be  included.     He  was  prepared 
himself  to   argue  that    at  the  proper 
time,  and  also  that  there  were  a  great 
many  powers   which    ought  to  be  in- 
cluded, and  which  were  not  mentioned 
in  the  Schedule.     Now,  what  was  pro- 
posed was  that  these  transfers  should 
be  effected  from  time  by  Orders  made 
by    Parliament — embodied    in    Provi- 
sional Orders  which  should  require  the 
sanction   of  Parliament — under  which 
these  duties  should  be  performed  by  the 
County  Councils.     The  practical  objec- 
tion to  the  immediate  transfer  of  these 
powers  was  that  the  County  Councils 
had  not  and  would  not  for  some  time 
possess  that  costly  experience  and  that 
expensive  staff  required  to  carry   out 
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flteae  Provisional  Orders  and  various 
other  county  matters  which  were  at 
wesent  in  the  hands  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  this  House.  To  raise  the 
question  of  trusting  or  not  trusting  the 
people  upon  a  matter  of  this  sort  was 
altogether  beside  the  mark.  He  yielded 
to  no  man  in  his  wish  to  make  the 
County  Councils  as  dignified  and  power- 
ful and  successful  as  they  could  be 
made,  and  yet  he  was  not  prepared, 
because  he  desired  that,  to  put  the 
Councils  in  a  position  in  which  they 
would  be  practically  impotent — to  put 
them  in  a  position  to  do  the  things  they 
ought  not  to  do,  and  to  leave  undone 
those  things  which  they  ought  to  do. 
They  would  not  have  the  machinery  at 

5 resent  to  carry  out  their  legislative 
uties.  With  reference  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  it  only  dealt  with  the  question 
of  Section  1.  When  they  came  to  the 
question  as  to  Section  2  they  would 
have  to  deal  with  the  subject  of 
education,  for  instance,  with  the  ques- 
tion of  transferring  the  powers  as 
to  education  to  the  County  Councils, 
and  he  should  not  be  one  to  agree 
to  that.  But  as  to  transferring  cer- 
tain powers  from  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  Local  Government  Board,  that 
implied  merely  the  transference  of  ad- 
ministrative acts  relating  to  sanitary 
matters,  to  water,  piers  and  harbours, 
gas,  electric  lighting,  and  so  on,  the 
performance  of  which  would  require  a 
staff  such  as  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government  Departments.  He 
must  protest  against  the  extraordinary 
position  in  which  they  would  find  them- 
selves placed,  if  this  Amendment 
were  rejected,  that  the  Municipal 
Authorities  of  such  towns  as  Bir- 
mingham, Manchester,  and  Liverpool 
would  not  be  allowed  to  discharge  those 
duties,  though  they  had  the  necessary 
staff,  whilst  the  County  Councils,  though 
they  had  not  the  staff  possessed  by  those 
Municipalities,  would  be  called  upon  at 
a  moment's  notice  to  discharge  these 
duties.  So  far  as  those  Boroughs  which 
were  Counties  were  concerned,  it  was 
provided  that  this  jurisdiction  was  not 
to  be  conferred  upon  them.  It  could 
not  be,  because  they  would  be  exercising 
jurisdiction  over  themselves— and  there 
was  a  jurisdiction  to  be  exercised  be- 
tween contending  jurisdictions.  His  ob- 
ject in  rising,  however,  was  to  say  this 


— that  whether  they  were  right  or  wrong 
from  an  administrative  or  legislative 
point  of  view,  this  was  a  practical  ques- 
tion. It  did  not  raise  the  question  of 
trusting  or  mistrusting  the  people  at  all, 
but  simply  a  question  as  to  what  was 
the  most  economical  and  efficient  way  of 
doing  the  work. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  bound 
to  express  his  surprise  that  an  hon. 
Member  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
who  had  been  a  Member  of  a  Govern- 
ment and  had  had  considerable  ex- 
perience, should  come  and  take  part  in 
a  debate  on  a  subject  as  to  which  he  had 
not  heard  a  word  that  had  been  said 
until  he  himself  rose.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, he  supposed,  was  not  aware  that  the 
Amendment  had  been  discussed  for  some 
time  and  that  it  was  accepted  by  almost 
everyone  who  spoke  on  the  Opposition 
side.  [**  No,  no ! "]  Well,  it  was  accepted 
by  almost  every  Gentleman  on  that  side 
who  spoke  up  to  within  the  last  few 
moments,  and  by  the  Committee  gene- 
rally. Everyone  appeared  to  be  in  its 
favour,  and  the  Government,  seeing  that 
such  was  the  case,  had  agreed  to  accept 
it.  Now,  he  wished  to  say  a  word  or  two 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  East  Somersetshire  (Mr.  Hob- 
houee).  He  thought  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  under  some  mis- 
apprehension. He  spent  some  moments 
in  pointing  out  to  the  Committee  how 
entirely  the  position  of  the  Allotments 
Act  would  be  altered  by  the  acceptance 
of  the  Amendment.  He  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  pardon  him  for  saying  that,  unless 
his  memory  deceived  him,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  entirely  mistaken 
on  that  point.  The  position  of  the 
Allotments  Act  would  not  be  altered  one 
iota  by  the  acceptance  of  the  Amend- 
ment, for  the  proceedings  under  that 
Act  were  governed  by  the  Act  itself,  and 
were  provided  for  in  the  Statute.  There- 
fore, on  that  ground  he  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  need  be  under 
no  apprehension  whatsoever.  Then 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  spoke  of 
the  string  of  Amendments  standing  in 
his  (Mr.  Chaplin's)  name  in  regard  to 
these  questions,  and  said  that  he  was 
perfectly  prepared  to  aooept  the  present 
proposal,  and  to  agree  witn  the  Govern- 
ment, provided  tJ^ey  would  give  an 
assurance  that  they  would  accept  no 
more  of  his   (Mr.  Chaplin's)  Amend- 
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ments,  and  go  no  further  in  that  direc- 
tion. Well,  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  had 
three  Amendments  on  the  Paper  dealing 
with  this  subject,  but  two  of  them  were 
thoroughly  consequential.  He  had 
another  Amendment  down,  and  it  was 
precisely  the  same  as  one  standing  in 
the  name  of  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman 
the  recognized  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
upon  this  question— namely,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stansfeld).  He  thought  that  with 
these  observations  he  had  dispelled  the 
apprehensions  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Hobhouse). 
["No,  no!"]  Well,  perhaps  it  was 
impossible  to  dispel  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  appr^ensions ;  but,  at  all 
events,  he  had  done  his  best  to  do  so,  and, 
at  any  rate,  he  had  dispelled  the  apre- 
hensions  of  most  of  the  Members  of  the 
Committee,  if  they  had  entertained  any. 
He  now  turned  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  only  come  into  the  House 
within  the  last  few  minutes,  and  with 
regard  to  him  he  would  say  that  he  had 
oome  after  they  had  been  discussing 
this  matter  now  for  a  long  time,  and 
when  the  period  was  approaching  that 
they  should  go  to  a  Division.  ["No,  no !"] 
He  was  speaking  with  a  desire  for  the 
real  progress  of  the  Bill — an  anxiety 
which  hon.  Members  opposite,  when 
they  commenced  these  discussions,  all 
seemed  to  share.  Nearly  all  the  Mem- 
bers on  the  Opposition  Benches,  when 
the  measure  was  first  introduced,  ex- 
pressed themselves  in  favour  of  it,  and 
anxious  to  see  it  carried  to  a  successful 
issue.  Well,  it  must  be  obvious  that 
when  a  question  had  been  thoroughly 
discussed  on  both  sides  of  the  Com- 
mittee, if  at  the  last  moment  Gentlemen 
were  to  come  trooping  in  who  had  heard 
nothing  of  the  debate,  and  rushed 
blindly  into  the  fray,  discussing  the 
whole  thing  over  again,  the  Committee 
might  sit  here  from  now  to  the  crack  of 
doom  and  never  come  to  a  conclusion  oi 
their  labours.  He  thought  the  time 
had  come  when  a  decision  ought  to  be 
taken,  and  he,  therefore,  claimed  to 
move  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

The  CHAIEMAN  declined  to  put  the 
Question.  

Mb.  C.  T.  dyke  ACLAND  said,  he 
must  just  remark,  in  reply  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  that  he  entirely  adhered  to  the 
opinion  he  had  already  expressed.     He 

Mr.  ChapUn 


believed  it  to  be  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  the  electors  should  know  exactly  what 
it  was  that  they  were  to  elect  represen- 
tatives to  do,  and  he  ventured  to  point 
to  this  difference  between  the  boroughs 
and  the  County  Councils.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  there  could  be  borough 
districts  as  well  as  rural  districts.  In 
the  borough  districts  there  was  already 
a  great  amount  of  civic  life,  and  there 
was  none  in  the  rural  districts.  The 
rural  districts  would  approach  this  pro- 
blem from  an  entirely  different  point  of 
view,  as  an  entirely  new  thing,  as  a  new 
kind  of  life  they  were  to  enter  upon. 
Well,  the  desire  was  to  make  that  life 
as  real  as  possible.  He  ventured  to 
suggest  that  the  object  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, who  had  been  supporting  this 
Amendment,  would  be  equally  well — 
in  fact,  from  his  point  of  view, 
much  better  met  by  dealing  with  the 
subject  in  detail  in  the  Schedule.  Let 
them  settle  that  certain  powers,  what- 
ever  they  were  to  be,  should  be  de- 
finitely transferred  for  good,  and  then 
when  it  came  to  discussing  what  the 
powers  were  to  be,  let  the  Committee 
settle  them  one  by  one,  with  their  eyes 
open,  knowing  that  they  would  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Councils. 

Mr.  hobhouse  said,  that  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  would  not  allow  him  to  make  an 
explanation  in  the  midst  of  his  speech, 
perhaps  he  might  be  permitted  to  do  it 
now.  He  was  fully  acquainted  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Allotments  Act ; 
and  he  had  quoted  that  Act  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  that  the  Government, 
with  the  full  consent  of  the  Committee, 
had  conferred  on  the  County  Councils, 
although  they  were  not  then  in  exist- 
ence, a  stronger  power  than  any  which 
it  was  proposed  to  confer  upon  them  by 
this  Bill. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  had  listened  with  great  atten. 
tion  to  the  discussion  which  had  taken 

Slace,  because  he  had  felt  considerable 
oubt  as  to  the  operation  of  the  Amend- 
ment as  affecting  this  section.  While 
he  did  not  wish,  in  any  way,  to  put  any 
blame  on  the  Government  for  the  course 
they  had  taken,  after  hearing  such  dis- 
cussion as  had  occurred  up  to  the  time 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
was  in  charge  of  the  Bill  spoke,  he 
ventured  to  suggest  to  the  Committee 
that  they   would  be  rather   taking  a 
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which  were  expecting^  to  have  their 
County  authority.  No  less  than  40 
different  powers  were  to  be  transferred 
under  the  3rd  part  of  the  Schedule,  as  it 
stood  from  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  the  County  Councils,  and  now  it  was 
proposed  that  these  powers  should  not 
be  transferred  in  the  Bill,  but  should 
be  dealt  with  singly  from  time  to  time 
by  Orders  in  Council.  It  appeared  to 
him  (Mr.  Lawson)  most  derogatory  to  the 
digpiity  of  the  County  Councils  to  proceed 
in  this  way.  It  seemed  to  him  that  if 
it  were  desired  to  get  good  men  to  serve 
and  work  upon  them,  every  possible 
means  should  be  taken  to  render  them 
dignified  and  far-reaching  in  their  func- 
tions ;  but  now  it  was  hastily  proposed 
by  this  Amendment  to  cut  away  the 
greater  part  of  the  work  that  would  be 
given  to  the  Councils  under  the  Bill. 
He  could  well  conceive  that  there  were  a 
great  number  of  Members  representing 
rural  constituencies  who  had  a  claim  to 
be  heard,  and  who  would  claim  to  be 
heard  before  the  Committee  came  to  a 
decision  on  this  most  important  point. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  was  glad  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  bad 
spoken  as  he  had  done,  because  as  a 
Metropolitan  Member  he  showed  what 
sympathy  he  had  with  the  Liberal  Mem- 
bers for  the  counties.  It  was  a  strange 
kind  of  plea  for  ending  this  discussion 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Sleaford  Division  to  tell  the 
House  that  they  had  had  discussion 
enough  when  no  Members  for  rural  con- 
stituencies on  the  Liberal  side  of  the 
House  had  spoken,  and  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  had  taken  up  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  time  of  the 
Committee  by  two  speeches.  The  fact 
was  that  the  Government  by  accepting 
the  Amendment,  and  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  by  agreeing  to  the  course  the 
Government  were  taking,  thought  they 
could  terminate  the  discussion.  [CrtM 
of  **  Divide !  "  and  interruption.']  If  he 
were  interrupted  in  this  way,  he  would 
promise  the  Committee  to  occupy  the 
whole  25  minutes  which  remained  before 
the  hour  at  which  the  Chairman  left  the 
Chair.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  say  that  they  were  anxious 
to  make  this  Bill  a  reality.  If  they  kept 
this  Amendment  they  clearly  showed 
they  were  anxious  to  do  nothing  of  the 
kind.    There  was  something  in  the  way 


wrong  course  if  they  adopted  the 
Amendment  now,  and  that  the  proper 
policy  would  be  to  discuss  the  objections 
which  were  raised  to  the  transfer  of 
these  powers  to  the  County  Councils 
when  they  were  to  deal  with  those  powers 
in  the  Schedules. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
they  were  in  an  almost  impossible 
situation.  The  Bill  seemed  to  contem- 
plate the  transfer  of  certain  powers  now 
exercised  by  Government  Departments 
to  the  hands  of  the  County  Councils ; 
but  there  was  great  doubt  as  to  what 
powers  should  be  transferred  and  what 
should  not.  The  Government  said 
tbey  could  get  over  the  difficulty  by 
transferring  nothing  at  all,  leaving  it  to 
a  Government  of  the  day  to  transfer  the 
powers  one  by  one  by  an  Order  in 
Council.  That  seemed  to  him  to  be  an 
abnegation  of  the  powers  of  the  House, 
and  altogether  a  most  unsatisfactory 
method  of  proceeding. 

Mb.  lawson  said,  he  did  not  think 
he  ever  heard  any  argument  more  un- 
reasonable than  the  contention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin) — namely,  that  the  debate 
on  what  was  practically  one  of  the  most 
important  Amendments  of  the  Bill 
should  come  to  an  abrupt  termination 
before  hon.  Members  had  had  time  to 
consider  it  in  all  its  bearings.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  had  spoken 
twice;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
hearing  what  Liberals  representing 
rural  constituencies  on  that  (the  Opposi- 
tion) side  of  the  House  had  to  say  to  it. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  said,  this  was  not  a  Party 
question,  but  it  was  a  question  of  the 
municipal  boroughs  as  against  the 
counties  and  the  Metropolis,  and  he 
must  say  that  it  was  most  unreasonable 
that  the  Government  should  expect  the 
matter  to  be  regulated  wholly  by  the 
wishes  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stoke,  who  simply  spoke  on  be- 
half of  the  Municipal  Corporations.  He 
should  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Wolverhampton  to 
consider  the  immense  number  of  ques- 
tions involved  in  this  incidious  Amend- 
ment, and  the  interest  which  this  subject 
must  naturally  have  for  rural  districts 
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of  flesh  and  blood  and  skin  on  this 
skeleton  of  a  Bill  when  it  was  intro- 
duced, but  the  Government  and  their 
supporters  were  now  working  like  vul- 
tures, pecking  away  every  bit  of  sub- 
stance from  the  framework  of  it,  and 
he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  ventured  to  think 
that  if  this  Amendment  were  passed 
there  would  be  nothing  of  the  measure 
left  but  a  bare  skeleton.  He  (Mr.  Cony- 
beare) and  those  who  sat  around  him 
had  the  strongest  objection  to  having 
everything  left  in  a  state  of  chaotic  con- 
fusion by  the  Amendment  proposed. 
He  could  not  understand  what  the 
Front  Bench  on  that  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  were  thinking  of.  They 
proposed  to  accept  an  Amendment 
which  struck  at  the  root  of  everything 
valuable  in  the  Bill ;  and  all  he  could 
say  was,  that  he  and  his  Friends  as 
County  Members,  sitting  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House,  intended  to  make 
their  voices  heard  in  the  matter.  They 
did  not  intend  to  have  their  birthright 
sold  for  a  mess  of  pottage.  They  did 
did  not  intend  to  have  these  County 
Councils  established  with  practically  no 
functions  and  no  duties  worth  the  name 
left  to  them  to  perform.  It  was  simply 
reducing  the  whole  idea  of  the  County 
Councils  to  a  miserable  farce  and  sham. 
He  had  thought  it  was  a  sham  from  the 
beginning,  but  now  he  was  certain 
of  it.  There  was  no  reason  why  hou. 
Members  sitting  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  who  were  frankly  in 
favour  of  democratic  institutions  should 
make  themselves  a  party  to  such  a  sham, 
and  they  who  represented  county  con- 
stituencies— whatever  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  above  the  Gangway  might  do — 
did  not  intend  to  allow  this  Amendment 
to  pass  without  a  strong  protest.  It 
had  been  said  that  this  was  a  question 
between  boroughs  and  counties.  He 
believed  it  was.  At  any  rate,  those 
who  had  spoken  from  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  for  the  Amendment 
appeared  to  be  the  Bepresentatives  of 
boroughs,  and  not  of  counties.  If  the 
boroughs  thought  they  would  be  placed 
at  a  disadvantage  by  this  clause  being 
passed  in  its  original  form  —  if  they 
thought  that  the  County  Councils  would 
have  powers  given  to  them  which  would 
be  detrimental  to  the  boroughs — that 
was  no  reason  why  the  County  Councils 
should  be  made  a  sham  and  a  farce. 
It  would  be  the  duties  of  the  boroughs 
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to  get  these  duties  transferred  to  them- 
selves as  well,  and  he  could  not  conceive 
that  there  was  any  reason  whatever  for 
the  line  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  "Wolverhamp- 
ton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  in  arguing 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment,  why  the 
county  should  not  have  that  which  would 
make  the  County  Council  a  reality  and 
not  a  sham.     It  had  been  pointed  out 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
that    a    difficulty    would    be    created, 
because,   if    they  clothed    the  County 
Councils  with  the  powers  contained  in 
the  Bill,  they  would  have  no  efficient 
or  skilled  staff  to  carry  them  out.     He 
(Mr.  Conybeare),  however,  maintained 
that  that  was  not  the  case.     It  might  be 
that  at  the  present  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had   all    the  skilled   and 
efficient  and  trained  staff  that  might  be 
necessary  to   carry  out  these  powers. 
Well,  what  was  easier  than  to  place  the 
services  of  these  trained  officials  at  the 
disposal  of  the  County  Councils  ?  If  the 
powers  were  taken  away  from  the  Go- 
vernment Department  and  transferred 
to  the  County  Councils,  those  who  had 
hitherto  carried  out  those  powers  could 
follow  the  transfer  and  become  the  agents 
of  the  County  Councils,   as  they  had 
hitherto  been  the  agents  of  the  Local 
Government   Board    or    the   Board   of 
Trade.     He  ventured  to  say  that  they 
could  find  plenty  of  men  able  and  will- 
ing to  carry  out  these  powers  if  they 
were  transferred  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils.    The  fact  that  the  counties  had  no 
such  trained  staff  at  this  moment  was 
not   a  sufficient   ground    for    refusing 
to   grant    the  powers    claimed   by  the 
Bepresentatives    of    the    people.      He 
wished  to  point  out  the  disadvantage 
of  adopting  either  of  the  Amendments 
under    consideration.       One    of   these 
Amendments  was  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the   Sleaford   Division   of  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin),  that  Orders  in  Council 
should  transfer  these  powers,  from  time 
to  time,  to  the  County  Council.     He  be- 
lieved hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
had  expressed  their  preference  that  Pro- 
visional Order  Bills  in  the  transfer  of 
these  powers  rather  than  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil.    So  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  did 
not  care  which  was  adopted,  as  he  be- 
lieved  that  either  would  be  very  mis- 
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ohieYOUS.  Practically  no  one  was  aware 
of  what  was  being  done  when  measures 
of  this  kind  were  passed.  Froyisional 
Order  Bills  were  placed  on  the  Table  at 
the  time  of  Private  Business ;  nothing 
was  said  about  them  and  hardly  anybody 
knew  what  they  were.  He  would  illus- 
trate that  by  pointing  to  what  had  taken 
place  this  Session  in  regard  to  a  Bill 
connected  with  piers  and  harbours,  pro- 
moted by  the  Torquay  Local  Board. 
Hardly  anyone  knew  the  effect  of  that 
Bill,  and  nothing  might  have  been  heard 
of  it  if  it  had  not  been  that  certain  events 
which  had  occurred  and  with  which  the 
House  was  familiar.  The  people  in  the 
districts  affected,  that  was  to  say,  the 
ratepayers,  were  not  consulted  with  re- 
gard to  these  Bills,  and  did  not  know 
what  was  going  on  in  connection  with 
them ;  and  if  it  were  not  for  the  vigil- 
ance of  some  Members  of  the  House,  it 
was  possible  that  in  most  cases  nothing 
would  be  known  of  these  measures  until 
they  had  become  Acts  of  Parliament  and 
practically  irrevocable.  To  suppose  that 
the  important  functions  of  these  County 
Councils  should  be  left  over  and  not 
transferred  to  them,  and  then  be 
smuggled  into  existence,  as  he  might 
say,  in  the  form  of  Provisional  Order 
Bills,  was  reducing  the  whole  question 
to  a  farce  and  an  absurdity.  As  a  sin- 
cere admirer  of  the  effort  of  genius  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  pro- 
duced this  Bill,  he  was  most  anxious  that 
it  should  be  made  a  reality  and  not  a 
mere  sham.  There  was  one  other  rea- 
son why  they  should  protest  against  this 
proposed  abnegation  of  their  powers  as 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  was,  that  the  one  principal 
reason  why  they  had  been  so  desirous  of 
seeing  a  Bill  of  this  kind  passed,  was  in 
order  to  relieve  the  House  of  Commons 
of  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary  work. 
He  and  his  Friends  supported  the  Bill 
as  a  measure  of  decentralization.  If  any 
powers  were  to  be  conferred  by  Pro- 
visional Order  Bills 

Mb.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  claim  that  the  Question  be  now  put. 

The  chairman  :  There  is  still  a 
quarter  of  an  hour  during  which  the 
debate  can  be  continued. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  was  not 
going  to  take  up  that  quarter  of  an  hour, 
but  as  the  Representative  of  a  county, 
he  had  a  perfect  right  to  express  his 
opinion  on  this  question.     He  was  say- 


ing that  they  regarded  this  measure — 
and  had  always  regarded  a  measure  of 
this  kind — as  a  necessary  measure  of  de- 
centralization— to  relieve  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  and  to  take  over  the  various 
functions  exercised  by  Government  De- 
partments, and  vest  the  management  of 
the  affairs  of  local  districts  in  the  hands 
of  elected  representatives  of  those  dis- 
tricts. He  objected  to  a  measure  which 
would  throw  on  their  shoulders  a  vast 
deal  more  business  than  they  had  to 
perform  at  the  present  time.  On  these 
grounds,  as  well  as  on  the  ground — 
though  he  was  sorry  to  say  some  of  his 
own  Party  rather  repudiated  it — on  tho 
ground  that  they  wished  to  repose  every 
confidence  in  the  representatives  of  the 
people  on  these  County  Councils,  ho 
objected  to  limiting  and  hedging  about 
and  destroying  the  powers  to  be  con- 
ferred on  the  Councils,  before  they  were 
brought  into  existence,  by  the  Amend- 
ment under  discussion. 

Mr.  fuller  (Wilts,  Westbury) 
said,  he  wished  to  remind  the  Committee 
of  the  fact  that  in  almost  every  county 
in  England  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
had  been  most  carefully  considered  by 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  and,  so 
far  as  he  could  gather  from  reading 
reports  of  their  proceedings,  not  one  of 
them  had  expressed  any  feeling  of  dis- 
trust or  fear  in  any  way  that  the  County 
Councils  would  not  be  competent  to 
discharge  these  functions.  This  point 
under  consideration  was,  he  thought,  a 
most  important  one,  involving  the  most 
important  of  the  powers  to  be  trans- 
ferred  by  Section  8  of  the  Bill.  If  the 
section  had  not  been  generally  approved 
of  by  the  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions 
throughout  the  country,  there  would 
have  been  some  clear  expression  of 
opinion,  on  the  part  of  those  Bodies,  to 
the  effect  that  the  County  Councils 
would  not  be  the  proper  Bodies  to 
entrust  with  the  discharge  of  these 
functions.  He  was  sorry  that  there 
should  be  any  doubt  on  this  subject; 
and  in  regard  to  the  difficulty  of  obtain- 
ing the  machinery  sufficient  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  Section  8,  they 
must  remember  that  the  machinery 
could  not  well  be  created  until  some 
decision  had  been  arrived  at  as  to  the 
work  that  was  to  be  expected  of  it  He, 
therefore,  thought  it  a  great  misfortune 
that  the  Government  had  retreated  on 
this  point,  and  had  not  at  once  decided 
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to  liand  the  powers  of  Section  8  over  to 
the  Oounty  Oouncils,  believing,  as  lie 
did,  that  they  would  be  perfectly  capable 
of  carrying  them  out. 

Sib  EICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  he  should  like  to  be 
allowed  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Westbury  Division  of  Wilts  (Mr. 
Fuller).  The  hon.  Member  had  not 
discovered  that  at  any  meetings  of 
Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  exception 
had  been  taken  to  the  propos^  to 
transfer  the  powers  mentioned  in  this 
section  to  the  Oounty  Councils.  He 
(Sir  Eichard  Paget)  would  like  to  call 
the  hon.  Member's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  at  a  meeting  of  a  Society  consisting 
solely  of  Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions 
this  point  was  carefully  considered,  and  it 
was  there  agreed  unanimously,  without 
any  difference  of  opinion  whatever,  that 
it  would  be  in  the  highest  degree  unwise 
to  transfer  these  powers  to  the  County 
Councils.  He  wished  to  say  that,  be- 
cause whatever  difference  of  opinion 
there  might  have  been  at  the  meeting 
to  which  he  referred,  after  debate  on 
various  other  parts  of  the  Bill,  this  was, 
at  any  rate,  a  point  upon  which  there 
was  unanimity.  In  the  future,  no  doubt 
it  would  be  well  to  transfer  the  powers 
to  a  Body  possessing  all  the  necessary 
attributes ;  but,  for  the  present,  it  was 
thought  unwise  to  transfer  them  to  the 
Oounty  Councils. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  said,  that  before 
they  went  to  a  Division  he  begged  leave 
to  say  a  few  words  as  to  his  own  per- 
sonal position  in  the  matter.  He  had 
begun  his  last  speech  by  saying  that  he 
had  expected  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would  have  either  revised 
the  schedule  or  stated  that  he  would 
revise  it.  He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  had  said 
— and  he  now  repeated  it  —  that  he 
thought  that  would  have  been  the  best 
mode  of  proceeding.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  taken  that  course, 
however.  He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  could 
quite  understand  that  the  right  hon.* 
Gentleman  had  been  tempted  and  easily 
induced  to  avail  himself  of  the  opportu- 
nity of  deferring  a  subject  which  would 
have  led  to  considerable  discussion. 
That  was  intelligible,  whether  he  ap- 
proved of  the  course  or  not.  He  had 
then  gone  on  to  say  that  he  was  opposed 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnehire  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
because  he  was  opposed  to  Sub- section 
2.  His  objection  to  Sub- section  2  was 
not  that  he  thought  these  powers  should 
only  be  dealt  with  by  legislation.  He 
thought  that  they  might  fairly  be  dealt 
with  by  Provisional  Order;  but  he 
imagined  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  contemplate  proceeding  by  Pro- 
visional Order,  but  by  Orders  in  Council, 
which  were  not  made  the  subjects  of 
Bills  brought  in,  discussed,  and  passed 
into  law.  He  should  undoubtedly  di- 
vide against  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  he  thought  he 
had  led  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
understand  that  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  accept  the  proposal  with 
reference  to  Provisional  Orders.  He 
would  suggest  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  that,  in  place  of  the 
Amendment  he  had  proposed,  the  words 
he  proposed  to  leave  out  should  remain 
in,  and  these  words  should  be  added — 

*'  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  make,  from  time  to  time,  Proviaional 
Ordora  for  transferring." 

That  would  meet  the  difficulty  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  also 
the  desire  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Chaplin). 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  the  announcement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax 
that  he  would  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment, because  it  was  clearly  understood 
by  the  Committee  that  the  proposal 
would  be  accepted  both  by  the  Govern- 
ment and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  one  or  two  of  his  Colleagues  sitting 
near  him,  provided  that  the  suggestion 
of  the  Government  as  to  Provisional 
Orders,  which  had  just  been  announced, 
were  adopted.  That  really  was  the 
understanding. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  going  too  far  in 
saying  that  he  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  accepted 
this  proposal.  He  had  said  that  he 
should  have  preferred  another  course, 
and  he  had  passed  on  to  Sub-head  2, 
with  reference  to  which  he  himself  had 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper.  He  there- 
fore had  not  committed  himself  to  the 
question.  In  any  case,  he  had  said  ho 
should  wish  for  an  alteration. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  certainly  given  him,  and 
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men  sitting  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  were  concerned.  He  was 
speaking  now  of  what  was  heard  by  a 
great  numberof  people  in  the  Committee, 
and  it  was  impossible  to  put  a  different 
construction  on  it.  If  they  were  to 
depart  from  understandings  of  that  kind, 
he  did  not  see  how  they  could  hope  to 
go  on  amicably.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  charge  of  the  Bill  had  said  he 
was  aware  of  the  objection  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax, 
and  would  agree  to  an  Amendment  which 
would  remove  it.  The  question  was  in 
that  way  practically  closed  and  settled, 
but  then  in  came  the  hon.  Member  for 
Launceston,  who  rushed  into  the  debate 
without  having  heard  a  word  of  what 
had  been  said,  and  the  result  was  this 
long  wrangle. 

The  FIE8T  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  said,  he  desired  to  ap- 
peal to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
He  believed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  moved  to  report  Progpress 
and  the  Committee  generally  were 
anxious  to  make  progress  with  the 
measure,  and  he  would  ask,  therefore, 
whether  the  principle  of  that  Amendment 
had  not  been  very  fully  considered. 
There  had  been  speeches  from  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  which  showed  general  concur- 
rence with  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment. The  Government  had  no  desire 
to  force  that  proposal  on  the  House; 
but  they  were  naturally  desirous  of 
making  progress. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  said,  he  was 
sincerely  sorry  he  was  not  able  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  them  (the 
Opposition)  no  more  than  justice, 
when  he  said  he  believed  they  were 
anxious  that  progress  should  be  made 
with  the  Bill.  ['*  Oh,  oh !  "]  Yes,  speak- 
ing for  himself,  he  was  anxious  to  make 
progress  with  the  Bill.  He  wished  the 
Committee  to  recall  to  its  mind  what 
happened  last  night.  When  the  Com- 
mittee got  to  a  certain  degree  of  heat — 
as  it  had  now — they  adjourned,  and  the 
subject  which  had  caused  the  confusion 
was  settled  that  day  in  daylight,  when 
they  met  to  go  on  with  the  Amendments, 
in  an  hour.  He  was  persuaded  that  if 
they  reported  Progress  now,  within 
half-an-hour  or  an  hour  on  Friday 
morning  they  would  be  able  to  see  their 
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almost  everyone  else  in  the  Committee, 
to  understand  that  he  accepted  the  pro- 
posal. This  Amendment  was  accepted 
by  the  Government  in  order  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  confessed  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  second  paragraph  of 
Sub-section  2  was  sufficient.  He  should 
have  been  satisfied  with  that  paragraph 
himself ;  but  as  he  understood  that  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment met  the  views  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  would  raise  no  objection 
to  it,  and  would  be  prepared  to  accept  it 
in  lieu  of  his  own. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  24, after  the  word  "day,"  insert 
the  words  "it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Local 
Gk>vemment  Board  to  make  from  time  to  time 
Provisional  Orders  for  transferring."— (if r. 
Jtitehie.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  it  would  be  felt  by  the 
Committee,  that  a  new  issue  had  been 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  order  to  meet  his  (Mr.  Morley*s)  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Halifax. 
Having  regard  to  the  hour,  he  begged 
to  move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr,  John 
MorUy.) 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  asked  the  indulgence 
of  the  Committee  to  say  a  word  or  two 
on  this  Motion.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  there  had  been  a  general 
understanding  arrived  at  as  to  the  ac- 
ceptance of  that  particular  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Halifax  and  his  Friends  sitting 
beside  him.  An  appeal  had  been  made 
by  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  asking  him  to  assent  to  the  prin- 
ciple that  this  transfer  of  powers  should 
be  effected  by  Provisional  Orders  instead 
of  Orders  in  Council.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  deny  that?  And  the 
appeal  was  made  in  such  a  way  as  to 
convey  the  impression  that  no  other 
arrangement  was  possible,  and  that  if 
the  proposal  was  assented  to  the  matter 
was  concluded  so  far  as  hon.   Gentle- 
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way  out  of  the  present  difficulty,  and  to 
arrive  at  a  satisfactory  conclusion.  As 
to  what  was  said  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  com- 
plaint of  the  attitude  taken  up  by 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Benches.  The  complaint  could  not  be 
a  very  formidable  or  serious  one,  inas- 
much as  it  had  not  come  from  and  was 
not  endorsed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board. 

Me.  OHAPLIN  :  I  claim  to  move, 
'*  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  :  I  do  not  think 
there  would  be  any  economy  of  time  in 
putting  that  Question  at  this  hour. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  stated  that  he  would  intro- 
duce some  other  Amendments  dealing 
with  the  points  just  now  under  discus- 
sion on  some  other  clause.  When  those 
Amendments  were  put  on  the  Paper 
they  would  be  able  to  make  satisfactory 
progress  with  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  when 
a  proposal  was  made,  the  effect  of  which 
was  to  change  the  Bill  in  a  vital  parti- 
cular from  a  compulsory  measure  into  a 
permissive  one,  a  motion  to  report  pro- 
gress was  thoroughly  justified.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  ought  to 
withdraw  the  scolding  he  had  addressed 
to  the  Opposition  and  apologize  for  it. 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  said,  that 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  the  fact 
that  last  night  the  Committee  got  into 
a  muddle  from  which  it  was  extracted 
this  morning  in  a  very  short  time.  The 
Government  themselves  had  landed  the 
Committee  in  a  muddle  this  afternoon, 
and,  therefore,  were  not  entitled  to  ask 
the  Committee  for  its  forbearance. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  could  not 
allow  the  last  observation  to  pass  with- 
out challenge.  The  Government  had 
landed  the  Committee  in  no  muddle  so 
far  as  he  could  see,  and  not  only  had  the 
Government  not  taken  that  step,  but  the 
Committee  was  in  no  muddle  whatever. 
The  issue  was  perfectly  plain  and 
simple  to  those  Members  who  had  been 
in  the  House,  and  he  thought  he  was 
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right  in  saying  that  the  proposal  which 
the  Government  had  accepted  had  been 
accepted  after  they  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  it  would  meet  with  the  entire 
approval  of  the  Benches  opposite. 

Mr.  WADDY  said,  that  some  of  them 
on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
believed  that  the  alteration  now  pro- 
posed was  one  of  principle  and  not  of 
form.  They  did  not  believe  that  the 
Board  of  Trade,  or  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  would  be  likely  to  cut  its 
own  throat,  and  put  an  end  to  itself 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  having  its 
work  done  by  County  Councils.  The 
proposal  of  the  Government  was  a  very 
dangerous  one,  and  should  be  seriously 
and  fully  debated. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 


bishop's  authority  regulation  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Sandys,  Bill  to  rege- 
late Proceedings  under  "The  Church  Discip&ne 
Act,  1840,"  and  "  ThePubUc  Worship  Regula- 
tion Act,  1874/'  and  to  amend  the  same, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel  Sandys, 
Mr.  Wardle,  Mr.  Joicey,  and  Colonel  Saunder- 
son. 
^Wipresentedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  300.] 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  House  suspended  its  Sitting. 


The  House    resumed  its  Sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 

MOTIONS. 


COLONIAL  GOVERNMENT  SECURITIES. 

RESOLUTION. 

Sir  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  said,  the  Motion 
he  had  to  bring  forward  that  evening 
was  of  a  far-reaching  and  very  import- 
ant character.  It  referred  to  a  subject 
with  which  he  was  very  familiar,  and 
he  should  not,  therefore,  have  to  detain 
the  House  at  undue  length  in  explain- 
ing it.  The  question  he  was  about  to 
deal  with  was  very  anxiously  watched 
by  our  Colonies  and  by  those  in  England 
interested  in  them.  It  was  also  watched 
with  equal  anxiety  by  those  persons 
in  the  United  Kingdom  who,  as  trustees 
or  beneficiaries,  were  concerned  in  the 
investment  of  trust  money.  He  thought 
it  would  be  interesting  to  the  House  if 
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he  gave  one  or  two  details  on  three 
points  which  seemed  to  him  most  im- 
portant in  connection  with  the  subject 
of  his  Besolution.  One  of  those  was  the 
necessity  which  existed  for  action  in  the 
direction  in  which  he  wished  the  House 
to  travel;  the  second  point  was  with 
regard  to  the  actual  value,  from  a  finan- 
cial point  of  view,  of  Colonial  Govern- 
ment Securities  ;  and  the  third  and  last 
point,  which  he  would  deal  with  very 
Driefly,  would  be  the  facilities  for  action 
in  the  direction  which  he  advocated. 
He  would  premise  that  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  advocate  the  laying  down  of 
any  positive  law,  but  that  he  merely 
wished  that  permissive  power  should  be 
given  both  to  Colonial  Governments  and 
to  trustees  and  others  who  were  in 
charge  of  trust  monies.  He  might  add, 
that  he  wished,  so  far  as  he  could,  to 
give  effect  to  the  results  of  the  discussion 
which  took  place  upon  the  subject  at 
the  Colonial  Conference  of  last  year.  In 
the  first  place,  with  regard  to  the  neces- 
sity for  action  in  this  direction,  they  had 
absolute  proof  that  such  action  was 
necessary,  and  they  also  had  relative 
proof  in  the  legislation  which  had  al- 
ready taken  place  in  recent  years.  The 
absolute  proof  was,  that  while  the  wealth 
of  the  country  placed  in  the  hands  of 
trustees  was  on  the  increase,  the  oppor- 
tunities for  investment  of  these  trust 
monies  was  on  the  decrease.  There 
were  various  indications,  and  a  great 
many  statistics  could  be  brought  for- 
ward to  prove  that  the  trust  wealth  of 
the  country  was  very  rapidly  increasing. 
He  could  mention  that  death  properties 
for  the  last  15  years  had  increased  from 
the  annual  value  of  £120,000,000  to 
£180,000,000  ;  and  they  also  knew  that 
new  securities  admitted  to  quotation  last 
year  amounted  to  £175,000,000.  These 
statistics  proved  that  there  had  been 
almost  a  fabulous  increase  in  the  relative 
wealth  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  he 
should  not  be  far  wrong  in  saying  that 
during  the  last  30  years  the  amount  of 
that  wealth  had  increased  by  something 
like  70  or  80  per  cent,  and  it  was  no 
unfair  assumption  to  say  that  the  amount 
of  money  entrusted  to  trustees  for  in- 
vestment had  increased  in  like  projjor- 
tion.  When  they  turned  to  the  securi- 
ties available  for  the  investment  of  trust 
monies,  they  found  there  had  not  been 
anything  like  a  proportionate  increase 
in   available   securities.      Consols  and 


other  funds  under  Government  control 
had  decreased  by  £100,000,000,  roughly 
speaking,  within  the  last  30  or  35  years. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  his  great  Conversion 
Scheme,  which  had  met  with  so  well- 
merited  and  such  universal  success,  had 
relieved  this  country  of  a  further  burden 
of  £100,000,000  of  debt.  He  reminded 
the  House  that  at  the  time  of  the  con- 
version taking  place  he  had  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper  which  he  had  not  moved, 
because  he  did  not  wish  to  do  anything 
which  would  in  any  way  endanger  the 
success  of  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman-  He  would  now  allude  only  ' 
to  one  other  security  in  which  trustees 
invested  their  monies,  and  that  was 
land;  hon.  Members  would  know 
that  in  landed  securities  there  has 
been  a  great  decrease  in  value,  and 
that  there  were  trustees  at  the  pre- 
sent time  who  would  certainly  not  in- 
vest in  landed  securities.  Therefore, 
the  range  of  investment  available  for 
trustees  had  decreased ;  while  on  the 
other  hand  the  trust  monies  had  very 
largely  increased.  He  now  came  to  the 
relative  proof— that  was  to  say,  the 
change  which  had  been  effected  by 
recent  legislation  in  connection  with 
this  subject.  There  were  a  variety  of 
Acts  of  Parliament  under  which  the 
Chancery  Court  or  the  Judges  of  the 
Superior  Courts  were  empowered  to 
make  general  lists  of  securities  in  which 
trustees  could  invest.  Until  quite  re- 
cently, those  general  lists  included  Con- 
sols, the  Stock  of  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the 
Stock  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  about  which  latter  he  would 
say  nothing,  because  the  case  of  the 
Board  was  suhjudice  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. The  Select  Committee,  in  1883, 
added  to  the  list  first-class  railway  de- 
bentures; then,  at  about  the  same 
period,  a  list  was  made  of  the  securities 
in  which  capital  monies  raised  under 
the  Settled  Land  Act  could  be  invested, 
and  that  included  Chancery  Securities, 
bonds,  mortgages,  debentures  or  deben- 
ture stock  of  any  railway  company  of  the 
United  Kingdom  which  had  paid  a 
dividend  for  10  years.  Shortly  before 
that  time,  they  had  passed  the  Trust 
Act  for  Scotland,  which  provided  that 
trustees  might,  unless  specially  pro- 
hibited by  the  constitution  or  terms  of 
the  trust,  invest  funds  in  East  India 
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Stock  or  the  Stock  of  any  Colonial  Go- 
vernment approved  hy  the  Court  of 
Chancery  or  the  Court  of  Session,  and 
also  in  the  bonds  of  any  Colonial  Go- 
vernment approved  as  aforesaid,  pro- 
vided such  stocks  or  bonds  were  not 
payable  to  bearer.  Now,  in  one  respect 
that  was  precisely  what  he  desired  to 
see  made  legal  in  the  United  Kingdom ; 
but  in  another  respect  it  was  not  what 
he  wanted.  It  met  with  his  approval  in 
respect  of  the  fact  that  the  list  included 
the  Inscribed  Stock  of  any  Colonial  Go- 
vernment ;  but  he  objected  to  it,  because 
.  it  fixed  on  the  Chancery  Court  or  the 
Court  of  Session  in  Scotland  the  duty 
of  deciding  whether  any  particular  Stock 
was  a  fit  subject  for  the  investment  of 
trust  monies.  They  knew,  on  the  very 
highest  authority,  that  this  Act  had 
been  inoperative,  because  it  threw  on 
the  Court  of  Chancery  and  the  Court  of 
Session  the  duty  of  deciding  between 
particular  Stocks,  which  necessitated 
expensive  inquiry  at  the  cost  of  those 
wishing  to  invest ;  but  he  believed  the 
Judges  also  felt  that  in  excluding  any 
Stock  specifically  they  were  doing  an 
injury  to  the  security  which  it  might 
not  deserve.  He  had  pointed  out  the 
necessity  which  existed  for  increasing 
the  means  of  investment  for  trustees, 
and  he  had  shown  that  recent  legisla- 
tion had  tended  in  the  direction  which 
he  thought  desirable.  He  now  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  he  might  term  the  intrinsic  value 
of  Government  Securities  for  trust  in- 
vestments, and  that  was  a  point  on 
which  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  many 
hon.  Members  were  better  informed 
than  himself — among  them  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers),  whom  he 
was  glad  to  see  in  his  place.  He  would 
mention  a  few  facts  which  he  believed 
would  be  interesting  to  the  House.  In 
the  first  place,  these  Government  Secu- 
rities were  of  great  magnitude  at  the 
present  time.  He  had  made  out  a  list  of 
Securities  which  showed  that  the  total 
value  of  British  Government  Securities 
was  £840,000,000;  the  total  value  of 
British  Local  Corporation  Securities, 
£78,000,000;  Colonial  Government  Secu- 
rities and  Inscribed  Stock,  £1 15,000,000, 
and  Foreign  Government  Stock, 
£714,000,000.  From  that  they  would 
see  that  Colonial  Stock  had  already  taken 
a  prominent  place  in  the  field  of  invest- 
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ment.  These  Colonial  Government  Securi- 
ties, he  would  point  out,  represented  money 
lent  to  the  Colonies,  and  chiefly  supplied 
to  the  Colonies  from  the  hoarded  capital 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  He  might 
mention  incidentally  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  received  in  taxes 
and  stamps  on  these  Colonial  Govern- 
ment loans  a  sum  which  already  ex- 
ceeded £800,000,  so  that  the  Exchequer 
of  the  country  had  benefited  to  that  ex- 
tent directly  from  loans  made  to  Colo- 
nial Governments.  But  those  loans  had 
a  greater  and  more  direct  value  with 
regard  to  the  United  Kingdom.  It  had 
been  calculated,  on  the  high  authority 
of  the  Agent  General  of  the  Cape  Colony, 
that  no  less  than  85  per  cent  of  Colonial 
loans  were  expended  on  the  products  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  especially  in  ma- 
chinery, rails  and  other  manufactures. 
Then  he  need  hardly  enlarge  on  the  fact 
that  those  loans  opened  up  our  Colonies 
for  trade  and  for  the  people  ;  and  were 
it  not  for  those  loans,  which  amounted 
to  £230,000,000,  the  Colonies  would  not 
now  be,  as  they  were,  the  most  profitable 
openings  for  investment  and  commerce. 
Another  point  which  he  wished  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  was  the  rapid 
growth  of  the  Colonial  loans.  They  had 
increased  in  less  than  35  years  from 
£5,000,000  to  nearly  £230,000,000.  la 
the  Australian  Colonies,  in  1851,  there 
was  a  total  borrowed  capital  of  £58,000 ; 
now  there  was  a  borrowed  capital  of 
£140,000,000.  The  Crown  Colonies  in 
the  year  1851  had  a  total  borrowed 
capital  of  £890,000,  and  now  the  total 
stood  at  £6,000,000.  In  North  America 
there  was  a  total  borrowed  capital,  in 
1851,  of  £4,000,000,  and  the  total 
borrowed  capital  now  was  £54,000,000. 
In  South  Africa,  in  1851,  there  was  no 
Public  Debt,  whereas  last  year  the  Pub- 
lic Debt  amounted  to  £26,000,000.  He 
would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  few  curious  and  interesting 
facts  in  connection  with  Colonial  loans. 
With  regard  to  the  Income  Tax,  he  had 
only  been  able  to  get  Eeturns  relating  to 
the  11  years  from  1872  to  1883.  Those 
Eeturns  told  them  that  of  the  Incomes 
under  Schedule  C,  returnable  for  Income 
Tax  from  what  he  might  call  roughly 
Government  Securities,  had  remained  at 
about  £21,000,000  sterling ;  the  incomes 
from  Government  Security  in  India  had 
also  remained  equal  at  about  £7, 000, 000. 
Incomes  derived  from  Foreign  Govern- 
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mentSecuritieswere.in  1872,  £9,000,000, 
and    they    had     fallen     in     1883     to 
£6,800,000,    a    fall    of   no    less    than 
£2,600,000.     He  did  not  know  whether 
this  fall  in  the  incomes  derived  f^om 
Foreign  Government  Securities  was  due 
to  anything  in  the  nature  of  repudia- 
tion, or  non-payment  of  interest,  or  to 
the  dblike  which  the  British  public  had 
to  invest  in  foreign  securities ;  but  he 
said,   while  the    income  from    foreign 
securities  had  fallen  by  £2,600,000  in 
11    years,   the    income   from    Colonial 
Securities  had  risen  by  no  less  a  sum 
than  £3,600,000,  and  they  stood  in  1883 
at  £6,700,000,  and  that  increase  he  be- 
lieved was  still  going  on.     He  thought 
he  had  shown,  at  all  events,  that  the  in- 
vesting public  had  acquired  confidence  in 
Colonial  Government  Securities,  as  op- 
posed to  the  securities  of  Foreign  Go- 
vernments.    They  had  heard  frequently 
that  the  Colonies  were  piling  up  enor- 
mous  Debts,    although   they    had    no 
European  wars  to  provide  for ;  and  that 
in  some  Colonies  the  Debt  represented 
something  like  £40    per  head    of   the 
population.    That  was  looked  upon  by 
some  as  a  matter  of  great  grief.     It 
seemed  to  him  that,  in  considering  that 
fact,  they  should  bear  in   mind   three 
things.     In  the  first  place,  they  should 
consider  what  were  the  prospects  of  the 
Colonies.     They  knew  that  the  Colonies 
were  in  process  of  enormously  rapid 
growth.     He    would    not    trouble  the 
House  with  details,  but  to  arrive  at  an 
index  number  they  might  add  together 
millions  of  external  trade,  internal  trade, 
shipping,  and  population.     If  those  ele- 
ments of  prosperity  were  added  together, 
they  would  find  that,  in  1851,  the  pros- 
perity of  the  Colonies  was  represented  by 
75,  and  that  it  had  in  30  years  increased 
fivefold,  and  was  now  represented   by 
370.    That  rapid  growth  had  not  ceased, 
but  was  still  in  active  progress.     Again, 
they  must  remember  that  in  natural 
wealth  our  Colonies  had  resources  which 
had  not  yet  been  by  any  means  fully  de- 
veloped; there  was  the  fertile  soil  and 
genial  climate,  and  therewere,  as  in  South 
Africa,   besides   mineral  wealth  many 
other    resources.      To     those    natural 
advantages  they  should  add  all  the  arti- 
ficial advantages,  such  as  railways,  tele- 
graphs, and  other  works  of  civilization, 
in  which  the  Colonies  had  made  enor- 
mous strides.     The  second  point  was 
that  our  Colonies,  especially  the  self- 


governing  Colonies,  were  controlled  by 
Englishmen,    who,    above    all  things, 
were    practical    men    and    knew    that 
they  were  trusted  at    home,    because 
of  the  enormous  mass  of  private  capital 
sent  out  from  this  country  to  carry  on 
various   industrial    enterprizes    in   the 
Colonies.  The  third  observation  he  had 
to  make  was  that  they  should  ask  them- 
selves on  what  these  Colonial  loans  had 
been  expended.    He  had  been  into  this 
subject  in  great  detail,  and  he  must  ask 
the  House  to  take  on  trust  the  result  he 
was  now  able  to  lay  before  them.     He 
found  that  of  the  total  of  £230,000,000 
of  Debt,    £145,000,000  had   been  ex- 
pended on  railways;  £56,000,000  on  har- 
bours and  other  directly  remunerative 
works;  and  something  like  £7,000,000 
or  £8,000,000  in  introducing  population 
to  the  Colonies.     Roughly  speaking,  90 
per  cent  of  the  total  amount  of  loans 
made  to  our  Colonies  by  this  country 
had  been  expended  on  what  he  might 
call  directly  remunerative  works.  There 
•remained  about  £25,000,000  which  had 
been  expended  on  such  unremunerative 
objects  as  deficiencies  in  revenue,  war 
expenses,  and  the  floating  of  loans.   He 
reminded  the  House  that  the  Chancery 
Lists  of  Trust  Investments  included  the 
Stocks  of  Bklnnicipalities  in  the  United 
Elingdom ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  that 
no  Municipality  could  show  so  excellent 
a  record  of  remunerative  expenditure  as 
our  Colonies  could  produce.      If  they 
required  further  proof  than  that,  they 
had  only  to  look  to  the  Money  Market 
for  the  value  placed   on  Colonial  Se- 
curities, and  they  would  find  that  in  the 
last  15  years  interest  had  fallen,  on  an 
average,  from  6  to  4  per  cent.     They 
would  also  find  that  many  4  per  cent 
Colonial  Securities  now  stood  at  £105  to 
£106 — that  was  to  say,  at  a  premium  of 
from   £5   to   £6  per  cent.      A  recent 
Canadian  loan,  issued  at  92^,  now  stood 
at  nearly  96.     He  found  that  all  the 
Colonial  4  per  Cent  Stocks  stood  at  above 
£106,  except  the  New  Zealand  Stock, 
which  was  at  99.     On  the  other  hand, 
the  price  of  4  per  Cents,  5  per  Cents, 
and  5}  per  Cents  in  the  great  countries 
of  Europe  did  not  exceed  £100,  except 
in  the  case  of  French  Stock,  which  stood 
at  £104.  The  Argentine  Bepublic  Stock 
stood  at  £98,  and  United  States  4  per 
Cent  Stock  stood  at  a  premium  of  £129 
per  cent.  He  hoped  he  had  said  enoup^h 
to  show  th^t  while  there  wa^  a  necessity 
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for  increasing  the  field  of  inyestment  for 
trustees,  Colonial  Goyernment  Securities 
were,  at  all  events,  worthy  of  considera- 
tion. He  now  came  to  his  third  subject. 
It  might  be  asked,  if  these  securities 
were  as  good  as  they  were  represented 
to^be,  how  was  it  that  they  had  not  yet 
appeared  on  the  list  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  That  matter  had  been  fully 
gone  into  at  the  Colonial  Conference  of 
last  year,  and  at  the  commencement  of 
the  discussion  there  were  laid  before  the 
delegates  two  objections  made  some 
years  ago  by  tne  Lord  Chancellor. 
Those  two  objections  were  very  per- 
tinent and  very  practical,  the  first  of 
them  being  that  there  was  no  means  in 
this  country  of  suiDg  a  Colonial  Govern- 
ment, and  the  second  objection  was 
that  there  was  no  limit  of  issue  to  Colo- 
nial loans.  The  first  objection  that 
there  was  an  entire  absence  of  the 
means  for  holders  of  Colonial  Stock  of 
enforcing  their  claims  for  interest  or  re- 
payment against  Colonial  Governments 
in  this  country  was  an  objection  which, 
although  serious,  had  been  grappled 
with  by  the  Colonial  Conference,  and  he 
could  state  that  it  no  longer  existed, 
because  every  Colonial  Government  was 
perfectly  willing  to  take  such  measures 
as  would  render  its  Agent  easily  suable 
in  England  in  respect  of  the  interest  or 
the  repayment  of  the  loans.  Then,  as 
to  there  being  no  limit  of  issue,  which 
was  a  more  grave  matter,  the  value  of 
Qt)vernment  Stock  depended  ultimately 
on  the  solvency  of  the  nation  raising  the 
loan,  and  trustees  would  have  to  depend 
on  the  solvency  of  the  Colony  in  whose 
stocks  they  invested.  But  there  was  a 
remedy,  and  he  ventured  to  say  a  prac- 
tical one,  in  this  case — namely,  that  in 
any  Act  of  Parliament  which  should 
authorize  the  Court  of  Chancery  to  ad- 
mit Colonial  Government  Securities  to 
the  list  of  Trust  Investments,  it  would 
be  possible  to  state  that  those  invest- 
ments might  be  made  in  the  case  of  any 
particular  Colony,  the  stock  of  which 
— for  instance,  its  Four  per  Cent  Stock 
— was  at  par.  That  would  have  the 
effect  of.  establishing  an  automatic  rule 
leaving  the  solvency  of  the  Colony  to  be 

i'udged  on  the  London  Stock  Exchange. 
)ut  he  had  not  proposed  to  suggest  any 
remedy  of  his  own ;  he  merely  alluded 
to  that  to  show  that  there  was  an  auto- 
matic means  of  settling  the  point.  He 
would  like  to  mention  briefly  another 
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objection  which  had  been  urged,  which 
was  that  by  increasing  the  credit  of  the 
Colonies,  as  they  would  do  by  such  a 
measure,  they  would  be  interfering  with 
the  Government  Funds  of  this  country 
in  respect  of  their  market  value.  He 
did  not  think  that  would  be  an  unmixed 
evil.  If  there  were  a  large  demand 
for  our  rapidly  diminishing  Public 
Securities,  some  who  had  money  in 
Consols  would  get  more  interest  for  the 
price  they  paid  for  those  Consols.  But 
even  if  they  did  some  small  damage  to 
the  credit  of  the  United  Kingdom,  he 
imagined  that  its  credit  would  be  on  so 
high  a  pedestal  that  the  damage  would 
be  trifling  as  compared  with  the  good 
they  would  do  to  the  Colonies.  He  trusted 
he  had  given  reasons  to  justifv  his 
hope  that  eventually  the  Legislature 
would  take  such  steps  as  might  be 
necessary  to  realize  the  object  of  the 
Eesolution  he  had  placed  on  the  Paper. 
He  thought  that  by  adopting  his  pro- 
posal,  they  would  be  conferring  an 
advantage  upon  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  upon  our  feliow-siibjects 
in  the  Colonies ;  they  would  be  supply- 
ing trustees,  and  above  all  the  bene- 
ficiaries under  trusts  with  a  much  needed 
channel  of  investment,  and  they  would 
certainly  be  doing  something  to  pro- 
mote the  credit  and  trade  of  the  Colo- 
nies. His  object  was,  however,  to  ven- 
tilate this  subject,  and  to  lay  this 
statement  before  the  House  rather  than 
to  suggest  any  particular  method  of 
dealing  with  the  subject.  He  had  heard 
that  legislation  of  this  kind  might  soon 
be  proceeded  with  in  **  another  place," 
and  he  believed  that  that  was  a  proof 
of  a  tendency  to  act  in  accordance  with 
the  suggestion  contained  in  his  Resolu- 
tion, and  he  ventured  to  say  that  that 
House  would  before  long  proceed  in  the 
same  direction.  He  saw  m  their  places 
hon.  Friends  who  were  much  given  to 
writing  and  speaking  on  the  subject  of 
Imperial  Federation,  and  who,  he  felt 
sure,  would  support  his  Eesolution,  be- 
cause the  only  foundation  for  a  united 
Empire  was  that  its  material  interests 
and  resources  should  be  consolidated 
and  utilized.  For  those  reasons  he 
would  now  move  the  Eesolution  stand- 
ing in  his  name. 

Mm.  OSBOENE  MOEGAN  (Denbigh- 
•hire,  E.)  said,  he  rose  to  second  the 
Eesolution  which  had  been  introduced 
by  his  hon.  Friend  in  so  able  and  ex- 
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hanstive  a  speech.  He  would  ask  the 
House  first  to  look  upon  the  question 
purely  from  the  investor's  point  of 
view.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
what  was  called  conversion  of  the 
National  Debt,  although  admirable  for 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  fell 
on  a  certain  class  of  individuals  very 
heavily.  It  meant  to  a  certain  class  of 
persons  that  their  whole  income  was 
reduced  at  one  fell  swoop  from  £400 
to  £350  a-year,  which  might  involve  the 
loss  of  a  certain  number  of  small  com- 
forts, and  in  a  certain  sense,  the  neces- 
saries of  life.  It  was,  therefore,  only 
natural  that  they  shouldseek  to  find  some 
reasonably  secure  investments  which 
would  give  a  higher  rate  of  interest  than 
those  in  which  trustees  were  now  allowed 
to  invest.  There  appeared  to  him  to  be 
a  general  demand  for  that;  and  he 
would  point  out  that  his  hon.  Friend 
was  by  no  means  without  precedents 
for  his  Besolution.  Thirty  years  ago. 
Lord  St.  Leonards  had  brought  in  a 
Bill  which  gave  powers  to  trustees  to 
invest  in  India  Four  per  Cents,  and  cer- 
tain other  securities,  and  that  Bill  which 
passed  into  law  was  followed  in  1871  by 
an  Act  which  enabled  trustees  to  invest 
in  the  Stock  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  and  the  principle  of  the 
present  Motion  was  admitted  in  the 
Scotch  Trusts  Act  of  1885.  It  would, 
of  course,  be  contended  that  these 
cases  were  not  on  all  fours  with  the 
present;  and,  no  doubt,  in  the  case  of 
the  India  Four  per  Cents,  it  might  be 
urged  that  Indian  finance  was,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  under  the  control  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  which  was  not  the 
case  with  any  Colonial  Securities.  But 
the  difference  was  more  apparent  than 
real.  Although  Parliament  exercised 
some  control  over  Indian  finance,  he  had 
never  been  able  to  ascertain  precisely 
what  the  control  was.  He  had  some- 
times come  down  towards  the  end  of  the 
Session  and  listened  to  a  discussion  on 
what  was  called  the  Indian  Budget, 
when  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  made  a  speech  to  a 
select  audience  of  10  or  12  Members, 
half  of  whom  were  asleep,  on  the  very 
difficult  subject  of  Indian  finance ;  but 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  that  sort 
of  control  was  of  very  little  value.  There 
was,  of  course,  the  other  difficulty  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  referred — 
namely,  that  there  was  no  power  to  sue 


a  Colonial  Government  in  this  country, 
as  they  could  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  in  case  of  default.  But  was 
there  any  real  danger  in  that  respect  ? 
£ven  the  smallest  South  American 
State  now  knew  that  if  it  made  default 
in  respect  of  the  interest  or  principal, 
its  name  would  be  wiped  out  of  the 
Stock  List  of  every  nation.  He  believed 
that,  with  the  exception  of  Turkey  and 
two  or  three  Central  American  Bepub- 
lics,  there  was  hardly  a  State  of  the 
World  in  default ;  and  as  to  the  danger 
of  Colonial  Governments  making  default 
in  the  payment  of  interest  on  their  loans, 
they  might  as  soon  expect  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  make  default  in  re- 
spect of  the  interest  of  the  National 
Debt.  As  his  hon.  Friend  had  pointed 
out  the  Debts  of  the  Colonies  were  not, 
as  in  the  case  of  European  loans,  incurred 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  bloated 
armaments,  but  for  remunerative  pur- 
poses. Mr.  Deakin,  the  representative 
of  Victoria  at  the  late  Colonial  Confer- 
ence, said — 

"  In  Victoria,  we  have  soarcely  any  Debt  at 
all ;  we  have  borrowed  it  is  true,  £30,000,000, 
but  three-quarters  of  that  is  invested  in  rail- 
roads, and  these  railroads  are  paying  full  in- 
terest on  the  investment  and  also  a  surplus  into 
the  Treasury,  so  that  on  three-quarters  of  the 
money  we  simply  receive  interest  and  pay  it 
out  again.  The  remainder  of  our  loans,  with  a 
small  exception,  is  invested  in  waterworks, 
which  pay,  or  before  long,  will  pay,  the  full 
amount  oi  interest.  Hence  there  is  practically 
no  National  Debt,  though  there  are  great 
national  assets.  The  money  is  invested  in  com- 
mercial enterprizes  which  pay  their  own  in- 
terest." 

The  same  might  be  said  of  the  other  great 
Colonies.  But  could  it  be  said  of  the 
Debts  of  the  great  European  countries  ? 
Could  it  be  said  of  the  Debt  of  France, 
which  was  incurred  entirely  for  war  pur- 
poses ;  or  even  of  our  own  Debt,  on  which 
we  paid  interest  to  the  amoimt  of  more 
than  £20,000,000  a-year,  and  which 
was  incurred  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
on  bloody  and  too  often  barren  wars  ? 
It  might  be  said  that  the  condition  of  the 
Colonies  might  be  changed ;  but  he  held 
that  it  was  impossible  to  get  mathema- 
tical security  in  any  investment.  One  of 
the  securities  most  approved  by  the 
Court  of  Chancery  usea  to  be  mortgages 
on  freehold  estates ;  and  he  could  point 
out  numerous  cases  in  which  trustees  had 
invested  money,  as  they  were  empowered 
to  do  by  law,  in  freeholds,  and  had  lost 
not  only  the  interest,  but  more  than  one- 
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hall  of  their  security  in  consequence  of 
the  well-known  depreciation  of  land 
due  to  agricultural  depression.  He  could 
quote  the  case  of  Lord  Eldon  to  show 
how  the  most  prudent  of  men  might  be 
deceived  in  a  matter  of  that  kind.  Lord 
Eldon  was  the  most  cautious  of  Judges, 
of  whom  he  believed  Lord  Oampbeli 
said  that  he  doubted  for  a  whole  month 
whether  there  was  anything  to  doubt 
about.  That  most  cautious  Judge,  in 
two  cases,  only  allowed  trustees  to 
deviate  from  the  elegant  simplicity  of 
''the  Three  per  Gents,"  as  he  called  it. 
In  one  case  he  allowed  the  trustees  to 
invest  in  turnpike  bonds,  because  '*  no- 
thing could  ever  supersede  roads ;  "  in 
another  case  to  invest  in  the  purchase 
of  a  rotten  borough,  ''because  rotten 
boroughs  would  last  as  long  as  England 
itself."  That  showed  that  the  most 
cautious  of  men  were  liable  to  be  misled 
in  the  matter  of  investments.  He  believed 
that  Lord  Halsbury  and  Lord  Herschell 
approved  the  principle  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
Motion,  which  he  might  say  was  also 
entirely  approved  by  one  of  the  Judges, 
and  he  would  go  farther  and  say  that 
every  well-drawn  deed  contained  the 
powers  in  question.  He  had  himself 
several  times  inserted  such  a  clause  both 
in  deeds  and  wills,  and  he  took  it  to  be 
the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  enable 
trustees  to  do  what  prudent  trustees 
would  do  if  they  had  the  power.  But 
there  was  a  broader  and  more  general 
ground  on  which  he  asked  the  House  to 
accept  the  Eesolution.  He  had  the 
honour  of  occupying  for  some  six  months 
the  position  now  so  worthily  filled  by 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  and  he  was  able  to  say  that 
the  adoption  of  the  Eesolution  would 
undoubtedly  tend  to  improve  the  rela- 
tions between  the  Colonies  and  the 
Mother  Country.  No  one  who  was 
acquainted  with  the  proceedings  of  the 
Colonial  Conference  could  fail  to  see 
how  deeply  interesting  this  question  was 
felt  to  be  by  the  colonies,  who  he  was 
convinced  would  regard  such  action  as 
was  here  proposed  as  a  graceful  recog- 
nition of  their  statue.  There  was  not  a 
steamer  which  discharged  its  cargo  on 
the  shores  of  our  Colonies,  there  \fas 
not  a  letter  sent  home,  not  a  telegpram 
which  flashed  its  tale  of  joy  or  sorrow 
from  the  Mother  Country  to  her  chil- 
dren, that  was  not  an  additional  link 
to  the  bonds  which  bound  our  Colonies 

Mr,  Osborne  Morgan 


to  us,  and  he  believed  that  nothing 
would  tend  more  to  promote  that  Impe- 
rial unity  which  they  all  desired,  than 
the  knowledge  that  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  had  been  accepted  by  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
suitability  of  Colonial  Government  Inscribed 
Stocks  for  Trust  investments  should  be  more 
adequately  recognized." — (Sir  Oeorge  Baden" 
PowelL) 

The  CHANC  ELLOR  oftheEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  approached  the 
consideration  of  this  subject  with  every 
desire  to  do  justice  to  the  efforts  which 
the  Colonies  had  mado  to  maintain  their 
credit.  It  was  a  sign  both  of  the 
honesty  of  our  Colonies  and  of  their 
strong^  and  vitality  that,  in  the  com- 
paratively short  term  of  their  existence, 
the  credit  in  which  they  stood  was 
superior  to  that  of  most  European  coun- 
tries. He  felt  how  fully  they  de- 
served the  position  which  they  held  in 
the  money  market,  and  no  remark  would 
fall  from  him  which  could  in  the  slightest 
degree  detract  from  the  gratification 
which  every  member  of  the  Empire  must 
feel  that  not  only  our  own  finances  were 
in  a  satisfactory  state,  but  that  there  was 
scarcely  a  Colony  whose  finances  did  not 
rest  on  a  secure  foundation.  Our 
Colonies  had  borrowed  rapidly  and 
freely.  His  hon.  Friend  pointed  almost 
with  pride  to  the  rapid  strides  with 
which  they  had  competed  in  that  respect 
with  Foreign  States;  but  he  was  not 
sure  that  the  magnitude  of  their  debt 
was  one  of  the  arguments  which  would 
commend  itself  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  was  not  one  of  those  who  for  one 
moment  would  depreciate  the  sentimen- 
tal aspect  of  the  question.  He  quite 
understood  that  the  Colonies  attached 
importance  to  the  legislative  position  of 
their  loans.  It  was  not,  therefore,  from 
any  want  of  sympathy  that  he  spoke. 
But  we  were  bound  to  look  at  this  ques- 
tion not  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
present  only ;  we  must  look  at  it  with 
regard  to  the  future  and  to  all  the  in- 
terests at  stake.  His  hon.  Friend 
admitted  that  his  proposal,  if  adopted, 
might  do  some  small  damage  to  the 
credit  of  this  country.  As  temporary 
guardian  of  that  credit,  he  should  be 
extremely   jealous    of  anything  which 
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would  trench  even  in  the  slightest  degree 
npoti  it.  It  was  apparent  that  there 
was  likely  to  be  at  all  times  a  tendency 
to  borrow  from  the  State ;  and  looking 
to  the  vast  number  of  objects  for  which 
it  was  desired  to  have  recourse  to  Im- 
perial credit)  he,  as  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  must  say  that  nothing  ought 
to  be  done  which  could  in  any  way  tend 
to  bring  about  the  result  which  his  hon. 
Friend  was  able  to  contemplate  with 
equanimity — namely,  a  reduction  in 
the  price  of  British  Stocks.  It  was 
his  duty  to  look  to  the  interest  of 
the  credit  of  the  State,  and  to  point 
out  that  we  must  have  regard  to  the  tre- 
mendous demands  which  might  yet  be 
made  upon  the  credit  of  the  State,  and 
that  not  in  emergencies  only,  when  a 
difference  of  1  per  cent  in  the  price  of 
Consols  might  be  of  importance  to  this 
country.  Not  only  might  we  have  to 
borrow  in  great  emergencies,  but  there 
were  many  occasions  when  the  State 
ought  to  lend  for  useful  purposes. 
Whatever  view  might  be  taken  of 
the  Motion,  hon.  Gentlemen  ought  to 
dismiss  from  their  minds  that  part  of 
the  argument  which  went  to  show  that 
by  adopting  it  we  should  not  tamper 
in  the  slightest  dej;ree  with  the  borrow- 
ing power  of  the  Imperial  Government. 
His  hon.  Fnend  spoke  of  the  difficulty 
which  trustees  experienced  in  finding 
facilities  for  investment.  He  did  not 
see  that  there  was  that  difficulty  which 
his  hon.  Friend  seemed  to  think,  but  he 
wished  to  point  out  what  was  the  essence 
of  the  case.  The  House  was  not  asked 
simply  to  authorize  investments  by  trus- 
tees in  Colonial  Funds.  What  his  hon. 
Friend  asked  was  that  where,  by  will, 
trustees  had  been  precluded  from  in- 
vesting in  Colonial  Funds  the  State 
should  set  that  aside  and  authorize  the 
inclusion  of  Colonial  Funds.  It  had 
been  said  that  in  every  well- drawn  trust 
Colonial  Stocks  oueht  to  be  included. 
He  certainly  thought  they  ought  to  be. 
If  he  had  to  establish  trusts  himself 
he  would  probably  include  a  por- 
tion of  the  Colonial  Stocks.  But  it 
was  a  different  thing  to  say  that  where 
a  will  had  been  made  and  trusts  created, 
and  where  Colonial  Stocks  had  been  ex- 
cluded, we  should  step  in  and  say  that 
they  ought  to  be  included.  That  was 
really  what  was  asked.  It  was  asked 
that  we  should  establish  these  securi- 
ties in  a  position  which  was  not  an- 


ticipated by  those  who  made  the  trusts. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  proposal,  if 
adopted,  would  have  any  great  practical 
effect.  But  he  would  like  to  call  atten- 
tion to  some  circumstances  which  might 
ultimately  produce  friction.    With  re- 

gard  to  the  action  already  taken  by  the 
burts  of  Law,  he  believed  that  various 
options  had  been  given  to  trustees.  For 
instance,  they  were  allowed  to  invest  in 
Municipal  Stocks,  but  the  Courts  had 
found  it  extremely  difficult  to  arrive  at 
any  conclusion,  and  the  Act  had  come  to 
be  inoperative  in  regard  to  thoso  Stocks. 
With  regard  to  the  action  of  the  Scotch 
Courts,  it  had  been  found  so  difficult  to 
establish  what  would  be  a  safe  Colonial 
Stock  that  in  this  case,  too,  the  law  had 
been  practically  inoperative.  If  we 
legislated  in  the  direction  recommended 
by  his  hon.  Friend  and  vested  the  dis- 
cretion in  the  Courts,  the  Courts  would 
probably  be  averse  to  undertake  it,  and 
the  law  would  be  entirely  inoperative. 
He  had  referred  to  the  possibility  of 
friction,  and  with  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion it  must  be  remembered  that  we 
must  put  all  Colonies  on  the  same  foot- 
ing. It  would  not  be  possible  to  draw 
up  a  Schedule  of  Colonies,  and  say  that 
the  credit  of  this  one  and  of  that  one 
was  good  enough,  but  that  the  credit 
of  a  third  was  not  good  enough  to  be 
put  on  the  same  footing  as  Consols. 
His  hon.  Friend  behind  him  had  given 
instances  of  some  Colonies  which  were 
as  safe  as  possible,  and  whose  credit 
stood  so  high  that  there  could  be  no 
question,  at  all  events  for  many  years, 
of  their  absolute  solvency.  But  we 
must  judge  not  by  the  best  Colonies, 
but  also  Dy  the  weakest.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  draw  up  a  list.  Was  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  then,  to  consider  the 
credit  of  all  the  various  Colonies ;  were 
the  Judges  to  meet  and  say  what  was 
the  borrowing  power  of  each  Colony? 
With  the  greatest  reverence  for  those 
august  gentlemen,  he  doubted  whether 
that  was  a  task  for  which  they  were 

groperly  qualified.  His  hon.  Friend 
ad,  with  great  ingenuity,  invented  an 
automatic  process  oy  which  it  could  be 
decided  whether  the  Stocks  of  a  Colony 
were  to  be  admitted  or  not.  He  had 
proposed  that  when  the  Four  per  Cent 
Stock  of  a  Colony  stood  above  par 
investment  should  be  permitted  in  its 
funds,  and  vice  vend.  But  he  would  ask. 
the  House  to  remember  that  the  very 
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object  of  trusts  was  to  give  a  permanent 
security.  Why  was  money  put  under 
trust  at  all  ?  Simply  in  order  to  give  a 
more  permanent  character  to  the  invest- 
ment than  could  be  given  to  it  other- 
wise. If  they  were  to  judge  any  Stock 
by  its  value  at  a  given  moment,  they 
would  be  applying  a  test  which,  in  the 
end,  would  be  misleading.  A  Stock 
might  be  above  par  at  issue  and  then 
fall  below  it.  The  hon.  Member  had 
compared  the  value  of  these  Stocks  with 
those  of  foreign  countries,  and  had 
shown  that,  greatly  to  the  credit  of  the 
Anglo-Saxon  communities,  their  Stocks 
stood  higher.  But  none  of  these  foreign 
Stocks  were,  or  ought  to  be,  included  in 
trusts.  They  stood  in  the  category  of 
those  Stocks  which  might  be  invested  in 
if  the  testator  chose  to  select  them,  but 
no  Parliament  would  assert  that  it  was 
right  to  include  the  Stocks  of  any 
foreign  country,  however  |preat  and 
powerful,  among  those  in  which  perma- 
nent investments  should  be  made,  By 
his  comparison,  therefore,  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  show  that  the  Stocks 
of  those  communities  should  be  included 
in  trusts.  Allusion  had  been  made  to  an- 
other difficulty  with  regard  to  Colonial 
Stocks — namely,  that  we  had  no  control 
over  them.  That  was  certainly  a  very 
strong  objection  to  dealing  with  these 
Stocks  in  the  manner  suggested.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  had  said  that 
we  had  only  a  shadowy  control  over  the 
finances  of  India,  but  we  had  a  much 
greater  control  over  the  finances  of 
India  than  over  those  of  our  Colonies. 
The  finances  of  India  were  administered 
by  a  Secretary  of  State  and  under  the 
control  of  the  Imperial  Government. 
While  he  hoped  that  it  would  be  long 
before  the  ties  between  us  and  any  of 
our  Colonies  were  severed,  it  was  clear  I 
that  those  ties  were  not  of  the  same 
character  as  those  which  bound  us  to 
India.  We  had  no  control,  for  instance, 
over  the  finances  of  Australia ;  we  could 
not  limit  their  issues  in  any  degpree. 
What  Government  would  venture  to 
veto  any  financial  proposal  made  by  one 
of  our  self-governing  Colonies?  They 
were  asked  to  put  on  the  same  footing 
with  securities  now  included  in  trusts 
funds  which  were  well  deserving  of 
credit,  but  over  which  that  House  had 
absolutely  no  control,  and  to  vary  trusts 
in  order  to  do  this  was  a  step  far  in  ad- 
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vance  of  anything  which  they  had  yet 
done.  The  right  hon.  and  learnt  Gen- 
tleman had  said  that  in  any  case  they 
might  make  mistakes,  and  he  had  shown 
that  securities  had  been  included  in 
trust  investments  which  could  become 
dangerous,  such  as  mortgages  on  land, 
which  had  been  deemed  a  safe  security 
at  one  time.  But  there  were  two  in- 
ferences which  might  be  drawn  from 
this ;  on  the  one  hand,  they  might  give 
up  the  idea  of  placing  a  definite  limit 
on  trust  investments  because  they  were 
not  far-seeing  enough ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  might  confine  their  trust 
securities  to  those  with  regard  to  which 
they  had  absolute  confidence  that  they 
would  be  safe  in  all  conditions.  They 
had  such  absolute  confidence  with  regard 
to  British  Funds  ;  but,  in  spite  of  their 
belief  in  the  Colonies,  they  had  scarcely 
advanced  so  far  that  their  Stocks  could 
be  put  on  entirely  the  same  footing. 
They  should  be  careful  before  they 
widened  the  area  of  those  securities 
which  ought  to  be  included  in  trusts. 
There  were  two  other  objections  which 
had  been  raised.  One  was  that  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  sue  the  Colonies ;  and 
the  other  was  that  we  had  no  control 
over  the  amount  of  issues.  They  had 
been  told  that  they  were  to  be  able  to 
sue  the  Agent  General  of  a  Colony  in 
this  country ;  but  if  there  were  to  be 
such  a  thing  as  a  repudiation,  he  did  not 
expect  that  there  would  be  such  assets 
with  the  Agent  General  in  this  country 
as  would  afford  much  security  in  such 
disappointing  circumstances.  Rethought 
that,  at  all  events,  there  should  be  simul- 
taneous action  on  the  part  of  the  Colonies, 
and  that  the  Colonies  should  agree  to 
propose  means  to  enable  the  holders  of 
their  Stock  to  sue.  With  regard  to  any 
power  of  limitation  of  the  issues  of  the 
Colonies,  his  hon.  Friend  had  almost  given 
up  that  question ;  nor,  indeed,  was  it  de- 
sirable that  their  issues  should  be  limited 
so  long  as  they  were  employed  in  re- 
munerative and  excellent  work.  He 
placed  before  the  House  in  no  dog- 
matic spirit  these  considerations,  which, 
at  all  events,  ought  to  be  present  to  their 
minds  before  they  advanced  on  the  road 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member.  He 
had  not  said  one  word  which  was  dis- 
paraging to  the  credit  of  our  Colonies, 
or  wanting  in  sympathy  for  their  de- 
velopment, both  financial  and  industrial. 
He  felt  to  the  full  what  had  been  said  by 
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the  hoD.  Member,  that  the  fact  of  this 
country,  as  far  as  possible,  assisting  the 
Colonies  by  its  Money  Market  was  a 
circumstance  which  would  contribute  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  bonds  which 
existed  betveeen  them  and  this  country. 
But  sometimes,  when  the  Colonies  were 
irritated  —  and  they  were  irritated  at 
causes  which  we  occasionally  thought 
somewhat  slight — at  those  moments  they 
were  apt  to  forget  the  advantages  which 
they  derived  from  their  connection  with 
the  Mother  Country.  Although  their 
high  credit  was  due  in  the  main  to  their 
industry,  good  management,  and  busi- 
ness-like qualities,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  believed  that  it  was  also  largely  due 
to  the  fact  that  they  were  able  to  come 
as  Colonists  and  fellow- subjects  to  the 
London  Money  Market,  and  to  find 
greater  facilities  and  greater  readiness 
to  lend  than  they  would  find  in  any 
other  Money  Market  in  Europe,  or  than 
they  would  find  if  they  were  to  cut 
themselves  adrift  and  to  become  inde- 
pendent communities.  Eeferenoe  had 
been  made  to  the  extraordinarily  low 
rate  of  interest  at  which  Canada  had 
lately  been  able  to  borrow  money  ;  but 
he  had  the  highest  authority  for  saying 
that  that  was  in  part  due  to  the  conver- 
sion which  had  lately  taken  place,  and  to 
the  fact  that  the  rate  of  interest  had 
been  generally  lowered.  What  had 
taken  place  with  regard  to  Imperial 
Funds  had  reacted  on  others,  and  Canada 
had  thus  derived  great  support  from 
what  had  taken  place  with  regard  to 
the  National  Debt  of  this  country.  He 
thought  it  would  prove  extremely  agree- 
able to  the  Colonies  that  this  Motion  had 
been  brought  for  ward,  and  he  hoped  that 
they  would  be  gratified  by  the  tone  of 
the  debate.  He  trusted,  especially  as 
the  Motion  did  not  suggest  any  practical 
steps  and  was  simply  an  abstract  pro- 
position, that  it  woidd  be  withdrawn, 
and  not  pressed  to  a  Division. 

Baron  DIMSDALE  (Herts,  Hitchin), 
in  supporting  the  Eesolution,  said,  he 
thought  it  very  desirable  that  the  powers 
of  trustees  should  be  enlarged,  that  they 
should  not  be  limited  and  confined,  as 
they  now  were,  to  the  old  funds,  but, 
where  it  was  advisable,  they  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  investing  in  these 
new  trusts. 

Me.  a.  M'ARTHUE  (Leicester)  said, 
that,  as  he  had  spent  many  years  in  the 
Australiitn  Colonies,  he  desired  to  sa^ 


one  or  two  words.  The  Australian 
Colonies  and  the  House  had  every  right 
to  be  thankful  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Kirkdale  Division 
of  Liverpool  (Sir  George  Baden-Powell) 
for  bringing  this  question  forward.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  very  properly  said 
they  were  all  satisfied  as  to  the  security 
offered  by  the  Colonies  for  any  invest- 
ments of  this  kind.  He  (Mr.  A. 
M'Arthur)  was  frequently  asked  by  per- 
sons as  to  the  Colonial  Securities,  and 
his  invariable  answer  was  that  they 
were  quite  as  good  and  sate  as  the  Bank 
of  England.  It  had  been  said  we  had 
not  yet  touched  the  bottom  of  the  Aus- 
tralian Colonies.  He  thought  we  had 
scarcely  touched  the  surface  of  them. 
There  was  an  amount  of  mineral  and 
vegetable  wealth  in  those  Colonies 
which  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
exaggerate.  While  ho  admitted  the 
truth  of  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  the  Colonies  owed  much  to 
this  country,  this  country  owed  a  very 
great  deal  to  the  Colonies  for  the  out- 
let for  English  capital  which  they 
afforded.  He  had  g^eat  pleasure  in 
supporting  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  adoption  of  whose  sug- 
gestions would  be  of  great  benefit  to 
this  country  and  the  Colonies. 

Sib  EICHARD  TEMPLE  (Wor- 
cestershire, Evesham)  said,  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  rectifying  a  mistake 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  East  Denbigh- 
shire (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  appeared 
to  have  made.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  the 
finances  of  India  were  really  not  under 
the  control  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
When  that  statement  was  very  justly 
challenged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that,  at  all  events,  the  control  was 
shadowy.  He  begged  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  GentlemanwB  pardon ;  the  control 
was  real.  He  assured  the  House  that  the 
Indian  finances,  from  beginning  to  end, 
from  top  to  bottom,  in  general  and  in 
detail,  were  under  the  fullest  control  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  who  was,  as  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  responsible  to 
this  House.  Certainly,  India  had  an 
interest  slightly  adverse  to  the  Resolu- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
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he  Kirkdale  Division  of  Liverpool  (Sir 
George  Baden-Powell),  because  the 
investing  in  Colonial  securities  would 
pro  tanio  divert  capitalists  from  the  In- 
dian securities  pertaining  to  railways 
and  canals  in  India.  Still,  we  were 
bound  to  consider  the  interests  of  Eng- 
land also.  Now,  of  late,  English  in- 
vestments had  been  narrowed — landed 
securities  had  been  inevitably  depre- 
ciated, and  now,  by  the  recently  success- 
ful operations  of  Government,  even  Con- 
sols were  less  valuable  to  investors  than 
they  were.  Therefore,  we  must  look 
further  afield  to  our  Colonies  ;  and, 
having  regard  to  the  prosperous  case 
arrayed  by  his  hon.  Friend's  statistics,  he 
must  admit  the  Resolution  was  worthy  of 
acceptance  in  Indian  circles  and  in  all 
other  circles. 

Mr.  EVANS  (Southampton)  said,  he 
rose  to  address  the  House  for  the  first 
time  with  great  deference,  because  he  felt 
that  his  want  of  knowledge  of  the  for- 
malities of  the  House  might  cause  him 
to  transgress  some  of  them.  When  he 
came  down  to  the  House  he  had  no  in- 
tention whatever  of  taking  part  in  the 
debate,  and  he  only  rose  to  do  so  be- 
cause, when  he  read  the  Resolution  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Kirkdale  Divi- 
sion of  Liverpool,  he  interpreted  it  to 
mean  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
authority  for  trustees  to  invest  their 
trust  funds  in  Colonial  Securities.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  placed  a  somewhat 
different  interpretation  upon  the  Reso- 
lution, and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkdale  would  state  the 
exact  meaning  of  his  Resolution.  If  the 
Resolution  meant,  as  he  supposed  it  did, 
that  trustees  should  have  the  right  to 
invest  their  trust  funds  in  Colonial  Go- 
vernment Securities  when  no  such  direct 
authority  was  given  in  the  trust,  he  should 
oppose  the  Resolution  to  the  very  last. 
Under  such  circumstances,  he  should  be 
Borry,  in  the  first  place,  for  the  benefit 
claries  under  the  trust,  in  the  second  place 
for  the  Colonists  themselves,  and  in  the 
third  place  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  intimated  that  there 
was  a  danger  which  was  certainly  familiar 
to  him  (Mr.  Evans),  and  which  must  be 
familiar  to  all  those  who  knew  Colonial 
Governments  well — there  was  a  danger 
which  arose  from  the  facilities  to  borrow. 

Sir  Miehard  Tmpk 


There  were  connected  with  the  Colonial 
Governments,  as  there  were  in  this 
country  and  in  every  country,  a  certain 
set  of  people  who  loved  to  borrow  money 
without  any  thought  as  to  the  way  they 
were  to  expend  it.  He  was  familiar 
with  several  of  the  Colonies  of  this 
country,  perhaps  more  familiar  than 
most  hon.  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  he  knew  from  experi- 
ence that  loans  were  obtained  without 
any  clear  understanding  as  to  the  way 
in  which  the  money  was  to  be  expended. 
Many  loans  were  not  origioated  as  they 
ought  to  be — for  some  great  exploit  or 
some  great  expansion  of  the  country  for 
which  the  money  was  borrowed.  They 
often  originated  in  the  wish  of  certain 
financiers  to  borrow  first,  and  find  the 
means  of  spending  the  money  afterwards. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkdale  pro- 
posed this  Resolution  with  the  view  of 
the  investment  of  trust  funds  in  the  way 
he  (Mr.  Evans)  had  described,  it  would 
be  necessary  that  the  debate  should  be 
carried  on  much  longer,  in  order  to  show 
— certainly  he  would  undertake  to  show 
— the  many  fallacies  in  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statement.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  referred  to  market  price ;  but 
market  price  was  something  by  which 
no  one  ought  to  be  guided.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  spoken  of  the  United  States 
Four  per  Cents  being  at  £29  premium. 
Within  the  last  20  years  he  (Mr.  Evans) 
had  bought  that  ft^tock  at  62  discount. 
How  could  they  take  that  as  a  proof  of 
the  value  of  Colonial  Securities  ?  It  was 
utterly  fallacious.  Again,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  all  these  improvements 
in  the  Colonies  were  really  commercial 
enter  prizes.  If  they  applied  the  test  of  the 
Market,  the  lenders  of  money  could  well 
examine  the  enterprizes,  and  if  they 
found  them  worthy  of  support  they 
would  lend  the  money  at  a  fair  rate.  If, 
however,  the  promoters  could  turn  to 
trustees — the  majority  of  whom  were 
quite  unable  to  investigate  the  securities, 
and  quite  unable  to  form  an  opinion 
whether  the  securities  were  good  or  not 
— they  would  have  the  trustees  trying  to 
persuade  the  Colonists  to  borrow  their 
money.  When  the  Colonists  had  bor- 
rowed the  money  they  would  try  to 
spend  it  in  some  way  or  other,  a  pro- 
ceeding unlikely  to  result  favourably 
for  either  party.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man \he  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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had  gone  so  completely  over  the  ground 
that  he  would  not  further  trespass  upon 
the  patience  of  the  House. 

Mb.  GEAY  (Essex,  Maldon)  said, 
that  if  the  House  would  allow  him,  he 
would  like  to  make  one  or  two  remarks 
upon  the  subject  under  discussion.  He 
was  very  much  indebted  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kirkdale  (Sir 
George  Baden- Powell)  for  having  called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  ques- 
tion, and  although  he  (Mr.  Gray)  appre- 
ciated all  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said  as 
to  the  necessity  of  treating  with  the 
greatest  care  the  powers  given  to 
trustees,  he  desired  to  point  out  that 
there  was  another  side  to  the  question, 
and  that  was  the  question  of  the  interest 
of  the  annuitants.  At  the  present  time 
land  was  looked  upon  somewhat  sus- 
piciously as  an  investment,  and  although 
the  Conversion  Scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer might  be  said  to  have  been  brought 
to  a  successful  issue,  there  were  many 
people  in  England  who  felt  that  that 
Scheme  had  not  been  an  altogether 
brilliant  piece  of  legislation  for  them. 
He  alluded  now,  of  course,  to  the  annui- 
tants. He  had  heard  from  many  annui- 
tants that  their  incomes  had  been  so  re- 
duced by  the  Conversion  Scheme  that 
they  found  it  was  very  difficult  to  make 
ends  meet.  There  was  one  class  of 
annuitants  who  had  felt  the  Conversion 
Scheme  more  severely,  perhaps,  than 
any  others,  and  they  were  the  annuitants 
who  received  their  incomes  from  Chan- 
cery held  property.  It  seemed  to  him 
very  hard  that  the  law  should  say  to 
these  people — **You  must  invest  your 
money  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,''  and 
that  that  should  be  supplemented  by 
legislation,  which  said — **  and  we  will 
give  you  just  what  we  like  for  your 
money."  He  hoped  that  although  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  not  prepared  to 
accept  the  Besolution  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Elirkdale,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  consider  the  question  and 
deal  with  it  before  long,  perhaps  in  a 
modified  form. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  only  rose  in  consequence  of  the 
very  extraordinary  declaration  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Evesham  Division  of  Worcester  (Sir 
Bichard    Temple)   that  the  House  of 


Commons  had  complete  control  over  the 
finances  of  India  from  top  to  bottom. 
As  far  as  his  experience  went,  the  only 
opportunity  they  had  of  even  alluding 
to  the  finances  of  India  was  the  oppor- 
tunity afforded  by  the  introduction  of 
the  Indian  Budget.  That  Budget  was 
generally  introduced  when  the  rest  of 
the  Business  of  the  House  was  disposed 
of,  and  when  the  House  was  compara- 
tively empty.  It  was  not  true  that  they 
had  an  opportunity  of  dealing  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  as  they  had 
of  dealing  with  other  Secretaries  of 
State,  because  his  salary  did  not  appear 
in  the  Estimates.  The  control  wnich 
Parliament  exercised  over  the  finances 
of  India  was  really  limited  to  the  risk 
of  the  ballot. 

Sib  GEOEGE  BADEN- POWELL 
said,  he  had  a  difficulty  to  find  anything 
to  reply  to,  because  all  that  had  been 
said  substantially  supported  his  Eesolu- 
tion.  The  only  objection  urged  against 
automatic  regulation  was  that  there  was 
no  security  against  a  fall  in  value  ;  but 
all  Funds  were  liable  to  fall  in  value, 
and  therefore  the  objection  was  not 
specially  applicable  to  Colonial  Securi- 
ties. He  wished  to  see  legislation  which 
should  include  such  securities  and  enable 
trustees  to  invest  money  in  securities 
which  were  not  as  yet  open  to  trustees  ; 
but  he  supposed  the  legislation  would 
not  be  retrogressive  and  would  not  affect 
existing  trusts.  He  thought  the  House 
was  with  him,  and  therefore  he  asked 
leave  not  to  press  the  Eesolution  to  a 
Division. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  he  did  not  think  such  a  conclusion 
would  be  at  all  satisfactory.  It  was  an 
extraordinary  thing,  if  the  House  were 
in  favour  of  the  Eesolution,  to  suggest 
that  it  should  be  withdrawn.  He  had 
moved  a  similar  Amendment  to  the 
Budget,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  then  said  that  the  proposal 
should  be  favourably  considered  by  the 
Government  and  facilities  given  for 
legislation  this  Session.  He  understood 
that  a  Bill  had  been  introduced  into  the 
other  House,  and  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  assented  to  the  principle  of 
this  Eesolution.  He  did  not  think  the 
Eesolution  should  be  withdrawn,  ex- 
cept upon  the  understanding  that 
there    would    be  legislation  this  Ses- 
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The  CHANCELLOEofthe  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  that  accepting 
the  hon.  Member's  interpretation  of  his 
own  Resolution,  that  it  was  not  to  in- 
Tolye  the  setting  aside  of  trusts,  it 
would  be  better  to  withdraw  it  in  view 
of  the  legislation  pending  in  *'  another 
place." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

ECCLESIASTICAL  ASSESSMENTS  (SCOT- 
LAND).—RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.),  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  assessment 
of  property  in  Scotland  for  ecclesiastical 
purposes  ;   and  to  move — 

*'That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
inexpedient  that  Assessments  for  Ecclesiastical 
purposes  in  Scotland  should  be  maintained, 
and  that  in  lieu  thereof  an  equivalent  annual 
assessment  ought  to  be  made  for  assisting 
Seoondaxy  Education  in  Scotland,*' 

said,  he  might  best  explain  the  subject 
to  English  Members  by  saying  that  the 
nearest  parallel  which  he  could  find  to 
it  was  the  controversy  that  some  years 
ago  excited  great  interest  in  this  coun- 
try— namely,  Ohurch  rates.  It  might 
be  asked  how,  in  Scotland,  where  the 
friends  of  religious  equality  and  the 
supporters  of  the  Liberal  Party  were 
stronger  than  in  England,  there  should 
be  any  question  of  Church  rates  so  long 
after  the  question  had  been  settled  in 
England ;  and,  in  mentioning  this,  he 
pointed  out  that  the  question  was  settled 
in  England  without  involving  the  larger 
question  of  Disestablishment.  The  rea- 
son why  Church  rates  continued  in  Scot- 
land was  that,  while  in  England  they 
were  paid  by  the  occupier,  in  Scotland 
they  were  paid  by  the  owner  of  land. 
In  Scotland  the  payments  for  eccle- 
siastical purposes  were  a  hereditary 
burden  upon  land ;  and  he  was  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Glas&^ow 
and  Aberdeen  Universities,  who  had 
given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  move 
an  Amendment  to  the  Motion.  While 
the  Motion  involved  two  very  different 
propositions — each  of  which  he  ought  to 
be  in  a  position  to  prove — one  of  those 
propositions  had  been  removed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Glasgow  and  Aber- 
deen Universities,  who  stated  in  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice  that  these  assessments  '*had 
been  a  burden  upon  land  from  time 
immemorial."    There  were  four  obliga- 


tions imposed  by  the  old  Statutes  of 
Scotland  on  the  owners  of  land — namely, 

(1)  to   build   and   maintain  churches; 

(2)  to  build  and  maintain  manses  in  the 
rural  districts  ;    (3)  to  provide  church- 
yards ;  and  (4)  to  provide  schools  and 
pay  the  schoolmasters.     All  these  obli- 
gations had,  for  the  last  300  years,  been 
a  first  charge  upon  land  in  Scotland, 
and  they  partook  rather  of  the  nature 
of   tithes    than    rates.      There  was  a 
difference  between  the  position  of  the 
larger  burghs  in  Scotland  and  rural  dis- 
tricts in  respect  of  these   assessments. 
In  the  large  burghs  the  question  was  so 
bound  up  with  other  questions  connected 
with  the  Established  Church  that  they 
could  scarcely  be  disentangled ;  but  in 
the  rural   districts    the    question  was 
totally  distinct,  and  the  obligation  was 
totally  distinct.     It  was  not  possible  for 
him  to  give  the  House  the  exact  amount 
of  these  assessments,  because  the  Be- 
turns  were   not    complete;    but,   from 
1879-80,  they  had  continuous  Beturns 
for  seven  years,  and  he  found  that  in 
the  rural  districts,  and  in  the  districts 
partly    rural    and    partly    urban,    the 
amount  registered  for  these  assessments 
during  the  seven  years  was  £406,741, 
or  an  average  of  £68,100  a-year.     That 
was  a  very  large   sum — much    larger 
than  would  be  spent  if  those  who  used 
the  churches  had  to  provide  the  money 
themselves.      Inasmuch   as  the  clergy 
themselves  in  their  Presbyteries  were 
the  authority  that  determined  how  much 
money  should  be  spent,  he  need  hardly 
say  that  they  charged  on  a  princely  and 
liberal  scale.     Therefore,  the  amount 
raised  was  extravagant.     The  first  ob- 
jection  to  this  hereditary  burden  was 
that  the  demands  made  upon  the  land- 
lords were  beyond  the  requirements  of 
the  case.     In  the   second  place,  these 
burdens  were  of  a  peculiarly  irritating 
character,  because  they  were  most  irre- 
gular in  their  incidence.     Sometimes  10 
years  elapsed  and  no  demand  was  made 
upon  the  heritors,   and  then  suddenly 
£2,000  or  £3,000  might  be  demanded 
in  a  single  year.     He  was  aware  that  in 
1862  an  Act  was  passed  mitigating  the 
inconvenience  of  this  assessment  by  pro- 
viding that  in  the  case  of  new  churches 
the  expenditure  might  be  spread  over  a 
period  of  10  years.     There  was  another 
grievance  which  was  felt  very  much  in 
the  small  towns  and  villages  of  Scotland 
— namely,  that  the  feuars  had  been  held 
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liable  for  this  Bpecies  of  assessment. 
Many  of  these  feuars  were  compara- 
tively poor,  and  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that,  although  under  Scotch  law  they 
were  liable,  it  had  been  felt  by  the  land- 
lords themselves  in  most  parts  of  Scot- 
land that  it  was  a  hardship  to  charge 
any  of  this  assessment  upon  the  feuars. 
In  the  Amendment  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Glasgow  and  Aberdeen 
Universities  had  given  Notice,  he  was 
not  quite  right  in  suggesting  that  those 
assessments  were  for  churches  alone. 
They  were,  as  he  had  said,  for  manses, 
and  for  churchyards  as  well.  It 
was  upon  the  fact  that  these  burdens 
were  of  a  hereditary  and  of  an  ancient 
character  that  he  based  his  argument 
that,  whatever  was  to  be  done  with  the 
proceeds  of  these  skssessments,  they  were 
a  burden  upon  the  landlord  from  which  he 
ought  not  to  be  relieved.  The  landlord, 
at  all  events,  had  no  claim  on  any  portion 
of  this  assessment,  whatever  was  to  be 
done  with  it.  The  question  between  the 
hon.  Member  and  himself  was  not  one 
of  relief  to  landlords,  but  one  as  to  the 
uses  to  which  this  money  should  be  ap- 
plied. What  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  do  was  to  declare  that,  instead  of  this 
irreg^ar  and  somewhat  vexatious  use, 
the  assessment  ought  to  be  employed  for 
the  purposes  of  secondly  or  technical 
education  in  Scotland.  He  was  glad  to 
find,  from  the  Amendment  of  which  No- 
tice had  been  given  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
that  he  would  not  deny  that,  if  this 
money  was  to  be  applied  towards  any 
secular  purpose,  there  was  none  more 
deserving  tnan  that  of  secondary  or 
technical  education  in  the  rural  districts 
of  Scotland.  A  sum  of  £50,000  a-year 
would  probably  go  far  to  supply  the 
deficiencies  of  the  rural  districts  in  Scot- 
land in  regard  to  these  two  branches  of 
eduoatfon,  because  he  might  remind  the 
House  that  the  large  towns  would  have 
no  large  claim — or,  perhaps,  no  claim  at 
all— on  the  fund.  The  whole  of  this 
money  would  be  available  for  the  deve- 
lopment of  secondary  and  technical  edu- 
cation in  the  rural  districts  of  Scotland. 
Supposing  this  contribution  were  con- 
verted into  an  annual  assessment,  would 
it  be  a  serious  imposition  on  the  land- 
lords ?  He  was  not  in  a  position  to  give 
the  exact  figures  to  the  House,  because 
there  was  a  lack  of  accurate  in- 
formation as  to  the  distribution  of  this 
burden ;  but  he  found  that  the  valuation 


roll  of  the  rural  districts  in  Scotland 
amounted     to     £12,000,000,    and,    at 
Id.    in   the   pound,   that  would    give 
£50,000.     It    was  probable    that    the 
assessment  required   to  be  imposed  in 
view  of  this  burden  might  not  exceed 
Id.  in  the  pound — that  was  to  say,  that 
a  landlord  deriving  an  annual  income 
of  £1,200  would  only  be  called  upon  to 
contribute  £5  a- year.    This  would  not 
be  any  serious  burden  on  the  landlords, 
and  it  would  be  a  relief  from  an  irregu- 
lar and  obnoxious  tax.  Now,  with  regard 
to  the  purposes  to  which  this  money 
should  be  applied.    The  hon.  Member 
contended  in  his  Amendment  that  this 
money  should  be  applied  to  the  purposes 
to  which  it  was  at  the  present  moment 
applied.     This  was  a  tax  upon  land,  and 
he  (Mr.  Hunter)  contended  that  the  pro- 
duct of  a  tax  was  the  property  of  the 
people,  and  he  altogether  denied  that  it 
was  right  that  the  property  of  the  com- 
munity should  be  devoted  to  the  main- 
tenance of  one  of  the  numerous  religious 
denominations  into  which  Scotland  was 
divided.    There  was  a  time  in  the  his* 
tory  of  Scotland  when  this  tax  was  im- 
posed— there    was   a  time  when  there 
was  so  much  religious  unity  in  Scotland 
— so   much  unity  of  worship — that   it 
was  right  and  reasonable  that  the  main, 
tenance  of  the  churches,  as  the  main- 
tenance of  schools,  should  be  parochial 
burdens.     But  everyone  who   was  ac- 
quainted with  the  history  of  the  Ohuroh 
of  Scotland  knew  that  by  a  series  of  suc- 
cessive secessions  there  remained  now 
only  a  small  part  of  that  which  was  once 
the  whole  Church  of  Scotland,  and  it 
was  totally  inconsistent  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  religious  equality — inconsistent 
with  the  principle  of  equal  rights — that 
the  property  which  belonged  to  all  should 
be  applied  exclusively  for  the  benefit  of 
a  few.    It  might  be  said  that  the  Church 
of  Scotland  would  be  put  to  some  incon- 
venience by   the  withdrawal   of    this 
money.    But  it  would  be  in  no  worse 
position  than  any  other  of  the  denomi- 
nations.    Besides,  nothing  would  be  so 
beneficial  to  that  Church  as  to  be  com- 
pelled to  rely  for  repairs  to  places  of 
worship  and    other    such  expenditure 
upon    the    Christian    liberality  of   its 
people ;  and,  by  accustoming  themselves 
to  support  the  religious  ordinances  of 
their  own  Churches,  they  would  be  pre- 
paring themselves  for  the  inevitable  time 
when  the  connection  between  Church  and 


687 


JBectesiaiiieal 


{  OOMMONS I        Assessments  ( Seoiland).      688 


State  must  entirely  oease.  Only  a  small 
addition  would  be  made  to  the  claims  on 
members  of  the  Church  if  this  source  of 
revenue  was  removed,  and  a  great  and 
lasting  benefit  would  be  conferred  on  the 
cause  of  secondary  and  technical  educa- 
tion, which  the  hon.  G-entleman  the  Mover 
of  the  Amendment  himself  would  recog- 
nize had  the  best  claim  to  this  fund  if  it 
were  to  be  devoted  to  secular  purposes. 
For  these  reasons,  he  begged  to  submit 
the  Kesolution  which  stood  in  his  name 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House. 

Mr.  FIETH  (Dundee)  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
inexpedient  that  Assessments  for  Ecclesiastical 
purposes  in  Scotland  should  be  maintained,  and 
that  in  lieu  thereof  an  equivalent  annual  assess- 
ment ought  to  be  made  for  assisting  Secondary 
Education  in  Scotland."  ~(ifr.  Sunter.) 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities),  in  rising  to 
move  as  an  Amendment — 

**  That  as  the  Ecclesiastical  Assessments  have 
been  a  burden  upon  land  from  time  immemorial 
for  the  erection  and  repair  of  church  buildings 
in  the  old  parishes  of  Scotland,  this  House,  in 
the  absence  of  any  grievance  connected  there- 
with, except  In  the  case  of  feuars,  for  whose 
relief  a  Bill  is  now  before  Parliament,  declines 
to  entertain  a  proposal  to  alienate  these  assess- 
ments to  secular  uses," 

said,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  was  right  in 
presuming  that  he  did  not  find  any  fault 
whatever  with  the  object  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  would  apply  this  money, 
80  far  as  regarded  that  object  itself. 
He  had  no  objection  to  secondary  or 
technical  schools;  but  he  did  object 
to  the  proposal  that  these  should  be 
assisted  with  money  intended  for  an 
altogether  difiPerent  purpose.  These 
assessments  had  existed  for  three  cen- 
turies. They  represented  a  burden 
upon  the  land  of  Scotland,  which  was 
expressly  recognized  and  thoroughly 
understood  by  every  landowner  when- 
ever any  property  was  bought  or  sold. 
This  burden  was  taken  into  account  in 
the  price  given  for  properties,  so  that  it 
was  really  no  burden  upon  the  land- 
owner, but  a  trust  which  he  held  for 
the  Church.  The  expression  ''ehurch 
buildings"  in  the  Amendment  was 
meant  to  have  a  general  reference  to 
manses  and  glebes  as  well  as  to  churches. 
The  Ohurch  rates  of  England,  which 
were  dealt  with  by  legislation   some 

Mr,  Hunter 


years  ago,  were  not  at  all  of  the  same 
nature  as  these    ecclesiastical    assess- 
ments in  Scotland.    The  Ohurch  rates 
were  imposed  by  the  votes  of  the  occu- 
pants of  a  parish ;  but  the  Ohurch  of 
England  had  no  property  in  these  rates. 
In  Scotland,   on  the  other  hand,  the 
churches,   manses,   and    glebes    which 
were  maintained  by  these  assessments 
were  the  property  of  the  heritors  who 
paid  the  assessments,   and  the  assess- 
ments were  the  recognized  endowments 
of  the  Ohurch,  not  depending  in  any 
way  upon  the  vote  of  the  parish.     This, 
no  doubt,  was  an  important  question 
for  the  rural  districts,  for  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  see  how  the  churches  and  manses 
could  be  maintained  in  some  parts  of 
Scotland  if  this  statutory  provision  was 
withdrawn.    From  the  very  nature  of 
the  case  the  burden  must  be  irregular 
in  its  incidence,  as  it  was  not  every 
day  that  repairs  were  wanted,  or  that 
a  new  church  was  required  in  substitu- 
tion of  the  old  one ;  and  it  would,  there- 
fore, be  very  difficult  to  substitute  an 
equivalent  yearly   assessment  for  this 
burden.    There  was  no  grievance  be- 
yond that  admitted  in  the  Amendment 
with  respect  to  that  class  of  heritors  who 
were  known  as  feuars.    There  was  a 
peculiarity  in  their  case,  and  there  was 
a  Bill  now  before  Parliament  to  relieve 
these  feuars  of  their  acknowledged  griev- 
ance.   While  they  were  an  extremely 
numerous  class,  their  proportion  of  the 
total  amount  of  the   assessments  was 
very  small,   and  from  an  analysis  of 
typical  districts  of  Scotland,  including 
three  divisions  of  Lanarkshire,  the  coun- 
ties of  Perth,  Mid  Lothian,  and  Rox- 
burgh,   it    was    found    that    though 
these  feuars  were  77  per  cent  of  the 
number    of   heritors,    the    amount    of 
assessments  paid  by  them  was  only  13*7 
per  cent  of  the  whole;    so  that  while 
there  might  be  some  grievance  as  to 
14  per  cent  of  the  assessments,  which  it 
was  proposed  to  remedy,  there  remained 
86  per  cent  of  the  assessments,  as  to  which 
there  was  no  ground  of  complaint.  But  the 
real  meaning  of  the  Motion  was  shown  by 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hunter),  for  he 
diverged  from  ecclesiastical  assessments 
to  the  question  of  Disestablishment  and 
bisendowment.    This  Motion  was  really 
a  proposal  for  a  measure  of  Disendow* 
ment.    He  thought  this  was  scarcely 
ihe  opportunity  for  entering  into  the 
larger  question  of  Disestablishment  and 
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Diseodowment,  especially  when  there 
was  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  for  Friday 
night  which  would  definitely  raiso  it. 
He  would  only  say  that  while  it  might 
be  argued  that  the  Church  of  Scotland 
was  only  a  part  of  what  it  formerly  was, 
and  while  it  could  not  be  denied  that 
there  had  been  important  secessions,  the 
hon.  Member  omitted  to  say  that  the 
Church  of  Scotland  was  still  a  growing 
Church,  stronger  at  this  moment  than 
erer  before,  and  embracing  within  its 
borders  as  large  a  number  of  people  as 
all  the  other  Presbyterian  Churches  in 
Scotland  put  together.  These  matters 
might  be  considered  beside  the  question, 
but  what  he  would  submit  to  the  House 
was  that  an  arrangement  which  had 
been  in  existence  for  300  years  ought 
not  to  be  hastily  set  aside,  and  that  they 
ought  not  now,  for  the  sake  of  secondary 
education  or  technical  schools,  to  dis- 
endow, to  some  extent,  the  National 
Church  of  Scotland.  He  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his 
name. 

Sib  CHARLES  DALRYMPLE  (Ips- 
wich), in  seconding  the  Amendment, 
said,  be  had  listened  with  considerable 
interest  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen,  and  he  must  say  that 
he  had  seldom  heard  a  weaker  advocacy 
of  a  great  change.  And,  as  if  to  give  a 
greater  air  of  unreality  to  the  proceeding, 
the  Motion  was  seconded  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  Firth),  whose 
acquaintance  with  the  ecclesiastical 
affairs  of  Scotland  must  be  of  a  very 
recent  date.  He  recognized  in  the 
speech  a  movement  in  favour  of  Disen- 
dowment,  and  one  reason  given  by  the 
Mover  of  the  Motion  was  that  Church 
rates  in  England  had  been  abolished. 
But  he  almost  immediately  stated  that 
Church  rates  in  England  and  Church 
assessments  in  Scotland  were  a  totally 
different  thing.  Then  he  (Sir  Charles 
Dalrymple)  had  always  been  under  the 
impression  that  the  amount  derived  from 
Church  assessments  in  Scotland  was  very 
small ;  and  he  thought  even  £58,000 
was  so  modest  a  sum  to  be  derived  from 
that  source  that  it  was  hardly  worth  the 
hon.  Member's  while  to  covet  it.  No 
doubt  a  laudable  motive  lay  at  the  root 
of  the  Motion.  It  was  to  find  funds  for 
secondary  education  in  Scotland.  In 
that  desire  they  all  sympathized ;  but  he 
wished  that  the  hon.  Member  had  looked 
elsewhere  in  order  to  satisfy  his  very 


laudable  desire.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  there  was  no  grievance  whatever 
connected  with  the  ecclesiastical  assess- 
ments in  the  old  parishes  of  Scotland, 
and  if  there  was  a  grievance  in  the  case 
of  the  feuars,  it  was  not  the  fault  of 
those  who  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House  that  it  had  not  been  remedied 
before  the  present  time.  He  would  like 
to  know  whether  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Hunter)  had  any  authority  to  speak  for 
these  feuars,  and  whether  they  wouid  be 
prepared  to  give  an  equivalent  annual 
assessment  for  secondary  and  technical 
education  ? 

Mr.  HUNTEE,  interrupting,  said,  he 
expressly  stated  that  he  thought  the 
assessment  ought  not  to  be  borne  by  the 
feuars 

SiE  CHARLES  DALRYMPLE  said, 
that  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
expressly  stated  that  it  was  in  contem- 
plation to  relieve  the  feuars  from  eccle- 
siastical assessment,  as  they  alone  had  a 
grievance  on  the  subject.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  dealt  fully  with  the  subject, 
and  he  would  therefore  content  himself 
with  saying  that  the  Church  of  Scotland 
now  needed  endowments  more  than  it 
had  ever  done,  because  it  was  doing 
more  work  than  it  had  accomplished  in 
past  years. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  as  the  Ecclesiastical  Assessments  have  been 
a  burden  upon  land  from  time  immemorial  for 
the  erection  and  repair  of  church  buildings  in 
the  old  parishes  of  Scotland,  this  House,  in  the 
absence  of  any  grievance  connected  therewith, 
except  in  the  case  of  feuars,  for  whose  relief  a 
Bill  is  now  before  Parliament,  declines  to  en- 
tertain a  proposal  to  alienate  these  assessments 
to  secular  uses." — (Mr.  Jatn$s  Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  a.  R.  D.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) 
said,  he  was  anxious  to  support  the 
Motion  before  the  House.  He  was 
bound  to  say  it  appeared  to  him  a  little 
unnecessary  to  recall  to  Members  of  the 
House  exactly  what  was  the  object  and 
purpose  of  the  system  of  ecclesiastical 
assessments  now  existing  in  Scotland. 
The  fact  was  that  the  Scottish  Established 
Church  differed  from  all  other  Churches 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  established  or 
free,  in  this — that  a  special  provision  was 
made  by  law  for  the  repair  of  the 
churches  and  buildings  of  the  Establish- 
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ment  and  of  the  manses  of  the  clergy. 
That  was  a  state  of  things  which  he 
maintained  did  not  exist  as  regarded  the 
Established  Ohurch  of  England,  and  did 
not  exist  as  regarded  the  Disestablished 
Church,  now  the  Voluntary  Churoh  in 
Ireland,  and  did  not  exist  in  regard  to 
any  other  religious  denomination  what- 
ever in  the  United  Kingdom.    The  state 
of  things  which  they  now  impugned  as 
regarded  the  Scottish  EstabUshment  had 
existed  in  former  days  as  regarded  the 
Established  Churoh  in  England,  because 
provision  was  at  that  time  made  by  law 
in  England  for  the  support  of  the  fabrics 
of  the  Established  Church.    That  state 
of  things,  however,  could  not  exist  in 
conformity  with    the  state  of  opinion 
which  began  to  rule  in  this  country  a 
generation  ago ;  and  he  thought  it  in- 
cumbent upon  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
supported  the  existing  state  of  things 
to  justify  the  exception.  What  they  had 
to  show  was  the  right  and  title  of  the  Scot- 
tish Establishment  to  enjoy  an  advantage 
which   was  not  enjoyed  by  any  other 
Church,  established  or  disestablished,  in 
the  land,  and  he  maintained  that  neither 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  nor  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  just  been  put  had,  in 
the  slightest  degree,  justified   to   the 
House  the  special  position  in  which  the 
Church  of  Scotland  stood.     He  knew 
that  an  attempt  had  been  made  to  draw 
a  distinction  between   Church  rates  in 
England  and  the  provision  made  for  the 
Established  Church  in  Scotland;  but, 
after  all,  the  distinction  was  a  skin-deep 
one.    By  law  a  provision  was  made  for 
the  support  of  the  Church  fabric  in  Eng- 
land, and  by  law  a  provision  was  made 
for  the  support  of  the  Church  fabric  and 
the  ministers'  houses  in  Scotland.  It  was 
true  that  in  England,  following  the  uni- 
versal plan,  the  rates  were  levied  on  the 
occupiers,  and  that  in  Scotland,  following 
the  almost  universal  plan  in  that  coun- 
try, the  money  was  raised  not  by  a  rate 
on  the  occupier,  but  by  a  charge  on  the 
owners  of  the  land,  but  these  were  merely 
matters  as  to  the  way  in  which  the  money 
was  raised.     As    to    the    fundamental 
principle,  the  question  was,  whether  by 
law  they  should  raise  out  of  the  land 
provision  for  one  denomination — whe- 
ther that  which  existed  in  Scotland  now, 
which  was  a  parallel  to    that    which 
existed    in    England   before  the  com- 
pulsory Churoh  rates  were  abolished, 
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should  continue?    It    was    only   natu- 
ral that  there  should  have  been  some 
allusion   to  the  fact  that  this   matter 
was    no    new    thing    in    this    House, 
and  in  this  country,   as  regarded  the 
ecclesiastical     assessment    question    in 
Scotland.    This  matter  had  been  before 
the  House  several  times,  and  what  had 
happened?     The    House  had  on  two 
occasions,  if  not  oftener,  resolved  in  con- 
demnation of  the  continuation  of  the 
principle  of  the  ecclesiastical  system  in 
Scotland.     They  had  decided  the  matter 
upon  a  Bill  which  was  brought  forward 
year  after  year  for  the  abolition  of  the 
ecclesiastical    assessments  in  Scotland. 
Hon.   Members    had   resolved  in  that 
House,  by  a  considerable  majority,  that 
that  system  should  not  exist,  and  they 
had  resolved  again  on  a  separate  occa- 
sion— and  that  as  lately  as  1884 — on  a 
Eesolution    he    himself    had    brought 
forward  in  opposition  to  a  Bill  promoted, 
he  thought,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
University    of    Glasgow    (Mr.    J.    A. 
Campbell).      He  himself  had  brought 
forward,  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  to  which  he  had  referred,  a  Motion 
almost  substantially  the  same  as  that 
put  before  the  House  that  night,  which 
Motion  amounted  to  this — that  it  was 
contrary  to  public  policy  at  the  present 
moment  that  a  special  provision  should 
be  made  by  law  for  raising  out  of  the 
national  resources  a  fund  for  the  main- 
tenance of  any  special  denomination  in 
the  country.     That  was  the  broad  prin- 
ciple on  which  he  stood,  and  he  wished 
to  put  that  view  strongly  before  hon. 
ana  right  hon.  Gentlemen  that  night. 
He  knew  that  in  days  gone  by  it  would 
have  been  hopeless  to  appeal  to  the  Con- 
servative Party  on  such  a  topic  as  this ; 
but  he    knew    that    now    things    had 
changed,  and  that  there  were  men  on 
the  other  side  of  the    House  who,  on 
this  question,  were  as  Liberal  in  every 
sense  of  the  word  as  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sat  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side, 
and  he  asked  them  to   consider  what 
justification  could  there  be  for  making 
a  special  provision  for  a  favoured  de- 
nomination that  was  established?  When 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Glasgow  Univer- 
sity said  that  the  Churoh  of  Scotland  was 
a  thriving  Church,  and  when  somebody 
else  said  that  in  the  main  as  to  free 
quarters  and  resources  the  Church  of 
Scotland     depended     now,     as    other 
Churches  did,  on   the  enthusiasm,  the 
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loTO,  and  the  Toluntarj  assistance  of  its 
members.  Then  he  said  he  thought  all 
that,  which  he  believed  to  be  thoroughly 
tme,  rebounded  against  the  argument 
they  were  now  setting  before  the  House. 
He  maintained  that  it  was  beneath  the 
dignity  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  the 
National  Church,  looking  at  the  sym- 
pathy which  a  great  body  of  the  people 
had  always  felt  towards  it^  to  come  to 
the  State  to  ask  it  to  repair  its  own 
fabrics  and  enlarge  the  houses  of  its 
ministers,  spending  upon  it  a  sum  which, 
after  all,  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  Scotland,  amounted  to  no 
more  than  £40,000  a-year.  But,  at  any 
rate,  if  hon.  Members  had  looked  at 
statistics  in  this  matter,  and  had  looked 
at  the  Eetums  moved  for  in  1881  by 
Lord  Balfour,  and  by  hon.  Members  in 
this  House,  they  would  see  how  un- 
reasonable it  was  to  suppose  that  it  was 
in  any  way  necessary  for  a  popular 
Church  to  have  any  such  assistance  as 
this.  It  evinced  no  animosity  on  the 
part  of  anyone  towards  the  Church  of 
Scotland  to  show  that  this  was  an  in- 
vidious law.  He  believed  there  were 
many  thousands,  nay,  he  knew  there 
were  hundreds  of  thousands  of  members 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  who  were  almost 
ashamed  to  claim  such  a  privilege  as  this 
when  they  knew  that  they,  as  well  as  the 
Free  Church,  and  as  well  as  various  other 
Churches  in  Scotland,  could  trust  to  the 
voluntary  efforts  of  their  members  to 
keep  their  fabrics  in  repair,  to  build 
new  school  houses  when  required,  and 
to  support  the  houses  of  the  Scottish 
ministry.  This  question  was,  he  knew, 
a  question  of  principle,  and  he  knew  it 
might  be  said  that  it  was,  to  a  certain 
extent,  a  question  of  religious  endow- 
ment. It  was  a  question,  there  was  no 
dispute  about  it,  as  to  whether  it  would 
not  be  more  expedient  and  more  just  to 
ask  those  who  were  new  Members  and 
who  supported  that  particular  denomi- 
nation to  carry  out,  at  all  events,  the 
every-day  expenses  of  the  Establish- 
ment. He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  it  would  be  more  just  and  more 
expedient,  and  that  it  would  cause  no 
injury  whatever  to  the  Church.  He  did 
not  wish  now  to  enter  upon  other  matters 
which  were,  no  doubt,  more  or  less  re- 
motely connected  with  that  with  which 
they  were  now  dealing,  which  matters 
would  come  before  them  more  properly 
next  Friday ;  but  it  was  hardly  possible 


to  pass  over,  on  such  an  occasion  as  this, 
the  fact  that  in  many  parts  of  Scotland 
— in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland  particu- 
larly— they  were  imposing  a  parochial 
rate  upon  the  parishes,  and  imposing  a 
rate  to  support  an  Established  Church 
and  the  manses  of  its  ministers,  when, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  worshippers  of 
the  congregations  were  so  few  as  hardly 
to  need  any  consideration  ;  he  meant  to 
say  that  where  they  had  a  parish  con- 
taining a  population  of  some  thousands, 
and  where  the  communicants  of  the 
Established  Church  were  only  some  six 
or  seven,  it  was  absurd  by  law  to  make 
provision  to  keep  up  the  fabric  and  the 
manse.  It  was  absurd  to  make  this 
provision,  when  the  whole  population, 
practically  speaking,  went  to  a  church 
where  precisely  the  same  religion  was 
to  be  found  administered  by  the  same 
class  of  ministers,  and  where  a  precisely 
similar  system  of  worship  was  main- 
tained by  voluntary  effort.  This  was  a 
matter  he  wished  to  press  very  strongly 
not  only  on  that  (the  Opposition),  but 
also  on  the  Government  side  of  the 
House.  He  thought  hon.  Members 
opposite  should  acquaint  themselves 
with  these  matters,  and  he  did  think 
that  it  would  be  a  thing  to  be  deeply 
deplored  —  seeing  that  Conservative 
Members  had  now  arrived  on  this 
question  at  a  more  advanced  position 
than  they  had  ever  previously  attained 
to,  and  looking  at,  to  use  a  Scotticism, 
their  recidal  from  the  old  position  they 
used  to  occupy — if  now  for  the  first  time 
for  many  years  they  should  decide  in 
favour  of  a  principle  which  had  been 
abandoned  in  regard  to  the  Church  of 
England.  He  asked  the  Members  of  the 
Qovernment  to  consider  these  matters, 
and  to  think  very  seriously  indeed  be- 
fore they  went  back  behind  the  decisions 
of  the  Parliament  of  1870,  and  even 
behind  those  of  the  Parliament  of  1874, 
when  the  then  Lord  Advocate  in  a  Con- 
servative Ministry  induced  an  hon. 
Member  to  withdraw  a  Bill  for  the 
abolition  of  the  Church  rate  by  stating 
that  the  Qovernment  themselves  were 
dealing  with  this  subject.  He  thought 
that,  so  far  as  the  earlier  part  of  the 
Resolution  went,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  it  was  perfectly  right  in  say- 
ing that  this  provision  should  not  any 
longer  be  made  for  the  advantage  of 
a  special  religious  denomination  in 
ScoUand,  and  he  (Mr.  A«  E.  D.  Elliot) 
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thought,  further,  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  perfectly  right  in  sajing,  or  imply- 
ing by  his  Motion,  that  the  landlords 
had  no  right  to  appropriate  to  them- 
selves the  funds  which  had  hitherto 
been  appropriated  to  what  had  been 
considered  a  public  purpose.  But  he 
did  think  it  doubtful  whether  the  House 
of  Oommons  ought  now  to  resolve  that 
the  proper  purpose  to  which  to  devote 
these  national  funds  was  secondary  edu- 
cation in  the  country.  He  did  not  feel 
that  that  was  the  right  way  to  deal  with 
the  matter.  It  might  be  the  right  way, 
but  that  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  subject 
for  subsequent  and  separate  considera- 
tion. It  must  be  remembered  that 
these  were  parochial  funds,  and  did  not 
belong  to  the  Church  at  large  or  to  the 
country  at  large,  but  belonged  separately 
to  each  parish.  He  doubted  very  much 
indeed  whether  they  ought  now  to  pledge 
themselves  in  the  House  of  Oommons  to 
saying  that  a  fair  method  of  dealing 
with  these  funds  was  to  devote  them 
to  the  purpose  of  secondary  education  ; 
but  as  regarded  the  main  principles  of 
the  Motion  he  was  thoroughly  in  accord 
with  his  hon.  Friend's  view,  and  could 
only  say  that  if  he  would  withdraw  that 
portion  which  invited  the  House  to  make 
a  certain  application  of  these  funds,  he 
should  have  no  hesitation  whatever  in 
going  into  the  Lobby  with  him  in  sup- 
port of  his  proposal. 

Sib  AROJaiBALD  CAMPBELL  (Ren- 
frew,  W.)  said,  he  was  obliged  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Koxburgh 
(Mr.  A.  B.  D.  Elliot)  for  having  made 
a  Disestablishment  speech  on  this  occa- 
sion. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  evidently  anticipated  the  delivery  of 
a  speech  he  was  about  to  make  on  a 
future  occasion,  and  he  (Sir  Archibald 
Campbell)  was  much  obliged  to  him  for 
having  told  the  House  his  views  on  the 
question  of  all  endowments.  But  when 
he  came  to  look  at  the  Motion  moved  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Hunter)  he  found  that,  at  all  events, 
he  recognized  the  justice  of  the  assess- 
ments not  only  to  the  owners,  but  also  to 
the  feuars,  for  in  his  speech  he  told 
them,  from  the  commencement  to  the 
end,  that  he  proposed  to  appropriate  the 
money  now  given  to  the  Church  of 
Scotland  to  other  purposes — for  what  he 
called  secondary  education.  Now,  so 
far  as  secondary  education  was  concerned, 
he  (Sir  Archibald  Campbell),  for  one, 
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would  be  very  glad  to  see  that  given  to 
Scotland  ;  but  he  should  be  sorry  to  see 
it  done  at  the  expense  of  the  higher 
education  given  by  the  Church,  that 
education  without  which,  as  they  all 
knew,  all  other  education  was  of  no 
worth  at  all.  The  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Boxburgh  was 
a  remarkable  one ;  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  the^courage  of  his  opinions; 
but  surely  he  must  know  and  must  feel 
that  it  was  not  altogether  right  that 
endowments  which  were  admitted  to  be 
just,  which  were  admitted  to  be  right, 
and  which  it  was  admitted  that  the  land 
ought  to  pay,  and  which  it  was  admitted 
were  devoted  to  a  good  purpose — for  no 
one  could  say  that  they  had  not  been 
devoted  to  a  good  purpose — should  be 
taken  away  for  another  purpose.  He 
must  say  he  admired  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  courage  extremely  on 
this  occasion.  Let  them  consider,  for 
one  moment,  the  way  in  which  these 
assessments  were  made.  They  had  been 
told  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Aber- 
deen that  they  were  often  very  excessive ; 
that  they  were  more  than  the  Presbyters 
were  entitled  to,  and  were  very  much 
more  than  were  needed.  Well,  at  all 
events — as  he  (Sir  Archibald  Campbell) 
had  something  to  do  with  the  rural  part 
of  Scotland — he  knew  perfectly  well 
this — that  every  one  of  these  proposi- 
tions for  assessment,  when  they  came  to 
the  Presbyteries,  had  to  pass  through 
the  hands  of  the  heritors,  and  were  care- 
fully scanned  by  skilled  men.  Every- 
thing that  was  done  for  the  Church  was 
carefully  looked  into,  and  not  one  far- 
thing more  than  was  necessary  was 
paid  for  the  work.  He  did  not  think 
that,  whatever  might  be  the  sum  an- 
nually charged  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  Church,  the  assessment  upon  the 
the  land  could  ever  be  called  excessive, 
because  it  was  carefully  looked  into 
by  those  men  who  had  to  pay  it ;  and, 
at  all  events,  his  countrymen  might 
claim  credit  for  this — that  tibey  were  not 
in  the  habit  of  paying  more  money  for 
a  thing  than  there  was  absolute  neces- 
sity for.  Then,  another  point  was,  was 
there  any  eause  for  this  proposed  change  ? 
Well,  in  1885,  when  he  had  the  honour 
to  contest  the  county  which  he  repre- 
sented, the  election  turned  largely  upon 
the  question  of  Disestablishment,  and 
he  might  say  that,  during  the  whole  of 
that  time,  no  question  ever  cropped  up 
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in  reference  to  these  assesflments.  He 
knew  perfectly  well  that  there  was  a 
^eyance  with  regard  to  the  f  euars,  but 
that  grievance  had  always  been  met  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House;  and  the  delay  which  had 
been  caused  in  getting  rid  of  that  griev- 
ance had  been  owing  more  to  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House  than  to  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side.  Ail  he  could  say  was 
that  they  would  have  heard  plenty  on 
this  subject  in  his  contest  had  there 
really  been  any  crying  grievance  in  the 
matter.  But  what  were  the  real  facts 
of  the  case?  Why,  he  was  supported 
quite  as  much  by  those  who  belonged 
to  other  Churches  in  his  position  as  re- 

garded  the  Established  Church  of  Scot- 
ind  as  by  those  who  were  communicants 
of  the  Church  itself.  The  most  valuable 
support  he  received,  and  some  of  the 
best  men  who  assisted  him  as  chairmen 
of  his  committees,  were  gentlemen  who 
belonged  to  other  Churches.  He  could 
assure  the  House  that  there  was  very 
little  jealousy  indeed  amongst  the  laity 
on  either  side,  whether  they  belonged 
to  the  Established  Church,  the  Free 
Church,  or  the  United  Presbyterian 
Church.  He  believed  that  the  question 
was  used  for  political  purposes  by  those 
who  held  certain  political  views — they 
had  hit  on  this  particular  grievance, 
though  there  was  no  movement  in  Scot- 
land in  favour  of  its  being  brought  up 
on  this  occasion.  He  was  sure  of  this, 
however— that  if  it  were  desired  to  take 
away  the  property  of  the  Church  in 
Scotland  and  deliver  it  over  for  the 
benefit  of  some  secular  project,  they 
would  find  a  feeling  roused  in  that 
country  which  would  not  be  easily 
allayed  by  such  speeches  of  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen. 

Mb.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
it  was  with  much  satisfaction  that  he 
had  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Eoxburgh  (Mr. 
A.  B.  D.  Elliot),  and  he  must  say 
that  the  speech  which  followed  it  from 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
Benfrew  (Sir  Archibald  Campbell)  bore 
out  a  belief  which  many  of  them  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
had  held  for  some  time.  Whenever  his 
hon.  Friends,  and  that  majority  of 
Scottish  Liberal  Members  with  whom 
he  was  associated,  took  up  an  attitude 
in  the  least  in  advance  of  that  which 
was  adopted  ^n^ongst  hon.  Gentlemen 


opposite,  they  heard  a  loud  and  violent 
protest,  and  found  the  opinions  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Boxburgh 
promptly  repudiated  by  the  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  West  Benfrew. 
They  knew  that  the  opinions  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Box  burgh  were 
not  those  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Universities 
(Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell),  and  they  knew 
that  these  were  opinions  which  were 
distasteful  in  the  sight  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Sir 
Charles  Dalrymple),  and  therefore  they 
were  face  to  face  with  this  fact — that  the 
appeals  made  to  the  Tory  Party  to  ad< 
vanoe  and  take  up  subjects  which  would 
really  be  popular  in  Scotland,  such  as 
the  question  of  secondary  education  and 
Church  reform,  were  appeals  which  were 
addressed  to  the  deafest  of  deaf  ears. 
There  was  an  aspect  of  this  question 
which  was  raised  in  the  speeches  of  the 
three  hon.  Members  opposite  and  who 
had  addressed  the  House.  They  had 
told  the  House  that  these  assessments 
were  assessments  which  in  some  way  or 
other  might  be  looked  upon  as  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church,  and  that  it  was 
robbery  and  spoliation  to  divert  these 
endowments,  which  had  been  given  to 
the  Church  by  a  legal  title,  from  the  pur- 
poses to  which  they  had  been  destined, 
and  they  asked  the  House  to  look  on 
this  question  not  merely  on  the  ground 
of  that  higher  ecclesiastical  education 
for  which  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  West  Benfrew  appealed,  but  also  on 
the  ground  of  the  vested  rights  of  pro- 
perty. He  thought  it  was  high  time 
that  in  the  House  and  outside  the 
House  those  principles  should  be  clearly 
recognized  and  defined  on  which  for  the 
future  they  were  to  approach  the  ques- 
tion of  charitable  endowments  and  the 
diversion  of  them  to  public  purposes. 
There  seemed  to  be  a  superstition  that 
these  charitable  endowments  and  these 
particular  properties  were  to  be  re- 
garded as  on  the  same  footing  as,  or  as 
having  some  analogy  to,  private  pro- 
perty. He  ventured  to  think  that  no- 
thing was  more  plain  than  that  there 
was  not  the  smallest  analogy  between 
the  two  cases.  When  property  was  given 
to  a  corporate  Body,  such  as  the  Church 
— the  only  justification  for  whose  exist- 
ence in  a  corporate  capacity  was  that  the 
public  desired  its  maintenance — they 
were  face  to  face  with  the  fact  that  the 
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public — in  the  present  case  the  Scottish 
public—  were  the  only  parties  concerned. 
The  public  were  the  beneficiaries  for 
whom  the  endowments  existed,  and  if 
the  public  chose  to  say  that  these  en- 
dowments were  to  be  diverted  to  some 
other  purpose,  then  he  should  like  to 
know  who  was  entitled  to  complain.  Cer- 
tainly, no  complaint  could  be  put  for- 
ward on  the  footing  of  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty. Then  the  question  remained  as 
to  what  obligation  they  were  really 
subject  to.  They  had  got  thus  far— he 
thought  there  was  an  obligation,  and  a 
binding  obligation,  which  they  must 
bear  in  mind  in  this  matter.  They 
must  remember  that,  after  all,  they  who 
administered  these  things  were  trustees 
not  only  for  this  generation,  but  for 
future  generations.  They  must  remem- 
ber in  diverting  the  Church  property, 
or  any  other  property,  to  be  care- 
ful lest  the  purpose  for  which  they  did 
make  that  diversion  was  a  purpose 
which  benefited  only  the  generation 
in  which  they  lived,  and  they  must 
see  that  it  would  be  a  purpose  which 
would  be  recognized  by  those  who 
came  after  them  as  a  proper  one 
to  which  to  apply  the  property  with 
which  they  were  dealing.  He  (Mr. 
Haldane)  supported  most  cordially  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Aberdeen,  because  he  recognized  the 
purpose  to  which  in  his  Motion  he  pro- 
posed to  devote  these  assessments  as  one 
which  future  generations  would  support 
and  approve  of.  Anyone  who  knew  the 
state  of  feeling  in  Scotland,  and  who 
had  observed  the  changes  which  had 
taken  place  in  public  opinion  in  that 
country,  would  know  that  the  desire  for 
Disestablishment  had  grown  at  such  a 
pace  that  even  now  the  Establishment 
was  well-nigh  at  an  end.  The  great 
majority  of  the  Scottish  Representatives 
were  more  or  less  pledged  to  principles 
of  Disestablishment.  Wherever  they 
went  in  Scotland,  even  amongst  Liberal 
Churchmen,  they  would  find  the  same 
opinions  prevailing,  and  they  would  find 
a  tendency  on  the  part  of  the  people  to 
recognize  more  and  more  clearly  every 
day  that  the  only  reason  which  had 
hitherto  withheld  some  of  them  from 
throwing  in  their  lot  with  the  Party  of 
Disestablishment  was  that  they  did  not 
wish  to  appear  to  set  themselves  in  an- 
tagonism to  the  Establishment  for  ecde- 
fiiaatical  reasons;    but  whenever   they 

Mr,  Maldane 


came  face  to  face  with  the  wishes  of  the 
Scottish  people,  they  found  them  saying 
that  they  did  not  desire  the  Church 
property  and  Church  assessments  applied 
to  purposes  which,  after  all,  only 
concerned  a  small  section  of  the  com- 
munity. Those  who  brought  forward 
and  supported  this  Motion  did  not  pro- 
pose to  stop  short  without  defining  some 
kind  of  purpose  to  which  these  eccle- 
siastical assessments  were  to  be  applied. 
They  did  not  want  them  to  cease.  They 
were  not  there  for  the  purpose  of  asking 
the  House  to  assent  to  the  principle  that 
they  should  make  a  present  of  the  assess- 
ments to  the  landowners  out  of  whose 
land  they  issued.  The  land  was  held 
subject  to  these  burdens;  and  they 
wanted  to  see  this  property  applied  to 
purposes  which  commended  themselves 
to  tho  minds  of  the  Scottish  people ;  and 
it  was  because  they  found  those  purposes 
in  education,  and  because  there  was  no 
other  purpose  which  they  knew  of  which 
found  popular  support,  that  they  were 
there  to  insist  on  the  diversion  of  this  pro- 
perty, which  ought  no  longer  to  be  held 
as  at  present,  to  the  purposes  pointed 
out  in  the  Motion  of  his 'hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright), in  supporting  the  Amendment, 
said  that  this  Motion  appeared  to  be  a 
proposal  for  partial  disendowment,  and 

Erobably  had  been  brought  forward 
ecause  its  Mover  thought  that  the 
opportunity  on  Friday  night  would 
not  be  sufficient  to  discuss  the  whole 
question  of  Disestablishment  and  Dis- 
endowment. He,  therefore,  now  pro- 
posed to  have  Disendowment ;  and,  no 
doubt,  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  would  ask 
on  Friday  for  Disestablishment.  If  such 
were  their  tactics,  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site might  do  their  worst.  It  was  neces- 
sary for  them  to  be  always  agitating  the 
public  mind  on  these  questions,  for  un- 
less they  did  so  their  seats  would  not  be 
worth  anything  at  the  next  Election. 
If  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  would  make 
the  Disestablishment  and  Disendowment 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  the  issue  at 
the  next  General  Election,  the  Conserva- 
tive Members  for  Scotland  would  be 
returned  in  a  much  larger  proportion 
than  they  were  at  present.  Between  this 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  and  himself  there  was  upon  the 
question  a  great  gulf  fixed.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  regarded  secondary 
education  aa  of  deep  importance.     So 
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did  be ;  but  be  regarded  religious  edu- 
cation as  of  more  importance  still.  This 
proposal  for  secondary  education  would, 
no  doubt,  benefit  the  towns,  but  it 
would  be  but  of  small  advantage  to 
tbe  country  districts,  whicb  would  lose 
the  benefits  of  their  endowments  de- 
voted to  religious  education.  He  alto- 
gether differed  from  the  view  that 
these  funds  should  be  diverted  to  pur- 
poses alien  to  the  objects  and  wishes  of 
the  founders.  Whether  the  Church  of 
Scotland  was  disestablished  or  not,  the 
people  of  Scotland  would  stand  to  it. 
He  admitted  the  force  of  the  remarks 
that  had  been  made  with  regard  to  High- 
land parishes,  and  some  reform  in  regard 
to  these  might  be  necessary,  but  the 
Ohurch  ought  not  be  judged  by  excep- 
tional circumstances.  The  Church  of 
Scotland  had  as  a  whole  done  excellent 
work,  and  the  parish  schools  had  proved 
under  her  auspices  most  successful. 

SiE  GEORGE  TEEVELiTAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  said,  that  this  was 
really  a  debate  of  very  limited  scope. 
The  question  before  the  House  was  not 
that  of  the  Disestablishment  or  Disen- 
dowment  of  the  Church  of  Scotland.  As 
to  whether  the  people  of  Scotland  would 
stand  by  the  Established  Church,  that 
would  be  seen  on  Friday  night,  when 
the  voice  of  their  Kepresentatives  was 
asked.  The  House  was  now  discussing 
a  question  on  the  principle  of  Church 
rates.  In  Ireland  that  question  was 
settled  50  years  ago  in  the  way  in  which 
it  was  now  sought  to  settle  it  in  Scotland, 
and  in  England  it  was  settled  20  years 
ago.  The  House  had  also  voted  on  two 
occasions  that  the  question  should  be 
similarly  settled  in  Scotland.  The  ques- 
tion was  simply  this  :  Wliile  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Free  Church,  the  United 
Presbyterian  Church,  and  the  other 
voluntary  Churches  of  Scotland  built  and 
repaired  their  own  churches  out  of  funds 
supplied  by  themselves,  without  asking 
anything  from  their  neighbours,  was  it 
fair  to  expect  the  general  community  to 
go  on  contributing  funds  for  the  build- 
ing and  repairs  of  the  churches  of  one 
particular  denomination — namely,  the 
Established  Church?  This  Eesolution 
was  directed  against  a  special  ecclesias- 
tical privilege,  and  did  not  touch  the 
question  of  Disestablishment  and  Dis- 
endowment,  and,  as  such,  he  trusted  that 
every  hon.  Gentleman  on  his  side  of  the 
Bouse  would  vote  for  it,    It  had  been 


said  that  as  times  were  very  bad  the 
Ohurch  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
surrender  part  of  its  existing  advan- 
tages. But  in  bad  times  sarely  the 
first  luxury  which  a  person  would  wish 
to  dispense  with  was  the  luxury  of 
making  a  compulsory  payment  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  up  the  Church 
buildings  of  a  denomination  to  which 
he  did  not  belong.  He  agreed  that 
there  was  a  marked  difference  between 
the  English  Ohurch  rates  and  ecclesias- 
tical assessments.  These  rates  were  a 
burden  upon  the  land,  and  the  House 
would  do  very  wrong,  as  the  custodian 
of  the  national  property,  should  it  allow 
the  charge  to  be  simply  remitted  to  the 
landlords.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
landlord  in  this  matter  held  a  trust  for 
the  Church,  but  he  and  those  who 
thought  witii  him  believed  that  the 
landlord  held  a  trust  for  the  nation.  He 
hoped  that  hon.  Members  would  not  be 
misled  by  the  allusion  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Aberdeen  to  remedial  legisla- 
tion in  relief  of  those  who  suffered  under 
these  ecclesiastical  assessments.  All  he 
would  say  about  that  Bill  now  was  that 
he  never  saw  a  measure  on  which  he 
should  be  more  willing  to  move  that  it 
should  be  read  that  day  three  months. 
There  were  some  names  on  the  back  of 
the  Bill  which  he  respected,  and  in 
which  he  had  confidence ;  but  there 
were  others  of  which  he  would  say 
that  he  liked  not  the  security.  The 
Bill  was  one  of  those  aggressive  mea- 
sures which  had  been  brought  in  from 
time  to  time  not  so  much  in  the  interests 
of  the  persons  whom  thev  were  supposed 
to  affect  beneficially  as  for  the  purpose 
of  injuring  the  voluntary  Churches.  He 
would  be  prepared  to  prove  that  when 
the  proper  time  cam.  He  trusted  his 
hon.  Friend  would  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  slightly  altering  his  Resolution. 
For  his  own  part,  he  should  be  more 
than  unwilling  to  M0te  for  any  Eesolu- 
tion which  specifically  appropriated  any 
part  of  the  funds  that  presently  go  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  Establishc^d 
Church  of  Scotland  to  any  special  pur- 
pose, and  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  consent  to  put  in  some  words 
which  would  imply  that  these  assess- 
ments should  be  exchanged  for  an 
annual  assessment  to  be  levied  for  the 
purpose  of  benefiting  the  entire  com- 
munity.   Perhaps  words  , such  as  ''for 
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some  uttsectarian  purpose  in  Scotland  " 
would  meet  the  wishes  of  everybody 
who  would  be  inclined  to  Yote  for  the 
Besolution  ;  and  certainly  by  such  a 
change  he  would,  at  any  rate,  lose  no 
Totes,  except  the  votes  of  those  who  dis- 
agreed with  the  main  object  of  the 
Besolution. 

Mr.  hunter  said,  he  would  cer- 
tainly agree  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  addressed 
the  House  had  succeeded  in  doing  what 
everybody  else  had  studiously  avoided — 
namely,  in  introducing  the  word  '*  sec- 
tarian "  into  the  debate.  He  thought  it 
would  have  been  well  had  the  debate 
been  allowed  to  proceed  without  the  in- 
troduction of  such  an  element ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  speech 
which  he  had  made  had  plainly  indi- 
cated that  the  object  and  intention  of 
the  Motion  was  to  have  the  principle  of 
Disendowment,  so  far  as  the  Motion 
went,  established  by  the  vote  of  the 
House  to-night.  It  was  as  plain  as 
possible  that  the  whole  object  and  pur- 
pose of  bringing  forward  this  question 
on  the  present  occasion  was  to  have  a 
reconnaissance  in  force  with  a  view  to 
the  general  engagement  which  was  to 
follow  on  Friday.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  also  indicated  his  horror 
that  the  Bill  had  not  been  brought  in 
for  Party  reasons,  and  that  his  confi- 
dence in  his  own  Friends,  whose  names 
were  on  the  back  of  the  Bill,  was 
shaken  when  he  found  them  in  the 
company  of  three  such  terrible  Gentle- 
men as  the  Members  for  the  Universities 
of  Aberdeen  and  Glasgow,  the  Member 
for  Peebles  and  Selkirk,  and  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcudbright.  He  should 
have  thought  that  when  the  names  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Friends  were 
on  the  back  of  the  Bill,  he  should  have 
told  them  what  he  objected  to  in  its 
contents. 

SiB  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (inter- 
rupting) said,  he  would  not  have  been 
in  Order  in  doing  so,  and  would  have 
been  stopped. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said, 
in  that  case  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  not  have  referred  so  pointedly  to 
the  outside  of  the  Bill  for  the  purpose 
ai  questioning  what  was  in  it,  when  he 


knew  that  if  he  had  made  any  direct  al- 
lusion to  the  contents  he  would  not  have 
been  in  Order.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  was  doubtless  actuated  by  the 
best  of  motives  in  introducing  his  Amend- 
ment, because  he  told  the  House  that  the 
effect  of  his  Motion,  if  carried,  would  be 
very  good  for  the  Church  of  Scotland. 
If,  however,  that  were  accepted  as  true 
by  many  Friends  of  his,  it  would  pro- 
bably not  be  a  ground  in  their  opinion 
for  giving  any  support  to  the  Motion  at 
all ;  and  it  had  been  brought  out  very 
clearly  that  the  aim  rather  was  to  move 
in  the  general  direction  of  Disestablish- 
ment and  Disendowment.  It  had  been 
clearly  shown  that  there  was  no  strongly 
expressed  desire  on  the  part  of  any  sub- 
stantial portion  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land for  applying  these  assessments  as 
proposed  by  the  Motion.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Roxburgh  had  re- 
minded the  House  that  this  question 
had  been  before  it  on  several  occasions, 
but  he  omitted  to  state  that  it  then  fell 
dead  and  had  been  dead  ever  since.  It 
would  be  found  that  Mr.  M'Laren  on  a 

grevious  occasion  withdrew  his  Motion 
ecause  he  thought  that  people  were  be- 
coming more  in  favour  of  Disestablish- 
ment. Everything  showed  that  the 
people  of  Scotland  had  never  in  any 
way  indicated  the  slightest  interest  in 
this  matter.  His  hon.  Friend  behind 
him  had  stated  that  the  question  had 
never  been  raised  in  election  contests, 
and  his  own  experience  in  1874,  1878, 
and  1880  was  to  the  effect  that  the  ques- 
tion of  Church  assessment  had  never  on 
any  single  occasion  been  raised.  To 
talk,  therefore,  of  this  question  as  one 
which  was  now  agitating  the  public 
mind  in  Scotland  was  an  extravagance. 
It  was  not  a  question  raised  by  the 
people  of  Scotland;  it  was  a  subject 
raised  by  politicians  as  a  stalking-horse 
for  another  and  a  more  important  ques- 
tion. There  was  very  good  reason  why 
the  public  of  Scotland  should  take  no 
interest  in  it.  If  the  Church  of  Soot- 
land  were  asking  the  State  for  money 
to  rebuild  churches  and  repair  manses 
he  could  understand  that  the  question 
should  be  raised.  But  such  was  not  the 
case.  These  assessments  had  been  de- 
voted for  hundreds  of  years  to  purposes 
of  religion,  and  the  Scottish  people  had 
never  made  any  complaint.  The  fact 
that  there  was  an  admitted  grievance 
on  the  part  of  the  small  feuars  was  an 
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indication  that  there  was  no  general 
grieyance.  No  case  had  been  mentioned 
in  which  the  proprietors  or  any  other  than 
the  small  feuars  had  made  the  smallest 
complaint.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow  con- 
tended that  in  these  hard  times  the 
loxurj  of  payingthese  assessments  should 
be  dispensed  with.  But  it  was  not  pro- 
posed by  the  Motion  to  abolish  the 
assessments.  On  the  contrary,  secondary 
education  was  to  be  assisted  out  of  the 
money  to  be  drawn  from  these  pro- 
prietors and  feuars.  The  only  people 
who  were  to  have  nothing  to  say  to  the 
disposal  of  this  money  were  those  from 
whom  it  was  to  be  wrung.  Nothing 
could  more  plainly  show  that  this  Motion 
was  only  a  preliminary  skirmish  for 
another  question.  The  money  went  in 
aid  of  a  Church  which  inculcated  and 
taught  the  same  doctrines  in  morals  and 
Chnstian  faith  as  were  held  by  theg^eat 
mass  of  the  population  of  Scotland,  and 
if  they  were  to  devote  it  to  secondary 
education  they  would  do  an  act  of  the 
gpreatest  injustice.  Was  it  proposed 
that  the  poor  districts,  where  secondary 
education  could  not  reach,  should  con- 
tinue to  pay  this  assessment,  and  that  the 
money  should  be  applied  to  secondary 
education  in  the  large  towns?  Any- 
thing more  unjust  could  not  be  conceived. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  said  that  the 
demands  made  upon  the  landlords  in 
respect  to  these  assessments  were  ex- 
travagant and  were  peculiarly  irritating 
because  they  were  intermittent.  He 
asked  his  hon.  Friend  whether  he  was  a 
mandatory  for  the  landlords  of  Scotland 
in  order  to  tell  the  House  what  were  their 
grievances  in  that  matter.  If  the  land- 
lords of  Scotland  were  selecting  a  person 
to  act  as  their  representative  on  that 
question  he  thought  that  they  would  put 
his  hon.  Friend  down  last  on  the  list  of 
those  whom  they  would  choose  to  speak 
for  them.  One  hon.  Member  had  spoken 
of  those  assessments  as  robbery  and 
spoliation,  but  he  would  remind  those 
who  used  that  language  of  the  words  of 
a  gentleman  now  in  a  distant  country, 
Mr.  Anderson,  formerly  Member  for 
Glasgow,  who,  when  that  matter  was 
discussed  before,  stated  his  reasons  for 
voting  against  such  a  Eesolution  as  the 
present,  and  declared  **  that  it  was  not 
only  wrong  but  very  stupid,  in  his  opi- 
nion, for  the  Dissenters  to  go  in  for  that 
piece  of  Ohurch  robbery."     He  knew 
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they  were  to  have  a  great  battle  on  Fri- 
day,  and  no  one  doubted  that  the  ques- 
tion now  before  the  House  was  prac- 
tically embraced  in  that  which  was  to 
be  disposed  of  on  Friday.  Objection 
was  taken  to  these  assessments  on  the 
ground  that  Church  rates  had  been 
abolished  in  England,  but  there  was  no 
analogy  between  the  rates  in  England 
and  these  assessments  in  Scotland.  In 
conclusion,  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  reject  the  Resolution  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  which  would  lead  to  no  practical 
result.  When  the  real  issue  came  to  be 
fought  it  would  be  fought  on  the  general 
question  which  was  to  be  raised  on  Fri- 
day night.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
satisfied,  as  they  professed  to  be,  that 
Scotland  was  with  them  on  this  question, 
then  let  them  stick  to  the  real  fight,  and 
not  raise  side  issues  of  this  kind. 

Mb.  M'LAGAN  (Linlithgow)  said, 
the  Kesolution  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  contained  two 
distinct  propositions.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  proposed  to  abolish  assessments 
for  ecclesiastical  purposes,  and  then  fol- 
lows a  proposal  to  divert  the  assess- 
ments to  a  different  purpose  altogether. 
The  first  of  these  proposals  was  identical 
with  that  in  the  Bill  introduced  by  the 
late  Mr.  McLaren,  whose  object  was  the 
abolition  of  Church  rates,  and  his  Bill 
was  drafted  on  the  same  lines  as  the  Bill 
abolishing  compulsory  Church  rates  in 
England.  The  whole  machinery  was 
left  the  same  as  if  the  Church  rates  were 
in  existence,  but  they  were  to  be  paid 
voluntarily,  instead  of  compulsorily. 
He  voted  on  every  occasion  for  that  Bill, 
and  he  did  so  for  certain  reasons ;  be- 
cause he  considered  that  ecclesiastical 
assessments  in  Scotland  were  most  un- 
just to  the  feuars.  He  saw  no  way  to 
remedy  that,  and  therefore  considered  it 
his  duty  to  take  the  best  way  of  meeting 
it ;  but  he  had  always  qualified  his  vote 
by  his  opinion  in  favour  of  ecclesiastical 
assessments  being  capitalized  for  the 
Established  Church,  so  far  as  there 
was  an  Established  Church,  and  after- 
wards for  any  purpose  Parliament  might 
think  proper.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  had  directed  his  Motion  solely 
to  the  abolition  of  Chureh  rates,  then 
he  should  have  been  bound  in  consis- 
tency to  vote  for  it ;  but  as  in  the  second 
part  his  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  devote 
the  rates  to  a  different  purpose,  he  must 
vote  against  the  Besolution,  He  thought 
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it  right  to  make  these  remarka,  else  bis 
action  might  be  considered  open  to  the 
charge  of  inooiiBi8tonc}r, 

8ia  QEOBGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
culdy,  &c.)  said,  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther his  hoa.  Friend  (Ur.  Hunter)  wai 
diapowd  to  alter  hia  Uotion.  He  fell 
reluctant  to  pledge  himself  to  the  pur- 
pose to  which  the  latter  portion  of  the 
Motion  would  devote  the  fund,  and  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  expedient  tc 
divide  the  House  upon  it  now.  The 
appropriation  of  the  rates  to  one  par- 
ticular ChuToh  waa  a  very  irritating  part 
of  the  Establishment,  and  he  ahould  be 
glad  to  get  rid  of  that  source  of  irrlta- 
tiou;  but  if  he  voted  with  bis  hon. 
Friend,  it  would  not  be  for  the  latter 
part  of  the  Besolution. 

Thi  DNDER  SECfRETAET  o« 
STATE  FOB  FOHEIGN  AFFAIH8  (Sir 
James  Fbeouhhoh)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  hou.  Member 
for  Linlithgow  (Mr.  M'Lagan)  wonld  be 
quite  conaiatent  if  he  were  to  rote  for 
the  firat  part  of  the  Hesolution — namely, 
that  aasessments  of  property  for  Churofa 
purposes  should  ceaae,  seeing  that  he 
was  quite  willing  to  assent  to  the  con- 
tinuation of  these  assessments,  provided 
they  were  voluntary.  But  the  Besolu- 
tion provided  for  absolute  abolition. 
Whereae  the  hon.  Member  in  former 
times  consistently  voted  for  voluntary 
rates  as  in  Eng'land  instead  of  oompul- 
Bory,  voting  for  the  Besolution  now 
would  be  voting  tor  abolition  alto- 
gether. 

Ha.  HUNTEBsaid,  before  the  House 
went  to  a  Division,  he  wished  to  ea;  a 
word  or  two  on  the  point  that  had  been 
raised.  In  framing  the  Besolution,  he 
was  anxious  to  invite  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  claims  of  secondary  eduoa* 
tion  in  the  rural  districts  of  Scotland.  The 
right  hoc.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
had  entirely  misapprehended  the  point 
when  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  supposed 
he  contemplated  the  applioation  of  funds 
derived  from  rural  diatricts  to  towns. 
That  was  not  his  intention  at  all ;  towns 
were  well  able  to  look  after  themselves 
in  the  matter  of  secondary  education,  it 
was  the  rural  districts  he  was  desirous  of 
helping  in  thia  matter.  But  having 
brought  the  matter  to  the  notice  of  the 
House,  he  had  no  desire  to  make  that 
an  essential  part  of  the  Motion,  and 
would,  therefore,  at  once  accept  the 
proposal  made.  It  was  on  the  Amend- 
Mr.  X'Lagm 


ment  the  House  would  now  divide,  aod 
of  course  if  that  Amendment  ahould  be 
carried,  it  would  be  unnecessary  to  go 
any  further ;  hut  if  the  Amendmeat 
should  be  defeated,  he  would  suggest 
that  words  be  inttoduoed  auch  as  those 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Universities. 
Then,  a  word  ou  the  Amendment.  It 
was  a  gr«at  mistake  to  say  this  was 
the  Disestablishment  Question.  It  was 
quite  true  that  the  Disestablishment 
Question  included  Church  asseeaments ; 
the  greater  inclades  the  leas,  not  the 
less  the  greater. 

Da.  CAMEBON  (Glasgow,  Collage) 
said,  that  this  form  of  putting  the 
Question  would  shut  out  subsequent 
Amendments.  Could  not  the  first  half 
of  the  Motion  be  put  ? 

Mr.  8PEAKBB:  That  is  not  poa- 
sible ;  the  Forms  of  the  House  will  not 
admit  of  it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  111; 
Noes,  148:   Majority  37. 


Abraham,  W.  (Olam. 

EBmonde.SirT.H,G. 

Abraham,   W.  (Lima 

Egslemont,  P, 

riDk,  W.) 

Farquharaon.  Dr.  B. 

AlliwB,  R.  A. 

Fen  wick,  C. 

Fioucane,  J. 

Ashei,  A. 

Flynn.  J.  C. 

Barbour,  W.  B. 

Foley,  P.  J. 

Fowler,  right  boa.  H. 

BicMord-Smith,  W. 

Bof^'j.'o.' 

H. 

FuUer,  G.  P. 

Bndbingh,  C. 

Owe,  J.  L. 

BruM,  hon.  K.  P. 

GUhooly,  J. 

Burt,T. 

Graham,  R.  C. 

Buiton,  8.  C. 

Haldane.  R.  B. 

Cameron,  C. 

Harrington,  B. 

Cameron,  J.  M. 

Hsyden,  L.  P. 

Campbell,  Bii  Q. 

Harne,  C.  Seals- 
Holden,  I. 

Canw,  J.  L. 

Ohamberlais,  R. 

Dhanninff  F  A 

Jolcey,  J. 

ChildoTB,  right  hon.  H 

Jordan,  J. 

C.E. 

Kenny,  0.  8. 

Clancy,  J.  J. 

Kenny,  M.  J. 

Clark,  Dr.  Q.  B. 

KUbride,  D. 

CommioB,  A. 

Lawaon,  Sir  W. 

Conway,  M. 

Lawson,  U.  L.  W. 

CorbsCt,  A.  C. 

LyeU,  L. 

M'Donald,  P. 

CoBBham,  H. 

M'Ewan,  W. 

Cm,  J.  E. 

M'Lagan,  P. 

Crawford,  ». 

M'Laren,  W.  S.  B. 

Cremer,  W.  E. 

Uarjonbanka,  rt.  hon. 

Crilly,  D. 

E. 

Deaiy.  J. 

Hendea,  K.  8. 

Dillwyn.  L.  L. 

MoUoy,  B.  C. 

EUUot.  hon.  A.  B.  D. 

Uorley,  A. 

auu,  J. 

Marphy,  W.  M. 

Ellii,  T.  E. 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
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Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Hea,  P. 
O'Kelly,  J. 
•Parker.  C.  S. 
PameU,  0.  S. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Peaae,  H.  F. 
Pinkorion,  J. 
PoweU,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Provand,  A.  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Qainn,  T. 

Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 


Sheehy,  D. 
Sinclair,  J. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Steyenson,  J,  0. 
Stewart,  H. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  G.  O. 
Tuite,  J. 
Waddy,  S.  D. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warmington,  C.  &I. 
Will,  J.  S. 
Williamson,  J. 
WUson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 

TELLERS, 

Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 


NOES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  Sir  G. 

S. 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Bass,  H. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C. 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

R. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  Q. 
Coddington,  W. 
CoghiU,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Sir  J.  0.  R. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M.  P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dugdale,  J.  S. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Feilden,  Lt.-Gen.  R.  J. 
Fellowes,  A.  E. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Adnural  E, 


Finch,  G.  H. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitz-Wygram,  General 

Sir  F.  W. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscouut 
For  wood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsworthy,      Major 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon-Hodgo,  R,  T. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
HiU,  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Hould8worth,SirW.H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  hon.  E. 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  Col. 

F.  C. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Johnston,  W. 
KeUy,  J.  R. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Knowles,  L. 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 


Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Macartney,  W.  G-  E. 
Macdonald,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Marriott,  rt.  hon.   Sir 

W.T. 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Mattinson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
Milvain,  T. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  0. 
Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Richardson,  T. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robinson,  B. 
Round,  J. 
Royden,  T.  B. 


Russell,  Sir  G. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Smith,  right  hon.  W. 

H. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Theobald,  J. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Campbell,  J.  A. 
Dalrymple,  Sir.C. 


Maia  Question,  as  amended,  pro- 
posed. 

Db.  CAMEEON  said,  after  the  Divi- 
sion  just  taken,  he  should  not,  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  think  it  right  to 
challenge  a  Division  on  the  Amend- 
ment. But  this  was  a  reactionary 
Amendment ;  it  was  not  merely  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  on  a  matter  before 
the  House,  it  was  an  expression  of  opi- 
nion, overturning  previous  Besolutions 
of  the  House  in  a  most  reactionary 
manner.  It  committed  the  House  to  a 
Bill  many  Members  thought  objection- 
able, and  which  had  yet  to  be  discussed. 
Indeed,  he  thought  it  might  have  been 
raised  as  a  point  of  Order,  whether  a 
Resolution  referring  thus  to  a  Bill 
before  the  House  was  exactly  within 
the  spirit— it  was  within  the  letter,  no 
doubt — of  Parliamentary  Eules  in  re- 
gard to  Bills  and  Eesolutions  ?  It  was 
their  duty,  he  thought,  to  diyide  against 
the  Eesolution,  because  it  affirmed  an 
altogether  reactionary  proposal ;  it  was 
a  Eesolution,  in  fact,  affirming  the  de- 
sirability of  keeping  up  these  assess- 
ments for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Church.  These  assessments  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  Disestablishment.  They 
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were  abolisbed  in  England,  and  Biill 
the  Church  remained  established  ;  they 
were  abolished  in  Ireland  long  before 
the  question  of  Disestablishment  was 
dealt  with.  It  was,  apart  altogether 
from  disestablishment,  a  grievance  pro- 
mised to  be  dealt  with  by  the  House  in 
quite  another  fashion,  and  in  regard  to 
which  Resolutions  of  quite  an  opposite 
character  to  this  had  repeatedly  been 
adopted  by  the  House.  They  could 
not  accept  this  Resolution  without  taking 
a  Division  against  it.  He  remembered 
the  history  of  the  question,  and  the  late 
Mr.  M'Laren's  efforts  to  get  the  griev- 
ance abolished.  It  had  been  truly  said 
that  he  gave  up  his  efforts  at  last, 
because  he  perceived  that  there  was 
a  strong  current  of  feeling  in  Scotland 
setting  in  in  favour,  not  of  dealing 
piecemeal  with  the  removal  of  griev- 
ances, but  towards  remedying  the  g^eat 
grievance  in  ecclesiastical  matters  by 
abolishing  the  connection  between 
Ohurch  and  State.  At  that  time,  the 
persons  who  opposed  all  reform  in  the 
matter  were  those  hon.  Members  who 
had  endeavoured  to  commit  the  House 
to  an  opinion  on  the  Bill  before  the 
House  referred  to  in  the  Resolution. 
He  and  his  Friends  were  bound  to  ex- 
press their  protest  against  this  Resolu- 
tion by  taking  a  vote  against  it.  He 
hoped  they  would  have  a  strong  Divi- 
sion again  it,  for  he  was  perfectly  certain 
there  must  be  a  number  of  Members  on 
either  side  who,  while  dissenting  from 
the  original  Resolution,  must  nnd  this 
was  not  at  all  to  their  taste. 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  thought 
the  hon.  Member  might  have  accepted 
the  amended  Resolution  with  his  u^ual 
amiability.  The  reasons  now  given  for 
pressing  the  Division  were  not  the  sug- 
gestions made  against  the  Amendment 
when  it  was  under  debate. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
said,  he  would  not  have  intervened,  and 
would  have  accepted  the  present  pro- 
posal, if  he  had  not  been  certain  that 
the  conclusion  the  House  had  just 
arrived  at  was  not  the  conclusion  of 
Sootch  Votes,  and  no  one  was  more 
aware  of  that  than  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
must  be  much  misinformed  on  the 
question  of  votes,  if  he  was  not  aware 
on    this   matter    that  the  opinion    of 

Pr.  Cameron 


Scotch  Members  had  been  weighed 
down  by  the  influence  of  votes  which 
he  and  his  Government  had  been  able 
to  oppose  to  Scotch  opinion.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  was  perfectly  consistent,  and 
more  than  that  it  would  have  been  dere- 
liction of  duty  on  his  part  if  he  had  not 
insisted  on  another  Division,  to  make 
it  more  clear  to  the  people  of  Scotland 
that  in  that  House  it  was  not  the  voice 
of  Scotland  that  was  respected,  but  that 
it  was  by  those  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  and  who  were  responsible  for 
Government,  that  the  voice  of  Scotland 
was  systematically  defied  on  all  matters 
in  which  the  feeling  and  mind  of  Scot- 
land was  interested,  and  that  it  was 
only  in  matters  of  small  detail  that  a 
pretence  was  made  of  respecting  the 
opinion  of  Scotland.  It  was  important 
that  a  second  Division  should  be  taken 
in  order  that  the  fact  he  had  indicated 
might  a  second  time  be  signally  illus- 
trated, and  no  one  knew  that  better 
than  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  himself,  than  whom  no  per- 
son was  more  happy  when  by  the  assist- 
ance of  his  Friends  from  England  he  was 
able  to  bear  down  the  opinion  of  the 
country  he  nominally  represented. 

Mb.  a.  R.  D.  ELLIOT  said,  that,  as  one 
who  had  gone  into  the  same  Lobby  with 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken, 
and  should  vote  with  him  again,  he 
would  take  the  opportunity  of  declaring 
that  he  entirely  disagreed  in  every 
respect  from  the  language  the  hon. 
Member  had  used.  In  that  Lobby,  he 
recognized  a  large  number  of  Members 
who  had  no  direct  interest  with  Sootch 
affairs,  and  among  them  he  was  glad  to 
see  a  majority  of  the  Irish  Members.  He 
was  aware  that  there  were  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  so  excited  on  certain 
questions  that  they  found  it  impossible 
to  discuss  a  particulcu*  question  simply 
on  its  merits ;  but  he  would  appeal  to 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  to  reject 
the  present  proposal  on  its  merits.  It 
was  a  retrogprade  proposal,  receding 
from  the  position  several  times  affirmed ; 
it  said  that  under  no  circumstances 
should  the  House  consent  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  a  system  under  which  a  public 
fund  was  now  devoted  to  a  single  reli- 
gious denomination.  On  the  merits  of 
the  Question  he  appealed  to  the  Housq 
to  reject  the  Motion , 
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Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  143 ;  Noes 
104 :  Majority  39.— (Div.  List,  No.  166.) 

Betolvidf  That  as  the  Ecclesiastical  Assess- 
ments have  been  a  burden  upon  land  from  time 
immemorial  for  the  erection  and  repair  of 
chnrch  buildings  in  the  old  parishes  of  Scotland, 
this  House,  in  the  absence  of  any  grievance 
connected  therewith,  except  in  the  case  of 
feuars,  for  whose  relief  a  Bill  is  now  before 
Parliament,  declines  to  entertain  a  proposal  to 
alienate  these  assessments  to  secular  ones. 

And  it  being  One  of  the  clock  a.m., 
Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  with- 
out Question  put.  . 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
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[bill  294.]      OONSIDEIIATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered, 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
eaid,  lie  wished  to  move  the  addition  of 
the  clause  which  stood  in  his  name,  as 
follows : — 

*'  In  any  action  for  libel,  if  the  defendant  can 
show  by  affidavit  or  other  evidence  to  the  satis- 
faction of  a  judge  of  the  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  in  which  such  action  is  brought 
that  the  plaintiff  is  not  domiciled  within  the 
United  Kingdom,  the  judge  shall  have  power 
to  make  an  order  that  the  plaintiff  shall,  within 
a  reasonable  time  therein  mentioned,  give  full 
security  for  the  defendant's  costs  to  the  satis- 
faction of  one  of  the  masters  of  such  court, 
and  that  until  such  security  be  given  all  pro- 
ceedings in  the  action  shall  be  stayed." 


The  House  would  remember  that  when 
the  Bill  passed  the  second  reading  there 
was  a  clause  of  far  wider  scope  of  the 
same  nature  as  this  in  the  Bill.  That 
clause  enabled  any  defendant  to  go  to  a 
Judge  and  ask  him,  if  he  saw  no  cause 
against  it  and  if  the  plaintiff  had  no 
available  means,  to  call  upon  the  defen- 
dant to  giye  security  for  costs.  That 
clause  did  not  meet  with  the  approval 
of  the  Oommittee,  and  was  cut  out. 
Now  the  clause  he  was  proposing,  and 
which  he  wished  inserted  in  the  Bill, 
was  one  of  the  same  kind,  but  of  a 
restricted  character.  His  clause  simply 
proposed  that  if  a  foreigner  brought  an 
action  for  libel  the  Judge  might  be 
allowed,  on  the  application  of  the  de- 
fendant, to  call  upon  such  foreigner  to 
give  security  for  costs,  should  he  not  be 
domiciled  m  this  country.  He  had 
given  an  instance  in  Committee  to  show 
that  the  Judge  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
have  that  authority.  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan) had  contested  his  law,  and  had  said 
that  in  all  cases  the  Judge  had  a  right 
to  call  upon  a  plaintiff  to  give  security 
for  costs  if  he  was  not  a  resident  in  the 
country.  Well,  he  had  referred  to  a 
work  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  if  he  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) 
would  allow  him  (Mr.  Labouchere)  to 
say  so  on  his  own  authority,  he  would 
tell  him  that  he  was  wrong.  He  saw  in 
a  book  called  Morgans  Chancery  Aete 
these  words — 

*'  If,  however,  at  the  time  of  the  application 
for  security  for  costs,  the  plaintiff,  whether  an 
Englishman  or  a  foreigner,  is  within  the  juris- 
diction, though  only  temporarily  security  can- 
not be  required." 

That  was  the  law — it  was  admitted  to 
be  so,  and  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  thought 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  bear  him  out  that  that  was  just 
what  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
man  did  not  say.  He  had  referred  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
work  in  order  to  arrive  at  his  views.  It 
amounted  to  this,  that  at  the  present 
moment  a  foreigner  might  come  over 
to  England,  he  might  put  up  at  an 
hotel  in  Dover;  he  might  bring  an 
action  against  a  newspaper  for  libel, 
and  if  the  newspaper  proprietor  or 
editor  applied  to  the  Judge  to  require 
the  foreigners  to  find  security  for  costs 
the  Judge  could  not  oblige  the  foreigner 
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to  find  that  security  if  at  the  time  of  the 
application  the  man  happened  to  be  re- 
siding at  such  hotel  in  Dover.  Then, 
having  brought  his  action,  this  foreigner 
might  go  away  and  disappear,  and  this 
unfortunate  newspaper  proprietor  had 
to  go  into  Court  ana  send  his  counsel 
into  Court,  the  foreigner  never  appear- 
ing on  the  scene.  It  might  be  if  the 
plaintiff  did  appear  on  the  scene,  the 
action  went  against  him,  but  that  he 
had  no  means  of  paying  the  costs,  and 
went  back  to  his  own  country  whither 
there  was  no  means  of  following  him. 
He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  thought  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  would  admit  that  his  contention 
was  a  reasonable  one,  and  that  in  this 
case  a  man  should  be  called  upon  to  give 
some  security  for  the  payment  of  costs. 
But  what  would  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  say 
against  the  proposal  ?  He  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere) would  tell  the  House.  He  would 
say,  ''It  is  quite  right,  no  doubt,  but 
you  must  wait  for  a  large  measure; 
why  are  you  to  do  this  in  the  case  of 
libel  and  not  in  all  other  cases?" 
Well,  everyone  in  this  world  must  look 
alter  himself.  Newspaper  proprietors 
must  look  after  themselves.  If  tne  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  would  bring  in  that  general 
law  they  would  be  perfectly  ready  to 
vote  for  it,  but  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
saw  nothing  on  the  horizon  to  lead  him 
to  suppose  that  any  such  general  law 
was  going  to  be  brought  in ;  and  he 
should  like  to  point  out  that  in  the 
matter  of  libel,  the  law  was  different  in 
regard  to  procedure  than  that  in  any 
other  case.  In  1882  they  had  a  measure 
called  the  '*  Newspaper  Libel  Act ''  be- 
fore the  House 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  : 
No;  in  1881. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Well,  in  1881, 
that  Act  was  passed.  There  were  special 
provisions  in  that  measure  as  to  pro- 
cedure in  cases  of  libel.  There  were 
special  enactments  in  the  Bill  not  only 
in  regard  to  libel,  but  in  regard  to  pro- 
cedure generally ;  and  he  simply  asked 
that,  as  they  happened  to  have  the 
present  measure  before  them,  they 
should  take  the  opportunity  to  remedy 
what  was  a  great  wrong  to  newspaper 
proprietors.  He  knew  perfectly  well 
that  there  was  very  little  sympathy  with 

Mr,  Labouchere 


]  newspaper  proprietors  in  this  House. 
There  was  only  one  period  when  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  affected  a  sympathy 
with  newspapers,  and  that  was  just  a 
little  before  a  General  Election,  and, 
oh,  then  the  newspaper  proprietors  were 
the  best  of  the  human  race,  and  every- 
thing that  newspaper  proprietors  pro- 
posed was  listened  to  with  the  greatest 
attention  in  the  House.  But  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  did  not  desire  a  Bill  to  be 
brought  forward  under  such  conditions  as 
those.  He  did  not  ask  for  special  favour  ; 
he  wanted  fair  honest  justice.  That 
was  all  he  asked  for,  in  the  name  of 
every  newspaper  proprietor,  for  every 
newspaper  proprietor  in  the  country  was 
in  favour  of  the  clause.  The  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  Kensington  (Sir 
Algernon  Borthwick),  on  the  Conserva- 
tive side,  had  put  in  a  clause  which 
would  cover  the  present  proposal,  and 
go  much  farther ;  but  he  had  struck  it 
out  because  the  Government  were  op- 
posed to  it.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was 
sure  he  should  have  the  support  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  for  that  very  humble  clause 
which  he  now  begged  to  move  to  be  read 
a  second  time. 

New  clause  (Defendant  may  obtain 
security  for  costs  from  plaintiffs  not 
domiciled  in  the  United  Kingdom,) — 
Mr,  Labouchere f) — brought  up^  and  read 
the  first  time). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  said, 
he  regretted  that  that  proposed  new 
clause  must  be  opposed,  and  if  on  no 
other  grounds  upon  those  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  had  himself 
stated.  He  (Mr.  Kelly)  held  that  the 
law  could  not,  or  should  not,  be  altered 
in  favour  of  a  single  class  of  individuals. 
If  the  proposal  was  to  alter  the  general 
law  so  as  to  do  away  with  the  injustice 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  pointed 
out,  so  far  as  regarded  the  general  pub- 
lic as  well  as  the  newspaper  proprietors, 
it  would  be  a  totally  different  thing ; 
but  he  did  not  know  upon  what  prin- 
ciple newspaper  proprietors  were  to  be 
legislated  for  specially.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  clause  seemed  more  or  less  to 
regard  the  pecuniary  interests  of  this  one 
class.  The  point  was  that,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  if  a  foreigner  brought  aa 
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action  agaiiiflt  anybody  in  this  country, 
there  was  a  power  to  stay  the  action 
until  security  for  payment  of  costs  had 
been  given ;  but  that  provision  applied 
to  all  defendants  whatsoever  against 
whom  actions  were  brought  by  foreigners 
who  were  not  domiciled  in  this  country, 
whether  newspaper  proprietors  or  not, 
and  it  was  a  very  proper  provision  for 
the  protection  of  our  own  people.  But 
the  hon.  Member  wished  to  prevent 
any  foreigner  from  bringing  an  action 
without  giving  security  for  costs  in  one 
particular  class  of  cases  only  if  the 
foreigner  was  not  domiciled  in  England. 
The  protection  which  was  afforded  to 
the  whole  community  at  present  seemed 
to  him  (Mr.  Kelly)  to  be  sufficient ;  but 
if  it  was  not,  then  let  proper  protection 
be  given  generally  to  all  classes.  The 
hon.  Member  talked  about  the  unfortu- 
nate newspaper  proprietors.  Well,  he 
TMr.  Kelly)  thought  there  were  very 
lew  in  that  House  who  would  not  like 
to  be  in  the  position  of  some  of  those 
unfortunate  newspaper  proprietors.  The 
hon.  Member  said  these  gentlemen  were 
only  looking  'after  their  own  interests. 
Well,  it  was  refreshing  to  hear  such  an 
admission.  The  House  would  accept 
the  statement,  and  would  bear  in  mind 
that  the  newspaper  proprietors  in  the 
House  were  looking  after  their  own  in- 
terests, and  not  those  of  the  public. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE:  The  two  are 
identical. 

Mb.  KELLY  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  in  the  plainest  terms  that 
newspaper  proprietors  were  only  engaged 
in  looking  after  their  own  interests,  and 
nothing  else. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEHE  said,  he  must 
explain.  He  had  never  said  that  news- 
paper proprietors  were  looking  after 
their  own  interests,  and  nothing  else. 
He  had  said  that  they  were  naturally 
engaged  in  looking  after  their  own  inte- 
rests, and  all  the  more  so  because  their 
interests  were  those  of  the  public. 

Mb.  KELLY  said,  it  was  quite  clear 
that  the  hon.  Member  said  what  news- 
paper proprietors  were  looking  after — 
namely,  tiieir  own  interests,  and  it 
was  also  clear  that  in  many  instances 
they  were  looking  after  those  interests 
without  considering  the  interests  of  the 
public.  He  (Mr.  Kelly)  might  mention 
this,  that,  as  the  hon.  Member  knew 
very  well,  a  plaintiff  really  could  never 
^ring  an  action  and  then  run  away ;  be- 


cause if  he  did  run  away,  the  action 
could  be  stayed  at  once,  unless  security 
for  costs  was  given.  But  the  point  was, 
was  the  general  law  to  be  altered  in 
favour  of  one  particular  class,  and  that 
particular  class  the  libellers. 

Mb.  OSBOKNE  MOEQAN  (Den- 
bighshire,  E.)  said,  it  was  always  dis- 
agreeable to  be  convicted  of  being  in 
the  wrong,  but  it  was  especially  dis- 
agreeable to  be  so  convicted  out  of  one's 
own  mouth.  He  must  admit  that  he 
had  been  in  the  wrong  in  what  he  had 
stated  the  other  day,  but  it  could  hardly 
be  expected  of  him  that  he  should  carry 
so  many  pages  of  printed  matter  in  his 
head  as  were  contained  in  the  book 
from  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  had  quoted.  The  hon. 
Member  had  stated,  that  if  a  foreigner 
took  up  his  residence  at  an  hotel  in 
Dover,  and  brought  an  action  against 
a  newspaper,  remaining  in  England  as 
a  temporary  resident  up  to  the  very 
day  when  the  action  was  heard,  and 
disappeared  as  soon  as  the  case  went 
against  him,  they  could  not  make  him 
give  security  for  costs.  Well,  it  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  that  that  was 
monstrously  unjust.  He  was  as  much 
opposed  as  any  man  could  be  to  these 
small  alterations  of  the  law  in  favour 
of  particular  classes,  and  if  there  was 
any  chance  of  their  being  able  to  bring 
about  an  alteration  of  the  law  generally 
in  this  respect,  he  should  ag^ee  that  it 
would  be  better  to  proceed  by  way  of  a 
general  enactment ;  but  they  all  knew 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  chance 
of  that  this  Session,  and  he  thought  that 
that  was  a  case  in  which  they  might 
go  out  of  their  way  to  obtain  what  little 
they  could,  and,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  was  disposed  to  support  the  proposed 
clause.  There  was  an  objection — a 
verbal  one — to  one  word  in  the  clause 
— namely,  to  the  word  ''domicile." 
Every  lawyer  knew  that  that  was  a 
most  dangerous  word.  He  believed 
that  the  word  ''domicile"  had  caused 
more  litigation  than  any  other  word  in 
the  Dictionary,  and  he  would,  therefore, 
propose  that  in  place  of  the  words, 
"the  plaintiff  is  not  domiciled  within 
the  United  Kingdom,"  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  use  some  such  words  as 
these — "the  plaintiff  has  no  permanent 

Slace  of  residence  in  the  United  King- 
om."    That  was  a  word  which  had 
received  a  recognized  meaning  in  the 
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Courts,  and  which  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  construing.  If 
the  hon.  Member  would  be  willing  to 
adopt  that  alteration,  he  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  would  feel  bound  to  support 
the  clause. 

Me.  OOOHILL  (Newcastle- under- 
Lyme)  said,  he  must  protest  against 
this  special  exemption  which  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was  attempt- 
ing to  introduce  for  the  benefit  of  news- 
paper proprietors.  They  heard  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  a  week  ago,  the  serious 
expenses  he  had  been  put  to  in  conse- 
quence of  a  gentleman  bringing  an 
action  against  him  having  no  private 
domicile  in  this  country.  What  he 
should  like  to  know  from  the  hon. 
Member  was,  whether  he  thought 
actions  for  libel  were  at  the  end  of  the 
year  to  be  placed  to  the  profit  or  loss 
account  of  newspapers?  When  they 
remembered  the  large  number  of  libel 
actions  which  had  been  brought  against 
the  periodical  called  Truth,  they  would 
probably  have  some  notion  that  libel 
actions  had  been  a  very  good  advertise- 
ment for  that  paper.  The  arguments 
the  hon.  Member  brought  forwfurd  as  to 
these  actions  cut  both  ways.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  a  foreigner  might  be 
staying  at  an  hotel  in  Dover,  and  might 
bring  an  action  against  a  newspaper 
and  disappear  before  costs  could  be 
claimed  against  him ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  a  foreigner  who  was  only  making 
a  short  stay  in  the  country  might  be 
grossly  libelled,  and  it  might  be  a  mat- 
ter of  serious  inconvenience  to  him  to 
have  to  remain  a  long  time  here  in  order 
to  bring  an  action  in  consequence  of 
that  libel.  Therefore,  the  hardship  was 
just  as  much  on  the  foreigner  as  on  the 
newspaper,  and  he  (Mr.  Coghill)  would 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
Drought  forward  this  clause,  that  the 
remedy  for  the  evil  of  which  he  com- 
plained was  very  easy.  Supposing  that 
a  person  who  would  otherwise  be  the 
suDJect  of  a  libel  had  no  visible  pro- 
perty and  no  permanent  residence  in 
this  country,  all  that  would  be  necessai7 
to  do  in  order  to  avoid  an  action  would 
be  to  exercise  more  care  in  writing  para- 
graphs. Before  libelling  a  gentleman 
staying  at  an  hotel  in  Dover,  the  news- 
paper proprietor  would  only  have  to 
make  inquiries  to  find  out  the  gentle- 
man's residence,  and  on  discovering  that 

Mr,  Othome  Mergan 


his  stay  was  only  temporary,  he  could  tear 
up  the  racy  paragraph  he  had  intended 
to  insert  in  his  paper,  and  put  it  in  the 
waste- paper  basket.  He  (Mr.  Coghill) 
objected  to  this  attempt  to  give  special 
security  to  gentlemen  who  published 
these  paragraphs  in  newspapers  simply 
and  solely  for  their  own  benefit.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  afford  spe- 
ciaJ  privileges  by  legislation  to  a  class 
of  gentlemen  who  were  chiefly  pro- 
moters of  society  journals. 

Sir  ALBEET  R9LLIT  (Islington,  S.) 
said,  the  chief  objection  to  this  clause 
seemed  to  rest  on  the  principle  that 
they  ought  not  to  legislate  especially 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Press.  He  would 
point  out  that  the  whole  Statute  they 
were  proposing  to  enact  was  essen- 
tially and  exceptionally  one  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Press,  and  why  ?  Because 
the  Press  stood  in  an  exceptional  posi- 
tion. It  was  no  exaggeration  to  say 
that  the  Press  did  not  exist  merely 
for  the  advancement  of  private  in- 
terests, and  when  the  hon.  Member  was 
taunted  with  the  statement  that  news- 
paper proprietors  were  simply  advo- 
cating their  own  interests  in  that  House, 
he  thought  the  statement  was  contrary 
to  the  facts  of  the  case.  The  Press  had 
a  public  duty  to  perform,  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  in  the  past  it  had 
performed  that  duty  satisfactorily,  and 
had  watched  the  interests  of  the  public 
with  the  greatest  care.  He  could  not  help 
thinking,  too,  that  it  deserved  well  of 
the  country  for  the  manner  in  which  it 
had  disseminated  truth  amongst  the 
people.  The  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Coghill),  in  the  remarks  he  had 
just  made,  seemed  to  have  lost  sight  of 
a  very  important  point.  He  said  that 
if  a  person  was  not  domiciled  in  this 
country,  more  care  ought  to  be  exercised 
in  writing  a  paragraph  containing  any 
reference  to  him.  But  how  was  an 
editor,  when  certain  information  had 
reached  him  at  a  late  hour  of  the  night 
or  an  early  hour  in  the  morning,  to 
make  inquiries  as  to  whether  the  person 
referred  to,  who  might  bring  an  action 
for  libel,  had  a  permanent  residence  in 
this  country  or  not  ?  If  an  editor  had 
to  allow  a  considerable  period  to  elapse 
in  order  to  make  such  inquiries,  the  in- 
formation he  might  be  desirous  of 
giving  to  the  public  might  cease  to  be 
news.  As  an  opportunity  seemed  to 
exist  for  doing  that  which  was  just  and 
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fair  towards  the  Press,  which  he  con- 
tended merited  some  exceptional  treat* 
ment  on  the  grounds  he  had  stated,  he 
trusted  that  the  clause  would  he  ac- 
cepted as,  at  all  events,  a  tentative 
romedy  for  an  existing  evil. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  he  did  not  think  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  quite  understood  the  effect  of  the 
clause  which  he  had  moved.  In  the 
first  place  he  had  not  made  it  apply  to 
foreigners.  There  was  nothing  about 
foreigners  in  the  clause,  but  as  it  was 
worded  it  would  apply  to  all  people — 
Englishmen,  Scotchmen,  and  Irishmen, 
who  did  not  happen  to  have  a  per- 
manent residence  in  the  United  King- 
dom. There  were  many  persons  living 
in  England  who  were  not  domiciled,  in- 
cluding Scotchmen,  Irishmen,  French- 
men, and  Germans.  Was  it  proposed  to 
treat  them  differently  from  English- 
men? He  considered  the  clause  most 
dangerous,  containing  as  it  did  a  novel 
principle.  Probably  the  clause  as  it 
was  drawn  failed  to  carry  out  the  in- 
tentions of  the  hon.  Member.  At  the 
present  moment  the  law  would  require 
a  plaintiff  to  give  security  for  costs,  but 
the  clause  would  have  greater  effect 
than  that.  There  were  thousands  of 
persons  living  in  this  country  at  the 
present  moment  who  had  lived  here  for 
many  years,  but  who,  as  was  perfectly 
well  known,  were  not  domiciled.  Under 
the  clause  a  native  of  Scotland  who  had 
lived  in  London  for  years  might  not  be 
domiciled  in  the  United  Kingdom.  He 
should  certainly  oppose  any  Amendment 
of  the  Bill  as  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  because  he 
did  not  think  any  Amendment  could  be 
proposed  which  would  not  interfere  with 
the  recognized  practice  in  these  matters. 
If  a  person  came  into  Court  now  he  was 
compelled  to  give  security  for  costs. 

Me.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (New- 
ington,  W.)  said,  the  clause  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
had  been  treated  as  if  it  related  solely 
to  newspapers,  and  was  solely  intended 
to  affect  newspaper  proprietors,  whereas 
in  reality  it  proposed  to  alter  the  law  of 
libel  in  regard  to  the  whole  commu- 
nity, and  was  not  confined  to  newspaper 
proprietors  at  all.  Objection  was  taken 
to  the  introduction  of  the  word  ''  domi- 
cile" into  the  clause.  He  understood 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 


who  moved  the  clause,  would  be  willing 
to  substitute  for  the  word  "  domicile" 
some  such  words  as  '*  permanent  resi- 
dence." He  maintained  that  the  law  as 
it  stood  was  quite  sufficient  to  meet  the 
grievance  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  complained.  He 
would  read  again  the  clause  in  an  Act 
of  Parliament  which  he  had  ventured  to 
read  on  Wednesday  last,  because  the 
section  in  question  gave  to  a  defendant 
exactly  the  security  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  was  desirous 
of  giving.  Section  10  of  the  County 
Courts  Act,  1867,  provided  that  any 
person  against  whom  an  action  for 
libel  or  slander  was  brought,  should 
have  power  to  make  an  affidavit  that  the 
plaintiff  had  no  visible  means  of  paying 
costs  if  the  verdict  was  not  found  for  the 
plaintiff.  Thereupon,  the  Judge  of  the 
Court  in  which  the  action  was  broueht 
was  empowered  to  make  an  order  that 
unless  the  plaintiff  gave  full  security  for 
the  defendant's  costs  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Master  of  the  Court,  all  proceed- 
ings in  the  action  should  be  stayed. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion  upon  this 
Bill  in  Committee  last  week,  referred  to 
the  case  of  some  plaintiff  who  had  sued 
a  man  and  then  subsequently  left  the 
country.  The  accusation  was,  that  the 
moment  the  verdict  was  given  against 
the  plaintiff  the  plaintiff  bolted,  and  the 
defendant  found  it  impossible  to  get  his 
costs.  But  that  was  very  much  the 
fault  of  the  defendant  himself,  because 
the  proper  time  to  apply  for  security  for 
costs  was  after  the  issue  of  the  writ  and 
before  the  trial.  If  the  defendant  in  the 
case  referred  to  had  adopted  that  course 
he  would  not  have  lost  his  costs.  There 
was  another  ground  on  which  he  ven- 
tured to  oppose  the  Amendment.  He 
opposed  it  on  the  ground  that  the  law 
was  sufficient,  and  that  it  did  give  that 
security  for  costs  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber desired  ;  and  he  opposed  it  also  on 
the  ground  that  there  was  an  order  of 
the  Supreme  Court  which  exactly  met 
the  case.  By  Order  65,  Bule  6,  a 
plaintiff  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court  might  be  ordered  to  give  security 
for  costs,  although  he  might  be  tempo- 
rarily resident  within  the  jurisdiction. 
He  thought  that  Order,  coupled  with 
the  10th  section  of  the  County  Courts 
Act,  met  the  case  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   desired   to    provide    for   by    thia 
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Amendment.  For  this  and  other  rea- 
sons, which  had  already  been  stated  to 
the  House,  he  thought  it  extremely  un- 
desirable to  spoil  a  good  Bill,  and  a  Bill 
which  he  hoped  would  become  law,  by 
introducing  into  it  a  superfluous  and 
mischievous  clause. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.)  said, 
he  wished  to  express  his  deep  regret 
that  so  many  hon.  and  learned  Members 
of  the  long  robe  had  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  come  down  there  in  order  to  try 
and  stop  the  progress  of  the  Bill.  [  Cri^ 
of  "  No  !  "]  Oh,  yes ;  the  House  had 
seen  what  had  taken  place.  They  got 
up  one  after  the  other,  and  attributed 
to  newspaper  proprietors  interested 
motives  in  support  of  the  Bill ;  but  it 
had  been  pointed  out  that  the  interests 
of  newspaper  proprietors  were  identical 
and  conterminous  with  those  of  the 
public,  and  it  was  a  particularly  dan- 
gerous argument  to  use.  It  was 
quite  obvious  from  whom  the  real 
opposition  to  the  measure  came;  and 
he  begged  to  tell  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tlemen that  people  who  lived  in  glass 
houses  should  not  throw  stones.  The 
lawyers  in  that  House  should  be  the 
last  persons  in  the  world  to  pre- 
tend that  their  own  action  was 
entirely  dictated  by  disinterested  mo- 
tives. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  West  Newington  (Mr.  Eadcliffe 
Cooke)  had  referred  to  a  section  of  the 
County  Courts  Act ;  but,  speaking  as  a 
layman,  he  believed  it  was  true  that 
the  section  quoted  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  only  applied  to  cases 
where  the  judgment  was  under  £50. 
[Cries  of  "  No  ! "]  He  was  told  by  an 
hon.  and  learned  f^riend  that  that  was 
so. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
BiOHARD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
that  whatever  the  amount  at  stake 
might  be,  the  Judge  had  a  perfect  right 
to  send  the  case  to  be  tried  by  the 
County  Court. 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  that  in  that  case 
there  would  be  no  special  jury,  and 
both  sides  would  be  obliged  to  have  the 
County  Court  as  their  tribunal.  In 
many  cases  that  was  not  the  course 
which  the  defendant  in  an  action  for 
libel  would  be  likely  to  take.  He  was 
told  that  the  Order  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  just  alluded  was  practi- 
cally not  acted  upon.  Probably  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 

Mr,  HadcHffe  Cook$ 


Member  for  East  Denbighshire  would  be 
able  to  speak  from  his  own  experience 
in  this  matter,  which  was  very  exten- 
sive. He  wished  now  to  deal  for  a 
moment  with  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Newcastle- 
under-Lyme  (Mr.  Coghill),  who  spoke 
earlier,  and  talked  about  the  protection 
given  to  the  newspaper  Press,  which 
was  already  making  immense  profits  out 
of  the  public.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  this  Bill  did  not  apply  to  the  Lon- 
don newspapers  only,  but  to  the  whole 
Press  of  the  country;  and  he  doubted 
whether  the  capital  invested  in  that 
industry  brought  in  as  much  as  5  per 
cent.  The  hon.  Member  had  continually 
before  his  eyes  one  or  two  flourishing 
papers.  Those  newspapers  could,  no 
doubt,  well  afifbrd  to  pay  their  expenses ; 
but  the  clause  was  proposed  in  the  in- 
terests of  proprietors  whose  means  were 
very  much  more  limited.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Elgin  and  Nairn 
(Mr.  Anderson)  had  pointed  out  that  by 
the  clause,  in  its  unamended  state,  it 
would  be  quite  feasible  for  an  English- 
man, as  well  as  an  alien,  to  be  brought 
under  its  provisions ;  but  that  was  ex- 
actly the  case  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  had  said  that 
the  clause  applied  to  foreigners,  and  all 
he  (Mr.  Anderson)  did  was  to  deny  that 
assertion.  It  applied  to  Scotchmen  and 
Irishmen  quite  as  much  as  to  French- 
men and  Germans. 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact  the  power  given  to  the  clause 
was  only  a  discretionary  one — namely, 
that  the  Judge  should  have  power  to 
make  an  order.  It  was  not  absolute  or 
compulsory.  If  the  House  considered 
it  better  to  have  a  further  safeguard 
there  was  no  objection  to  insert  some 
such  words  as  *'  being  an  alien  "  ;  that 
would  probably  meet  the  objection 
which  had  been  raised.  In  truth,  they 
were  trying  in  the  clause  proposed  by 
his  hon.  Friend  to  meet  a  case  in  which 
a  plaintiff  in  a  bogus  action  stayed  in 
in  this  country  just  for  a  sufficient 
length  of  time  to  escape  the  obligation 
of  being  required  to  give  security  for 
costs.  He  then  went  away,  and  left  his 
solicitor  to  carry  on  the  action  without 
any  visible  means  of  paying  the  ex- 
penses of  the  law  suit  if,  in  the  end,  it 
went  against  him.  It  was  for  the  small 
newspaper  proprietors  that  they  were 
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Btanding  up,  on  account  of  the  special 
dangers  and  liabilities  to  which  they 
were  exposed,  and  seeing  that  the 
clause  was  reasonably  just  and  equit- 
able, he  thought  his  hon.  Eriend  was 
quite  justified  in  pressing  it. 

Sib  EICHAED  WEBSTEE  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  St.  Pancras  (Mr. 
Lawson)  had  really  no  reason  to  com- 
plain because  the  legal  Members  of  the 
House  thought  fit  to  express  their  opi- 
nions on  this  matter.  If  the  newspaper 
proprietors  would  interfere  in  matters 
which  were  really  questions  of  legal  prac- 
tice, they  had  no  ground  to  complain  if 
those  who  were  connected  with  the  law 
told  the  House  what  the  practice  of  the 
law  was.  It  was  much  to  be  regretted 
that  the  Bar  had  lost  for  so  many  years 
the  personal  attendance  of  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan).  In 
regard  to  this  particular  question,  how- 
eyer,  the  Order  which  had  been  read  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Newington  (Mr.  Eadcliffe 
Cooke),  provided;  so  as  to  preyent  any 
escape  from  giving  security  for  costs, 
that  a  plaintiff  should  show  that  he  had 
a  permanent  residence  in  this  country. 
It  was  perfectly  correct  to  say  that 
where  a  plaintiff  bad  no  ordinary  place 
of  residence  in  the  British  Isles  he  might 
be  ordered  to  give  security  for  costs, 
and  that  rule  applied  whether  he  wiis 
a  foreigner  or  an  Englishman  residing 
elsewhere.  The  word  ** domicile"  was 
a  very  difficult  word  to  interpret,  and 
might  depend  upon  a  variety  of  circum- 
stances. The  law,  as  he  understood  it, 
was  this — the  plaintiff  issued  a  writ, 
and  the  defendant  found  out  that  he  had 
no  residence,  but,  as  suggested,  was  stay- 
ing at  some  hotel  at  Dover.  He,  there- 
fore, took  out  a  summons,  calling  on  the 
plaintiff  to  show  that  his  ordinary  place 
of  residence  was  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  if  not,  then  he  was  required  to  give 
security  for  costs.  If  the  proceedings 
were  protracted,  then  the  defendant 
could  make  a  further  application, 
stating  that  the  security  already  given 
was  insufficient,  and  the  Master  had 
full  power  to  increase  the  amount  of 
security.  He  had  therefore  submitted 
to  the  House  that  the  present  law  was 
sufficient,  and  that  it  would  only  be  re- 
enacted  by  the  clause,  even  if  amended 
as  the  hon.  Member  was  willing  to 
amend  it.    He  had  the  strongest  sym- 


pathy with  the  newspaper  proprietors 
against  these  bogus  actions.  He  had 
never  said  a  single  word  either  aginst 
the  newspaper  Press  or  the  newspaper 
proprietors.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought 
that  if  such  legislation  was  necessary 
they  ought  to  have  it,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  think  the  clause  would 
produce  any  practical  effect,  or  that 
there  was  any  greater  difficulty  in  get- 
ting security  for  costs  from  non-resi- 
dent plaintiffs  than  from  other  persons. 
It  was  one  of  those  ills  which  every- 
body was  heir  to,  and  newspaper  pro- 
prietors must  bear  it  with  the  rest  of 
mankind.  He  opposed  the  clause  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  not  produce 
any  satisfactory  result,  and  if  it  were 
amended,  as  the  hon.  Member  proposed 
to  amend  it,  it  would  simply  re-enact 
the  existing  law.  He  therefore  asked 
the  House  to  reject  it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  73  ;  Noes 
88  :  Majority  15.— (Div.  List,  No.  167.) 

Sir  ALGEENON  BOETHWIOK 
(Kensington,  S.),  in  moving  the  inser- 
tion of  the  following  new  clause  : — 

'*It  shall  be  competent  for  a  judge  or  the 
Court  upon  an  application  by  or  on  behalf  of 
two  or  more  defendants  in  actions  in  respect  to 
the  same,  or  substantially  the  same,  libel 
brought  by  one  and  the  same  person  to  make 
an  order  for  the  consolidation  of  suoh  actions ; 
and,  after  such  order  has  been  made  and  before 
the  trial  of  the  said  actions,  the  defendants  in 
any  new  actions  instituted  in  respect  to  the 
same,  or  substantially  the  same,  libel  shall  also 
be  entitled  to  be  joined  in  a  common  action 
upon  a  joint  application  being  made  by  luch 
new  defendants  and  the  defendants  in  the 
actions  already  consolidated.  The  Court  shall 
also  have  power  to  stay  proceedings  for  such 
period  and  upon  such  terms  as  it  may  see  fit 
in  any  actions,  consolidated  or  otherwise,  upon 
an  application  accompanied  by  an  affidavit 
being  made,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  de- 
fendants in  the  original  actions,  by  any  person 
threatened  with  proceedings  by  the  same  plain- 
tifif  for  publii^ing  the  same,  or  substantially  the 
same,  libel," 

said,  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  clause 
was  a  most  important  one,  seeing  that  it 
would  produce  greater  simplicity  in  re- 
gard to  actions  for  libel  against  news- 
paper proprietors.  The  consolidation 
of  various  actions  into  one  would  en- 
sure a  fair  hearing  of  the  whole  matter, 
and  would  effect  a  great  saving  so  far 
as  costs  were  concerned,  and  of  time  as 
well.  He  was  quite  certain  that  the 
House  would  not  attempt  to  get  rid  of 
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the  clause  by  simply  sayiDg  that  it  was 
for  the  benefit  of  newspaper  proprietors. 
As  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Pancras 
(Mr,  Lawson)  had  pointed  out,  news- 
paper proprietors,  as  a  body,  must  not 
be  looked  upon  as  rich  men.  There 
were  1,200  newspapers  in  Groat  Britain 
which  were  honestly  working  for  the 
public,  and  it  would  be  found  that  in  a 
great  majority  of  cases  the  newspaper 
proprietors  were  not  men  who  ought  to 
be  punished  beyond  what  they  could 
bear  for  a  mistake  or  an  error  of  judg- 
ment. At  the  same  time,  he  desired  to 
refrain  from  joining  in  the  sneers  and 
attacks  which  some  hon.  Members  had 
thought  fit  to  make  on  the  Legal  Pro- 
fession on  the  ground  that  it  was  their 
interest  to  multiply  actions.  He  was 
satisfied  that  that  was  a  libel  upon  the 
Legal  Profession  than  which  there  was 
not  a  more  honourable  one  in  the  world. 
At  the  same  time,  hon.  Members  ought 
to  show  some  tenderness  for  newspaper 
proprietors  on  this  subject,  seeing  that 
they  themselves  were  literally  hedged 
and  fenced  about  by  barriers  and  barri- 
cades of  priyilege.  Therefore  they 
might,  in  some  case,  concede  to  others 
the  advantages  which  they  so  plenti- 
fully enjoyed  themselves.  The  object  of 
the  clause  was  simply  to  consolidate 
actions.  It  was  unnecessary  to  point 
out  that  over  and  over  again  an  action 
had  been  brought  by  the  same  plaintiff 
aeainst  several  defendants  for  the  same 
lioel.  He  would  mention  an  instance 
which  had  been  brought  under  his  own 
notice.  That  very  morning  he  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  a  provincial  news- 
paper proprietor  stating  that,  a  certain 
newspaper  having  published  what  was 
undoubtedly  a  libel— a  sort  of  sketch 
or  skit  after  the  fashion  of  Dickens' 
Dothehoys  Ball — the  proprietor  of  a 
school  came  forward  and  said — **  That 
cap  fits  me,  and  I  will  prosecute  the 
newspaper."  He  did  so,  and  recovered 
£250  damages.  No  doubt  that  was 
right  and  just;  but  the  proprietor  of 
the  school  having  thus  been  satisfied  in 
Court  in  respect  of  the  injury  he  had 
sustained,  finding  that  the  article  had 
been  copied  by  other  newspapers  as  a 
literary  production,  with  no  idea  in  the 
world  to  provide  a  cap  to  fit  anybody, 
had  brought  fresh  actions  against  the 
proprietors  of  those  newspapers,  laying 
his  damages  in  each  case  at  £5,000. 
That,  no  doubt,  was  a  great  hardship. 


which,  to  some  extent,  this  clause 
would  remedy.  The  clause  proposed 
that  where  sufficient  actions  were 
brought  in  respect  of  the  same,  or 
substantially  the  same  libel,  the  Judge 
or  the  Court  should  have  power  of 
making  an  order  for  the  consolidation 
of  such  actions. 

New  Clause  (Consolidation  of  actions,) 
— {Sir  Algernon  Borthmck,) — brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  the  second 
time." 

Me.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  a  good  deal  of 
this  clause  was  already  provided  for 
under  the  existing  law.  He  had  no 
desire  to  speak  against  newspaper 
writersi  for  in  a  small  way  he  had  been 
one  himself,  and  perhaps  the  first  part 
of  the  clause  might  be  accepted  by  the 
House  on  the  ground  that  it  did  no 
harm.  By  Order  49  of  the  Bules  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  it  was  provided  that  ac- 
tions might  be  consolidated  by  an  Order 
of  the  Court,  and  it  was  a  constant  prac- 
tice to  consolidate  actions  brought  by 
one  plaintiff  against  several  defendants. 
That  course  was  pursued  in  the  notorious 
Colledge  case,  where  the  plaintiff  had 
received  something  like  £3,000  already. 
That  was  to  say  that  proceedings  in  16 
or  17  actions  which  were  pending  were 
stayed  to  abide  the  decision  in  one 
action.  That  practically  amounted  to 
what  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Algernon 
Borthwick)  desired  to  see  enacted  in  the 
present  clause.  He  should  not,  therefore, 
oppose  the  clause  altogether,  on  the 
ground  that  although  it  did  not  do  much 
|^ditdidnot,do^muchham,andthe 
early  part  of  it  would  effect  a  small 
Amendment  in  the  existing  law.  He 
did  not  think,  however,  that  the  House 
should  accept  the  concluding  paragraph 
of  the  clause — 

"The  Court  shall  also  have  power  to  stav 
proceedings  for  such  period  and  upon  such 
terms  as  it  may  see  fit  in  any  actions,  consoli- 
dated or  otherwise,  upon  an  application  accom- 
panied by  an  affidavit  being  made,  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  defendants  in  the  original 
actions,  by  any  person  threatened  with  pro- 
ceedings by  the  same  plaintifif  for  publishing 
the  same  or  substantially  the  same  libel.** 

That  meant  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
that  where  a  person,  wholly  indepen- 
dent of  the  original  plaintiff,  said  he 
intended  to  bring  an  action  for  libel,  or 
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threatened  to  do  bo,  although  entirely 
disconnected  from  the  original  plaintiff, 
upon  an  affidavit  being  made  by  the 
defendant,  the  proceedings  might  be 
stayed.  If  that  part  of  the  clause  were 
struck  out,  he,  for  his  own  part,  had  no 
great  objection  to  the  rest  of  the  clause 
being  embodied  in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  thought 
the  bon.  and  learned  Member  who  had 
just  addressed  the  House  was  mistaken 
as  to  what  the  law  was  in  regard  to  the 
consolidation  of  actions.  In  no  case  of 
libel  could  consolidation  take  place. 
Consolidation  took  place  where  there 
was  question  of  fact  and  where  one  trial 
would  determine  the  question,  so  far  as 
eyeiy  other  action  was  concerned,  to- 
gether with  the  amount  of  damages — 
such,  for  instance,  as  actions  on  marine 
policies.  It  had  never  been  suggested 
that  actions  for  libel  which  might  be 
brought  against  several  newspapers 
should  be  consolidated,  because  if  such 
actions  were  consolidated  the  difficulty 
which  would  arise  would  be  how  the 
damages  were  to  be  apportioned.  He 
understood  that  the  suggestion  now 
made  was  that  in  the  event  of  a  plain- 
tiff bringing  several  actions  against  The 
Morning  Post^  Tke  Daily  Telegraphy  and 
various  newspapers,  all  of  them  were  to 
be  stayed,  except  that  against  The  Mom- 
ing  Poet. 

Mb.  RIOHARD  WEBSTER :  No  ; 
they  are  to  be  consolidated  into  one 
action. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  failed  to 
see  how  in  that  case  the  damages  were 
to  be  assessed  against  the  newspaper 
proprietors.  It  would  introduce  an  en- 
tirely novel  practice  into  the  law,  and  it 
was  intended  by  an  understanding  which 
had  been  arrived  at  with  the  uovem> 
ment,  that  later  on  newspaper  pro- 
prietors should  be  allowed  to  give 
evidence  in  one  action,  though  other 
actions  were  pending. 

Sib  RIOHARD  WEBSTER  said,  he 
had  explained  on  a  previous  occasion 
that  no  understanding  of  that  kind  had 
been  arrived  at. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  had  under- 
stood from  what  took  place  on  the 
previous  occasion  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  South  Kensington  (Sir 
Algernon  Borthwick)  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  an  Amendment  excluding  a  parti- 
cular clause  from  the  Bill,  and  was 
prepared  to  move  it  on  the  understand- 


ing that  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  would  insert  an  Amendment 
later  on.  

Sib  RIOHARD  WEBSTER:  No; 
nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  was  to 
understand  then  that  that  was  not  so. 
The  6th  clause  of  the  Bill  contained  a 
very  large  concession,  and  he  thought 
the  newspaper  proprietors  ought  to  be 
satisfied  with  it.  It  met  everything  that 
they  could  possibly  desire,  and  if  the 
clause  now  under  discussion  were  in- 
serted also,  it  would  lead  to  the  greatest 
possible  confusion.  He  thought  the 
hon.  Baronet  ought  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  6th  clause. 

Sm  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  it 
might  perhaps  save  the  time  of  the 
House  if  he  were  to  make  a  short  state- 
ment in  regard  to  this  clause.  He  did 
not  quite  agree  with  either  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friends.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  principle  of  consolidation 
on  libel  actions  was  established  indi- 
rectly  in  the  CoUedge  case.  But  this 
clause  went  a  little  further,  and  provided 
that  where  practically  the  same  action 
was  brought  by  several  plaintiffs  in  re- 
spect of  the  same  libel  such  actions 
might  be  consolidated.  The  present 
Rule  with  regard  to  the  consolidation 
of  actions  was  by  no  means  clear,  and 
he  thought  that  if  the  House  were  of 
opinion  that  it  was  prudent  to  give 
libellers  the  right  of  consolidation,  the 
clause  would  be  an  improvement  in  the 
law.  Therefore,  in  so  far  as  it  pro- 
posed to  give  power  to  the  judge  to 
consolidate  actions,  the  clause  would, 
he  thought,  be  useful.  He  did  not  see 
why  any  difficulty  should  arise  with 
regard  to  damages,  for,  as  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  remember,  there 
was  no  contribution  among  wrong-doers. 
Each  award  in  the  case  of  libel  would 
be  for  the  full  amount  of  damages  and 
costs.  With  regard  to  the  last  part  of 
the  clause,  giving  power  to  stay  proceed- 
ings upon  the  application  of  any  person 
threatened  with  proceedings  by  the 
same  plaintiff  for  the  same  libel,  it  cer- 
tainly did  introduce  an  entirely  new 
principle,  and  he  could  only  assent  to 
the  2nd  clause  on  the  definite  under- 
standing that  that  part  was  withdrawn. 

Sib  ALGERNON  BORTHWIOK 
said,  he  would  withdraw  that  part  of 
the  clause  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  took  exception. 
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Mr.  KELLY  said,  he  conourred  with 
the  hoD.  and  learned  Member  for  Elgin 
and  Nairn  that  newspaper  proprietors 
were  sufficiently  protected  by  the  law  as 
it  stood.  If  they  were  to  consolidate 
all  actions  it  was  quite  certain  that 
there  would  neyer  be  any  action  for 
libel  tried  at  all  except  at  g^eat  expense 
to  the  plaintiff,  and  they  would  have  the 
leading  newspapers  united  as  defendants 
with  the  humblest  organs  of  the  Press. 
He  could  not  possibly  understand  how 
the  damage  done  to  a  man  by  the  circu- 
lation of  a  libel  to  him  in  all  parts  of 
the  Kingdom  could  be  ascertained  in 
one  action.  If  this  clause  were  inserted 
there  never  would  be  any  action  tried  at 
all,  because  the  newspapers  would  con- 
tinue libelling,  and  every  fresh  libel 
would  necessitate  fresh  stays  of  the 
original  action.  He  considered  that 
newspapers  were  sufficiently  protected 
now,  and  if  this  clause  were  passed  it 
would  lead  to  the  greatest  possible  con- 
fusion in  the  Courts,  and,  above  all,  in 
the  minds  of  the  jurors  who  would  have 
to  assess  the  damages.  It  would  only 
be  necessary  for  a  newspaper  to  go  on 
printing  libellous  matter  over  and  over 
Bfi^ain  in  order  to  prevent  a  plaintiff 
obtaining  a  verdict  at  alHna  case  where 
it  might  be  most  essential  that  he  should 
have  a  decision  as  speedily  as  possible. 

Sib  albert  EOLLIT  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  alternative 
to  the  objections  raised  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Camber- 
well  (Mr.  Kelly)  was  that  if  a  multiplicity 
of  actions  was  to  be  allowed  they  would 
have  an  unknown  quantity  to  deal  with  in- 
stead of  having  one  jury  trying  the  whole 
matter,  and  bringing  it  to  a  conclusion 
with  a  comparatively  small  amount  of 
cost.  For  instance,  they  might  have  60 
juries  dealing  with  the  same  state  of  cir- 
cumstances with  60  times  the  amount  of 
costs  involved.  It  was  to  protect  the 
newspaper  proprietors  against  the  ex- 
cessive costs  which  would  be  imposed 
upon  them  in  such  cases  that  the  clause 
was  introduced.  Attention  had  already 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  in  one  case 
60  actions  were  brought  against  a  news- 
paper proprietor  for  a  libel  that  was  in- 
serted through  no  negligence,  and  from 
no  malicious  motive.  The  newspaper 
proprietors  settled  these  actions  to  a  large 
extent  privately,  and  if  the  plaintiff  had 
lived  he  would  no  doubt  have  been  able 
to  have  obtained  large  amounts  in  the 


shape  of  costs.  In  another  case  an 
action  was  brought  against  the  Dublin 
Evening  Telegraphy  and  damages  were 
claimed  by  a  noble  lady  for  libel.  The 
error  was  due  to  the  Preu  Association, 
and  not  to  the  newspaper  at  all.  All 
the  actions  were  settled  except  one, 
which  was  proceeded  with,  and  damages, 
together  with  a  large  amount  of  costs, 
recovered.  No  doubt,  the  leading  daily 
papers  were  able  to  bear  a  considerable 
amount  of  expense,  but  the  interest  of 
the  poorer  and,  at  the  same  time,  respect- 
able papers  demanded  that  this  clause 
should  be  agreed  to.  It  was  on  the 
ground  that  the  clause  would  save  a 
great  deal  of  the  tremendous  expense 
to  which  newspaper  proprietors  were 
now  put  that  he  supported  it. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said,  he 
could  not  understand  why,  if  this  matter 
was  of  such  importance  as  it  was  now 
said  to  be,  it  was  not  brought  forward 
before  the  Report  stage  of  the  Bill. 
He  could  not  think  it  was  desirable  at 
this  stage  of  the  proceedings  upon  the 
Bill  to  introduce  this  new  and  very  im- 
portant provision. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  ALGERNON  BORTHWICK 
(Kensington,  S.)  moved  the  omission  of 
the  words  after  the  word  '*  consolidated  " 
in  line  9  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  9  of  the 
proposed  new  Clause,  to  leave  out  all 
the  words  after  the  word  *'  consolidated  *' 
to  the  end  of  the  Clause. — (Sir  Algernon 
Borthwiek.) 

Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Words  struck  out. 

Question,  ''That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  be  added  to  the  Bill,"  put 
and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  said,  he 
begged  to  move  the  new  clause  which 
stood  in  his  name ;  but,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  he  desired  to 
make  a  slight  alteration  in  the  wording 
of  it.  The  clause  in  the  amended  form 
would  read — 

*'  It  ahall  not  be  necessary  to  set  out  in  any 
indictment  or  other  judicial  proceeding  insti- 
tuted against  the  publisher  of  any  blasphemous, 
indecent,  or  scandalous  libel  the  passages  com- 
plained of,  but  it  shall  be  sufficient  to  deposit 
the  indictment  and  particukM:^  with  sufficient 
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faidiottiions  to  show  precisely  in  what  part  of  the 
book,  newspaper,  or  other  docnment  the  alleged 
blasphemous,  indecent,  or  scandalous  libel  is 
oonteined,  and  the  person  prosecuted  shall  be 
entitled  to  a  copy  of  such  particulars,  and  such 
particulars  shall  be  deemed  to  be  part  of  the 
record.*' 

The  object  of  that  new  olause  was  to 
pi^vent  Boandalous,  blasphemous,  and 
indecent  matter  passing  through  the 
hands  of  a  large  number  of  clerks, 
young  men,  and  it  might  be  boys,  as 
was  necessary  under  the  present  state  of 
the  law.  In  fact,  there  was  consider- 
able danger  in  prosecuting  for  such 
libels ;  because  they  ran  the  risk  of  cor- 
mpting  the  minds  of  a  large  number  of 
perpoQs  in  pursuing  the  course  now  re- 
quired by  law.  He  had  received  a 
letter  from  one  who  had  large  experi- 
ence in  prosecutions  of  this  kmd,  and  it 
brought  vividly  before  his  mind  the 
evil  effects  which  followed  from  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law.  The  writer  said 
that  obscene  passages  were  included  in 
the  draft  case  prepared  in  the  solicitors' 
office ;  probably,  they  were  copied  again 
in  the  chambers  of  the  counsel  who  drew 
the  indictment;  they  were  sent  to  the 
law  stationer's,  where  two,  if  not  more, 
copies  had  to  be  made ;  these  had  to  be 
carefully  examined  and  compared  with 
the  original ;  the  indictment  was  lodged 
at  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace, 
brought  by  the  usher  before  the  Grand 
Jury,  and  it  was  read  in  Court,  wheie 
the  defendant  was  entitled  to  have  the 
indictment  literally  read,  word  by  word, 
80  that  the  obscene  matter  came  before 
thousands  of  people  before  it  was 
finally  submitted  to  the  jury,  and  being 
read  in  Court  it  might  be  published  in 
newspapers.  Now,  when  the  House 
remembered  that  the  matter  referred  to 
was  of  the  most  detestable  kind,  of  such 
a  kind  that  it  was  almost  impossible  for 
any  people  to  read  it  without  having 
their  minds  polluted,  they  must  see  the 
great  advantage  of  the  change  in  the 
law  he  recommended.  According  to  the 
clause,  all  that  would  be  necessary  would 
be  that  the  passages  should  be  marked, 
and  described,  and  read  by  the  jury. 
There  was  no  necessity  that  they  should 
be  publicly  read,  and  that  they  should 
so  get  into  the  newspapers  and  be  dif- 
fused throughout  the  country,  doing  a 
very  great  mischief,  in  fact,  doing  the 
very  mischief  it  should  be  the  object  of 
the  law  to  prevent.  He  could  not  think 
anyone  would  object  to  this  change  of 


the  law,  and  he  had  every  hope  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At* 
torney  General  would  be  able  to  give 
his  support  to  this  clause.  He  begged, 
with  great  pleasure,  to  move  the  olause 
in  the  amended  form  in  which  he  had 
read  it  to  the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  more 
regular  course  would  be  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  move  the  clause  in  the 
terms  in  which  it  appeared  upon  the 
Paper,  and  then,  if  it  was  the  pleasure 
of  the  House  to  read  it  a  second  time, 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  propose  what- 
ever Amendments  he  might  wish  to  make 
in  it. 

New  Clause  (Obscene  matter  need  not 
be  set  forth  in  an  indictment  or  other 
judicial  proceedings,)  —  {Mr.  Samuel 
Smithj) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  DABLING  (Deptford)  said,  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  al- 
though, no  doubt,  made  in  the  interests 
of  decency,  was,  in  the  interests  of  justice, 
most  inadvisable.  It  was  perfectly  ob- 
vious, from  the  language  of  the  clause, 
as  the  hon.  Member  first  of  all  proposed 
it,  that  he  was  wholly  unacquainted  with 
the  form  of  indictment  in  actions  for 
libel,  and  with  the  trial  of  such  indict- 
ments. The  clause,  as  they  were  asked 
at  present  to  enact  it,  provided  that 
where  there  was  an  indictment  for  an 
indecent  or,  it  might  be,  blasphemous 
libel,  it  should  be  sufficient  to  indicate 
in  the  indictment,  he  presumed,  though 
it  was  not  stated,  what  were  the  pass- 
ages that  were  complained  of,  and  that 
then  it  should  be  necessary  to  refer  to 
the  document,  book,  or  newspaper,  in 
order  to  discover  what  ought  to  be  part 
of  the  indictment.  The  clause  went  on 
to  provide  that  such  communication 
should  be  deemed  to  be  sufficient  evi- 
dence in  support  of  the  alleged  libel. 
[The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Hichard 
Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight):  That  has 
been  struck  out.]  He  was  told  that  that 
passage  was  to  be  struck  out.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith) 
might  have  considered  what  sufficient 
evidence  meant.  How  could  they  have 
sufficient  evidence  in  support  of  libellous 
matter  ?  In  his  (Mr.  Darling's)  opinion, 
it  was  nonsense  to  use  language  of  that 
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kind.  What  was  proposed,  in  some  form 
or  another,  was  that  in  order  that  little 
boys  in  law  stationers'  offices  should  not 
be  shocked,  a  book  or  a  newspaper 
should  be  attached  to  the  indictment  for 
libel,  with  some  indication  or  other  as 
to  the  passages  in  the  book  or  the 
newspaper  which  were  necessary  in 
order  to  prove  the  case  for  the  pro- 
secution. The  hon.  Member  suggested 
that,  that  having  been  done,  and  the 
defendant  put  upon  his  trial,  the  jury 
should  simply  look  over  the  indicated 
passages,  and  that  the  people  in  Oourt 
who  were  interested  in  justice  being 
administered  should  never,  from  end  to 
end  of  the  trial,  know  what  the  passages 
were,  and  never  from  end  to  end  of  the 
trial  know  whether  there  was  in  them 
anything  indecent  or  blasphemous.  That 
would  practically  mean  a  trial  in  oanurd 
upon  the  mere  allegation  of  the  prosecutor 
that  the  matter  complained  of  was  blas- 
phemous or  indecent.  What,  after  all, 
was  the  harm  supposed  to  be  done  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  desired  to  prevent  the 
perusal  of  indecent  passages  by  boys, 
small  boys,  who  he  said  were  engaged 
in  the  different  offices  through  which 
indictments  passed.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  was  no  proof  that  the  copyists  in 
these  offices  were  boys.  If  the  hon. 
Member  knew  anything  about  the  clerks 
engaged  in  law  stationers'  offices  and  in 
lawyers'  offices,  he  would  know  that  they 
copied  anything  put  before  them,  that 
they  must  copy  many  things  which  were 
not  particularly  decent,  and  that  they 
copied  them  so  mechanically,  that  it 
made  little  or  no  impression  on  their 
minds.  He  (Mr.  Darling)  was  himself 
a  lawyer,  and  he  did  not  think  that  the 
necessary  perusal  of  these  indecent 
things  had  done  him  any  harm.  When  a 
counsel  had  once  read  a  brief,  he  after- 
wards took  uncommonly  little  interest 
in  it,  and  probably,  at  the  expiration  of 
a  week,  he  would  be  unable  to  say  what 
it  was  about.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
stationers'  boys  were  in  pretty  much  the 
same  position ;  but,  even  if  they  were 
in  a  worse  position,  was  this  not  strain- 
ing at  a  gnat  P  In  Courts  of  Justice,  it 
always  must  be  that  even  the  most  inde- 
cent proceedings  must  be  detailed;  it 
was  impossible  to  have  indecent  details 
huddled  up  in  the  manner  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman suggested.  If  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr. 
S.  Smith)  were  pushed  to  its  lo^oal  oon- 
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elusion  many  criminal  cases  would  bo 
left  untried  for  fear  that  they  might 
produce  a  bad  effect  on  the  minds  of 
police  constables  or  ushers,  or  others 
engaged  about  the  Courts.  Of  course, 
one  knew  perfectly  well  what  put  this 
idea  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  mind. 
There  was  a  most  interesting  work,  he 
believed,  though  he  had  never  read  it, 
which  was  caUed  The  Fruits  of  Fhilo- 
sophy.  With  respect  to  that  work  there 
was  a  prosecution,  the  passages  com- 
plained of  were  not  set  out  in  the  indict- 
ment, and  the  indictment  failed  upon 
that  technical  point.  Since  then,  all 
indecent  matter  had  been  copied  into 
indictments,  and  there  was  very  good 
reason  why  it  should  be.  If  a  person 
had  been  tried  for  libel  or  for  anything 
else,  and  he  was  brought  up  again,  he 
was  entitled  to  plead  that  he  had  been 
either  convicted  or  acquitted  in  respect 
to  the  same  matter,  and,  in  order  that 
he  should  be  able  to  plead  that,  it  was 
necessary  that  he  should  be  able  to  pro- 
duce the  indictment  which  contained  the 
record  of  the  decision  of  the  jury.  It  was 
obvious  that  if  a  man  had  been  convicted 
or  acquitted  already,  he  was  entitled  to 
be  acquitted  of  that  charge  in  future,  and 
he  was  for  that  reason  entitled  to  plead 
autrefois  acquit  or  autrefoie  convict,  as  the 
case  might  be.  It  would  be  a  distinct 
disadvantage  to  all  prisoners  or  people 
tried  for  libel  in  the  future,  if  they  could 
not  avail  themselves  as  easily  as  they 
could  now  of  the  proper  and  most  useful 
plea  that  they  had  been  tried  and  ac- 
quitted or  convicted  before  of  the  offence 
now  laid  at  their  door.  He  regretted  to 
have  to  oppose  as  strongly  as  he  felt 
bound  to  do  a  proposal,  no  doubt,  made 
in  the  interests  of  decency ;  but  he  oould 
not  help  thinking  that  this  was  an  over- 
straining of  any  desire  there  might  be 
to  amend  the  law  in  this  direction. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiOHABD  Wbbster)  (Islo  of  Wight) 
trusted  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
make  a  very  brief  statement  in  regard 
to  this  clause.  He  was  very  sorry  to  say 
he  entirely  differed  from  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Deptford 
(Mr.  Darling).  If  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  only  had  brought  before  him  the 
amount  of  frightful  literature,  blas- 
phemous, indecent,  and  obscene,  which 
came  before  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  he  would  feel  that  every  step 
ohonld  b9  taken  to  prevent  the  dissemi- 
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nktion  of  sach  literature,  even  if  it 
affected  only  10  or  12  people.  It  was 
perfectlj  impossible  to  exaggerate  the 
|9Til  effect  of  the  flood  of  disgusting, 
blasphemous,  and  indecent  literature 
now  being  printed  and  spread  broad- 
cast over  the  country ;  and  yet  often 
it  was  inadvisable  to  take  proceed- 
ing^, because  of  the  injury  done 
by  the  details  of  the  proceedings.  He 
had  said  that  in  order  that  the  House 
might  understand  his  private  opinion  in 
regard  to  this  clause.  Of  course,  he  was 
by  no  means  insensible  to  the  legal 
difficulties  which  had  been  suggested. 
If  any  single  prisoner  could  be  deprived 
of  any  rignt,  if  any  harm  could  be  done 
by  the  clause,  notwithstanding  the  evils 
he  had  referred  to,  he  should  oppose  the 
clause.  But  let  him  point  out  to  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  and  to  the 
House  that  it  did  seem  to  him  that,  by 
the  insertion  of  a  very  few  words,  every 
one  of  the  objections  that  had  been 
raised  might  be  met.  The  point  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  raised  was 
that,  upon  the  indictment,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  endorse  the  libellous  passages 
'  complained  of  to  guard  against  the  plea 
of  error  being  set  up.  He  (Sir  Kichard 
Webster)  quite  agreed  that  provision 
should  be  made  that  the  proceedings 
should  be  exactly  in  the  same  position 
as  if  the  words  had  been  set  out.  It  was 
quite  evident,  too,  that  the  words  "such 
indication  shall  be  deemed  sufficient 
evidence  "  could  not  possibly  justify 
this  Motion.  When  that  objection  was 
pointed  out  to  the  Mover  of  the  clause  he 
saw  the  clause  went  too  far,  and  that  the 
latter  part  was  not  necessary  in  order  to 
meet  the  grievance  he  wished  to  remedy. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Beptford  (Mr.  Darling)  had 
suggested  that  those  in  Court  at  the  trial 
of  a  case  would  never  see  or  hear  the 
passages  complained  of.  That  was  not 
intended ;  as  he  understood  it,  the  object 
of  this  clause  was  simply  to  prevent  the 
unnecessary  copying  and  re-copying  of 
many  thiligs  which  need  not  be  re-copied 
for  the  purposes  of  the  proceedings,  and 
to  insure  that  only  so  many  copies 
should  be  produced  as  were  absolutely 
necessary.  By  that  means  half-a-dozen, 
or  possibly  20  people,  who  would  have 
never  seen  these  passages,  unless  it  was 
foi*  the  necessity  of  copying  them,  would 
be  dpared  the  sight  of  them.  Now,  he 
had  considered  the  clause  with  a  desire  to 
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assist  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith),  because 
he  sympathized  with  the  object  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  in  view.  He  had,  how- 
ever, to  suggest  that  the  clause  should 
be  amended;  that  it  should,  in  fact,  read 
as  follows : — 

"  It  shall  not  be  necessary  to  set  out  in  any 
indictment  or  other  judicial  proceeding  insti- 
tuted against  the  publisher  of  any  " — 

perhaps  it  might  be  as  well  to  insert 
**  blasphemous  " — 

<*  blasphemous  or  obscene  libel " — 

he  thought  it  was  not  necessary  to 
introduce  the  word  ^'scandalous" — 

'*the  blasphemous  or  obscene  passages,  but  it 
shall  be  sufficient  to  deposit  the  bcHok,  news- 
paper, or  other  document  containing  the  alleged 
libel  with  the  Indictment  or  other  judicial 
proceeding,  together  with  particulars  showing 
precisely,  by  reference  to  pages  and  lines,  in 
what  part  of  the  book,  newspaper,  or  other 
document  the  alleged  libel  is  to  be  found,  and 
that  such  particulars  shall  be  deemed  to  form 
part  of  the  record,  and  all  proceedings  may  be 
taken  thereon  as  if  the  passages  complained  of 
had  been  set  out  in  the  indictment  or  other 
judicial  proceeding." 

If  the  alteration  he  suggested  were 
agreed  to,  Wie  prisoner  would  have  the 
same  right  he  had  at  present — the  Court 
would  be  in  exactly  the  same  position 
as  it  was  at  present.  The  indictment, 
which  he  hoped  they  would  see  abolished 
altogether  before  very  long,  and  a  simpler 
form  adopted,  would  remain  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  officer  of  the  Court,  and 
the  jury  would  take  the  wording  as  they 
heard  it  read  by  the  officer  of  the  Court, 
or  possibly  as  they  heard  it  read  by  the 
learned  Jud^e.  As  the  clause  stood, 
copies  of  the  book  containing  the  objec- 
tionable passages  would  be  handed  to 
the  jury,  who  would  thus  possibly 
examine  the  particular  passages  more 
easily  than  if  they  were  set  out  in  the 
indictment.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Darling)  desired  to  reserve 
to  a  prisoner  all  the  rights  he  now  pos- 
sessed; all  those  rights  would  be  reserved 
under  the  amended  clause  which  tie  had 
suggested.  He  thought  that  by  the 
amended  clause  they  would  get  rid  of 
what  was  a  substantial  evil ;  though  it 
might  affect  only  a  small  number  of 
persons,  they  would  certainly  do  no  harm 
to  anybody  by  the  adoption  of  the  clause. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  it  was  a  little  inconvenient  to  dis- 
cuss a  new  clause  with  the  matter  ia 
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concern  essentially  differing  from  the 
matter  which  was  proposed  to  be  sub- 
mitted, especially  at  this  last  stage  of  the 
Bill — namely.  Consideration  on  Iteport, 
when,  if  they  made  a  blunder,  it  was  im- 
possible to  remedy  it.  He  was  obliged 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Eichard  Webster) 
for  adopting  the  suggestion  he  made  to 
him  just  now,  and  adding  to  the  clause 
that  the  matter  should  be  made  part  of 
the  record,  because,  if  that  had  not  been 
adopted,  it  would  have  been  impossible 
to  take,  in  error  or  otherwise,  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Court  as  to  whether  the 
matter  constituted  a  libel  or  not.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dept- 
ford  (Mr.  Barling)  was  quite  mistaken 
in  the  case  he  most  incorrectly  quoted. 
Probably  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man spoke  from  common  report,  instead 
of  having  read  the  case,  which  might 
account  for  the  mistake  he  had  made. 
He  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  given  attention 
to  the  words  read  out  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General,  and  he  thought 
there  was  no  objection  to  them ;  they 
would,  in  fact,  make  the  law  in  England 
somewhat  analogous  to  the  law  in 
America.  But  let  him  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Mover  of  the  clause  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  that 
he  did  not  at  all  effect  anything  by  his 
clause.  He  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  not 
the  slightest  objection  that  the  passages 
complained  of  should  be  deposited  in 
print,  as  if  they  were  part  of  the 
indictment,  and  forming  part  of  the 
record  for  all  practical  purposes.  But 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  imagined  that  any 
person  could  be  tried  for  libel  or  for  any 
Qther  offence  without  specific  evidence 
being  given  in  Court,  it  was  hard  to 
understand  what  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
opinion  of  justice  in  any  country  was. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  imagined  there 
could  be  any  hugger-mugger  way  in 
which  some  persons  might  know  what 
was  complained  of  and  others  might  not, 
he  could  only  inform  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  was  entirely  mistaken.  It 
was  not  possible,  under  the  law  as  it 
stood,  for  anyone  to  reprint  blasphemous 
or  obscene  matter,  which  mieht  be  con- 
tained in  any  counts  of  an  indictment, 
and  to  excuse  himself  from  criminal 
proceedings  on  the  ground  of  it  forming 
part  of  the  matter  for  trial.  That  had 
been  dearly  laid  down  over  and  over 
again,  and  it  was  only  a  person  utterly 
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unacquainted  with  the  law  who  ooold 
possibly  suppose  there  was  an  oppor- 
tunity of  reprinting  such  matter  with 
impunity.  He  felt  some  difficulty  in 
having  to  weigh  words  which  he  had 
only  just  heard  read,  which  were  not  the 
words  on  the  Paper,  but  which  essen- 
tially differed  from  the  words  in  print. 
Although  he  thought  the  words  sug- 
gested by  the  Attorney  General  were 
sufficient,  he  must  enter  his  protest 
against  a  clause  of  this  character  being 
sprung  upon  the  House  on  Consideration 
on  Beport. 

Mb.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  said, 
he  desired  to  say  a  very  few  words  in 
reference  to  this  new  clause.  In  the 
first  place,  he  must  join  in  the  protest 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
against  having  this  matter  brought 
before  the  House  in  this  way.  What 
was  it  they  were  now  asked  to  do  ?  They 
were  asked  to  amend  the  Criminal  Law. 
Was  this  the  occasion  on  which  they 
should  be  asked  to  do  that?  Surely 
they  ought  to  be  asked  to  do  that  when 
they  were  amending  the  Criminal  Law 
generally.  It  was  most  unfortunate 
that  this  clause  had  been  amended,  and 
that  the  word  **  blasphemous  "  had  been 
introduced.  He  was  altogether  averse  to 
criminal  proceedings  being  taken  in 
cases  of  blasphemous  libels,  and  trusted 
the  word  ''  blasphemous  "  would  be  re- 
jected by  the  House. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
have  pointed  out  that  the  time  for  pro- 
posing Amendments  would  be  when  the 
clause  had  been  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  KELLY  said,  he  understood  that 
the  clause  had  been  altered,  and  that, 
therefore,  he  was  justified  in  commenting 
upon  the  amended  form.  He  could  only 
say  that  while  he  admired  the  motives  of 
the    hon.  Member  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  who 

Proposed  this  new  clause,  he  felt  it  was 
rought  forward  on  a  very  inopportune 
occasion.  Under  such  circumstances,  it 
was  absolutely  impossible  for  him  to 
vote  in  favour  of  it. 

Mr.  COMMINS  (Roscommon,  S.) 
said,  he  entirely  sympathized  with  the 
motive  which  suggested  this  clause ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  quite  agreed  with 
the  objections  that  had  been  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for*  North  Camberwell  (Mr. 
Kelly)  as  to  the  expediency  of  intro- 
ducing a  clause  now^  and  as  to  the  man- 
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iier  in  which  it  was  introduced.    It  was 
a  wide  question  as  to  whether  the  pro- 
ceedings suggested  by  the  clause  should 
be  adopted  at  all.     The  adoption  of  the 
clause  certainly  would  result    in    the 
revolution  of  our  whole  Criminal  Law. 
Probably  one  of  the  oldest  principles  of 
our  Criminal  Law  was  that  any  accused 
person,  when  brought  to  the  bar  for  trial, 
was  entitled  to  have  the  indictment  read 
for  him  in  a  clear  and  distinct  voice. 
The  law  laid  great  stress  on  the  fact 
that  the  indictment  should  be  read  over 
to  the  accused  slowly  and  in  a  clear  and 
distinct  voice.     If  the  indictment  was 
not  to  contain  the  libel  charged  against 
the  accused,  he  would  be  entitled  to  have 
the  passages  which  were    referred  to 
picked  out  of  the  book,  newspaper,  or 
document,  and  read  out  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly, so  that  the  very  object  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  8.  Smith)  had  in  view 
would  not  only  be  defeated,  but  quite 
the  opposite  effect  would  be   brought 
about.    As  to  the  copying,  it  was  well 
known  that  the  copying  of  indictments 
was  not  done  by  boys  or  lads.     Most 
experienced  law  writers,  generally  men 
of  considerable  standing  as  law  writers, 
and  of  considerable  age,  were  the  men 
who  copied  the  indictments  on  parch- 
ment ;  such  duty  never  fell  to  the  lot  of 
lads  or  boys,  even  if  any  were  to  be  found 
in  the  o£B.ce.    If  his  hon.  Friend  were 
acquainted  with  the  practice  of  Assize 
or  Quarter  Sessions,  he  must  be  aware 
that  it  was  not  in  the  indictment,  or  in 
the  copying  of  the  indictment,  that  the 
objectionable  matter  was  ever  brought 
to  the  notice  of  law  writers,  or  of  clerks 
in  the  solicitor's  office  at  aU.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  forgot  that  the  main  busi- 
ness that  was  done  in  regard  to  criminal 
cases  was  the  making  out  of  briefs  for 
the  different  counsel.      All  briefs   set 
forth  the  evidence  which  was  to  be  given, 
and  it  very  frequently  happened  that 
the  depositions  were  placed  in  the  hands 
of  very  young  men  to  copy.     It  did  not 
matter  whether  they  were  copied  very 
accurately  or  not;    it  did  not  matter 
whether  the  spelling  was  correct  or  not. 
Young  clerks  copied  out  the  depositions 
for  the  brief  for  the  prosecution  and  for 
the  brief  for  the  defence,  and  often  fair 
copies  were  made  for  the  use  of  the 
solicitors ;  in  fact,  the  depositions  were 
copied  possibly  half-a-dozen  times,  and 
copied  not  by  experienced  and  old  law 
writers,  but  by  whatever  lads  mi^^ht  be 


about  the  office,  so  that  this  clause,  if 
carried  in  extensOf  or  even  with  the 
Amendments  suggested  by  the  Attorney 
General,  would  not  in  the  smallest 
degree  effect  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  proposed.  There  was  still  another 
point,  that  it  might  tend  to  the  malad- 
ministration of  justice ;  for  in  the  im- 
partial administration  of  justice  there 
must  be  full  and  complete  and  entire 
publicity.  It  was  well  known  that  all 
attempts  to  try  cases,  however  shocking 
they  might  be  to  modest  persons  of  all 
ages,  in  eamerd  had  failed.  The  Courts 
refused,  even  where  they  had  power,  to 
try  cases  in  the  hugger-mugger  manner 
suggested.  A  certain  amount  of  mis- 
chief must  be  incurred  from  the  neces- 
sary publicity  of  objectionable  and 
corrupt  details  ;  but  to  lay  hands  on  that 
publicity,  even  in  the  smallest  degree, 
would  be  to  endanger  what  was  the  very 
palladium  of  justice.  They  knew  that 
where  evidence  of  an  objectionable  cha- 
racter was  to  be  given  in  Court,  the 
Court  had  power  to  remove  women  and 
children  from  the  building.  They  could 
do  this  in  cases  of  libel  just  as  well  as 
in  other  criminal  cases.  This  clause,  he 
believed,  would  introduce  an  unneces- 
sary and  dangerous  innovation,  and, 
therefore,  he  could  not  give  it  his 
support. 

Me.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  he  thought  that  something 
must  be  said  on  the  point  of  Order.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  was  sailing 
very  near  the  wind  in  proposing  this 
course.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  at  least 
doubtful  whether  the  clause  came  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  was  in- 
tended originally  to  relate  exclusively 
to  the  privileges  of  defendants,  who 
were  concerned  in  the  publication  of 
newspapers,  in  respect  to  libels.  Clause  7, 
no  doubt,  enlarged  the  scope  of  the  Bill ; 
but  it  referred  to  what  might  be  put  in 
evidence.  There  was  nothing  m  the 
Bill  which  affected  what  might  be  called 
the  public  order  of  criminal  proceeding^. 
Therefore,  it  was  at  least  doubtful  whe- 
ther this  clause  came  within  the  scope 
of  the  Bill  at  all.  If  it  did  not  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  then,  under 
a  recent  Standing  Order,  it  eould  not  be 
moved  on  Eeport,  because  it  was  an  en- 
largement of  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  He 
had  another  objection  to  submit  on  the 
question  of  Order^    No  clause  could  b^ 
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suggested  on  Beport  which  was  not 
printed,  and,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  had  pointed  out,  this  was  practi- 
cally the  last  stage  of  the  Bill,  and  there- 
fore they  ought  to  have  fairly  before 
them  what  was  proposed.  It  was  true 
there  was  a  clause  printed  m  the  Papers, 
but  it  was  very  different  to  the  clause 
which  was  about  to  be  submitted  for 
consideration.  In  that  respect  also  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  was,  if  not 
absolutely  under  the  censure  of  that 
Order,  very  near  to  it.  Furthermore,  as 
to  the  merits  of  the  clause,  he  was  ex- 
tremely doubtful  whether  the  advantage 
to  be  secured  by  preventing  the  passages 
complained  of  coming  under  the  notice 
of  an  admittedly  limited  number  of  per- 
sons was  at  all  commensurate  with  the 
danger  involved  on  the  other  hand  of 
not  fairly  placing  before  the  Court  every- 
thing which  tended  to  elucidate  the 
nature  of  the  offence  which  was  charged. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  that 
on  the  question  of  Order  he  desired  to 
point  out  that  there  were  two  clauses  in 
the  BiU,  one,  Clause  7,  which  dealt 
directly  with  criminal  proceedings,  and 
Clause  8,  which  actually  altered  the  Law 
of  Evidence  by  making  the  person 
charged  competent  to  give  evidence. 
It  therefore  seemed  to  him,  as  far  as  he 
could  judfi^e,  it  could  scarcely  be  said 
that  this  clause  was  not  in  Order.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  other  objections  which 
had  been  raised,  he  ought  to  remind 
the  House  that  the  Amendment  was 
simply  in  substitution  of  the  words, 
<<  sufficient  indications  to  show  where 
the  matter  stating  such  alleged  libel  is 
to  be  found."  The  words  which  he  had 
suggested  simply  provided  a  protection 
which  was  very  necessary. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  points 
which  had  been  raised  by  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  had  occurred  to  him, 
and  the  reason  why  he  permitted  the 
clause  to  be  proposed  was  that  it  seemed 
to  him  to  deal  with  the  matter  that  was 
incidental  to  a  fair  and  accurate  report 
of  the  proceedings.  The  words  ''fair 
and  accurate  report "  occurred  in  the 
3rd  and  4th  sections  of  the  Bill. 
As  to  the  other  objection,  that  new 
matter  had  been  introduced,  he  had 
pointed  out  to  the  House  that  he  could 
not  permit  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  S. 
Smith)  to  amend  the  clause  before  sub- 
mitting it  to  the  House.  The  new  clause 
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had  been  deliberately  put  on  the  Paper, 
and  he  had  pointed  out  that  if  it  was  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  to  agree  to  the 
second  reading,  it  would  then  be  time  to 
consider  whether  any  such  new  matter 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  proposed 
could  be  introduced  by  way  of  amend- 
ment of  the  clause. 

Mr.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  that  un- 
less his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  was 
prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  Attorney  General  it  would  be  quite 
impossible  for  anyone  to  support  the 
clause;  and,  even  as  amended,  he  iJiought 
the  amount  of  good  which  would  be 
obtained  by  the  clause  would  be  ex- 
tremely small.  They  all  sympathized 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  object 
he  had  in  view,  but  it  was  perfectly  true 
that  these  things  were  copied  by  men 
who  had  long  experience,  and,  there- 
fore, the  amount  of  good  done  would  be 
extremely  small.  The  later  part  of  the 
clause  could  not  possibly  be  accepted  if 
the  words  **it  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
sufficient  evidence "  meant  that  the 
passages  should  not  be  read  over  publicly 
at  the  trial.  It  would  be  perfectly  im- 
possible to  obtain  the  consent  of  any 
body  of  men  accustomed  to  practise  in 
English  Courts  to  the  adoption  of  any 
such  plan.  It  was  an  unfortunate  neces- 
sity that  all  proceedings  in  Courts  of 
Justice  should  be  made  completely  pub- 
lic. If  his  hon.  Friend  supposed  it 
would  be  possible  to  alter  the  Law  of 
Evidence  in  the  way  he  suggested  he 
was  surely  very  mistaken. 

Mr.  S.  SMITH  said,  that,  in  order  to 
save  the  time  of  the  House,  he  might 
say  at  once  he  was  prepared  to  accept 
the  proposal  of  the  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  said,  he  thought  that  the  course 
of  the  discussion  had  shown  that  much 
more  important  principles  were  involved 
in  this  clause  than  there  seemed  to  be 
at  first  sight.  It  appeared  quite  clear 
that  the  only  persons  who  would  be 
benefited  were  the  persons  who  now 
copied  out  indictments.  An  indictment 
was  engrossed  on  parchment,  and  boys 
did  not  engross  on  parchment.  In  some 
few  cases  there  might  be  boys  em- 
ployed ;  but  the  course  of  the  proceed- 
ings in  Court  would  be  wholly  un- 
altered. The  objectionable  passages 
would  have  to  be  read  out  as  now,  and 
as  much  copying  of  objectionable  evi- 
dence woula  have  to  take  place  in  f  uturo 
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as  in  the  past  in  copying  documents  re- 
quired for  the  due  conduct  of  the  case. 
It  was  extremely  undesirable  that  at  the 
dose  of  the  proceedings  on  a  Bill  re- 
lating to  another  subject,  such  a  doubt- 
ful change  as  they  now  proposed  should 
be  effected.  Since  they  had  it  on  the 
authority  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  that  in  all  probability 
indictments  would  be  done  away  with 
entirely  by  an  amendment  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Law,  which  this  Government  pro- 
bably would  project,  it  could  only  be 
for  a  short  time  that  this  Amendment, 
if  included  in  the  Bill,  could  effect  any 
good  to  the  limited  class  of  persons  who 
would  be  affected  by  it.  It  seemed 
clear  that  this  amendment,  if  desired, 
should  be  an  amendment  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  generally.  Would  it  not  be 
better,  therefore,  for  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  S.  Smith)  to  wait  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Criminal  Law,  which 
probably  would  be  introduced  early  next 
ISession  r 

Mb.  SWETENHAM  (Carnarvon,  &c.) 
said,  he  sympathized  to  the  very  ut- 
most extent  with  the  object  the  hon. 
Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith) 
had  in  bringing  forward  this  clause. 
He  also  sympathized  with  what  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
said  with  regard  to  what  came  fre- 
quently before  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown.  There  was  no  one  in  the  House 
who  would  take  a  greater  part  than 
he  (Mr.  Swetenham)  in  trying  to  put 
a  stop  to  that  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Flintshire  so  strongly  deprecated. 
But  he  could  not  help  suggesting  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  propriety  of 
withdrawing  this  clause,  for  the  rea- 
sons mentioned  just  now  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  New- 
ington  (Mr.  Hadcliffe  Cooke).  He  (Mr. 
Swetenham)  had  had  considerable  ex- 
perience in  the  conduct  of  legal  pro- 
ceedings, and  he  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  had  been 
misinformed  with  regard  to  the  manner 
in  which  indictments  generally  were 
drawn.  Indictments  for  libel  were 
drawn  up  by  the  clerk  of  the  indict- 
ment, who,  as  a  rule,  was  not  a  per- 
son who  employed  in  his  office  a  large 
number  of  clerks.  Having  drawn  up 
the  indictment  upon  a  sheet  of  paper, 
the  clerk  of  the  indictments  handed  it 
to  some  responsible  clerk  in  his  office, 
to  put  on  parchment.      As  a  rule,  the 


work  was  not  done  by  boys,  and  there- 
fore the  injury  to  the  morals  of  boys 
was  really  imaginary.  So  much  for 
what  was  done  in  the  office  of  the 
clerk  of  the  indictments.  Let  him  point 
out  what  would  be  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment  now  proposed.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  he  should  be  able  to  con- 
vince the  hon.  Member  himself  that 
the  remedy  would  be  worse  than  the 
disease.  Instead  of  the  objectionable 
passages  complained  of  being  engrossed 
upon  parchment,  what  was  to  be  done  ? 
Those  passages  were  only  to  be  referred 
to  in  the  indictment.  Now,  everyone 
knew  quito  well  that  when  there  was 
a  little  secrecy  about  anything  there 
was  generally  curiosity  as  well.  Sup- 
pose the  book  containing  the  passages 
were  to  get  into  the  hands  of  the  people 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  de- 
sired to  keep  it  from.  They  would 
naturally  say,  '*  This  is  a  book  contain- 
ing very  objectionable  matter,"  and  the 
first  thing  curiosity  would  lead  them  to 
do  would  be  to  study  the  book  from 
beginning  to  end.  In  such  a  case,  the 
very  laudable  object  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  in  view  would  be  entirely 
defeated.  It  had  been  said,  with  per- 
fect truth,  that  often  boys  were  em- 
ployed to  copy  the  evidence  into  the 
briefs  used  by  counsel.  The  evidence 
copied  into  briefs  was,  he  granted,  often 
of  a  very  objectionable  nature ;  but  this 
Amendment  did  not  relate  to  briefs  at 
all.  Under  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  press  the  clause  to  a  Division.  As 
he  had  said,  he  heartily  sympathized 
with  the  desire  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  publication  of  the 
obscenity  which  they  all  deplored.  After 
all,  he  could  not  consider  that  this  was 
a  proper  time  at  which  to  introduce  the 
clause. 

Mb.  OSBOENE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire,  E.)  said,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  bow  to  the  almost  unanimous 
sense  of  the  House,  and  would  withdraw 
the  clause.  He  had  every  disposition  to 
appreciate  the  motive  with  which  his 
hon.  Friend  had  introduced  the  clause ; 
but  he  would  feel  bound  to  veto  against 
the  clause.  At  best,  the  clause  would 
only  affect  a  very  limited  class  of  per- 
sons, while,  on  the  other  hand,  it  would 
really  alter  the  whole  course  of  Criminal 
Law.  By  the  Criminal  Law,  as  it  now 
stood,  a  defendant  or  prisoner  was  en- 
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titled  to  expect  that  the  indietment 
would  tell  him  exactly  what  he  was 
charged  with.  Under  the  clause  as 
proposed  to  be  amended,  they  would 
take  away  from  the  accused  that  protec- 
tion, and  he  might  be  referred  to  a  book 
which  might  contain,  perhaps,  500,  or 
600,  or  1,000  pages.  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
certainly  did  improve  matters  a  little ; 
but  he  confessed  that,  as  the  amended 
clause  did  not  appear  in  print,  it  was 
very  difficult  for  them  to  understand  its 
bearing.  Upon  that  ground,  and  also 
upon  the  ground  that  the  clause  really 
interfered  with  the  whole  of  the  Criminal 
Law  of  the  land,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  withdraw  it. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Uniyersities)  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  had 
stated  that  the  adoption  of  this  clause 
would  interfere  with  the  Criminal  Law 
of  the  whole  land.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  entirely  mistiJcen.  It  was 
well  the  House  should  know  how  the 
matter  stood  in  Scotland.  In  Scotland, 
if  an  indictment  were  to  be  brought 
against  any  person  for  obscene  or  blas- 
phemous language  used  in  writing,  it 
was  not  necessary  in  the  indictment 
to  insert  the  blasphemous  or  obscene 
passages.  To  print  the  libel  would  be 
practically  to  increase  the  eyil  which  it 
was  the  object  of  the  indictment  to  pre- 
yent,  and  therefore  it  had  been  distinctly 
held  that  it  was  perfectly  sufficient  to 
refer  in  the  indictment  to  the  passages 
in  the  book  or  pamphlet  which  were 
said  to  be  obscene  by  pages  and  lines, 
and  to  intimate  in  the  indictment  that 
the  book  would  be  found  in  the  hands 
of  the  Clerk  of  Justiciary,  in  order  that 
those  who  were  entitled  to  see  the 
passages  might  haye  an  opportunity  of 
referring  to  them.  In  the  cases  which 
had  occurred  all  the  scandal  of  these 
matters  being  published  in  the  body  of 
the  indictment  had  been  prevented. 
There  had  been  no  difficulty  whatever 
in  carrying  out  the  law ;  the  system 
worked  smoothly  and  well. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
yerhampton,  W.)  said,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  would  go  to  a 
Division,  especially  after  what  had  fallen 
from  the  riffht  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate.    It  was  quite  clear  that,  in 
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another  part  of  the  country,  the  prac- 
tice which  the  hon.  Member  wished  to 
introduce  here  worked  satisfactorily,  and 
without  evil  results.  He  had  observed 
with  some  curiosity  that  all  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  spoke  on  and  objected 
to  the  proposal  now  under  discussion 
were  members  of  the  Learned  Profes- 
sion. [Cru4  of  "No,  no!"]  Well, 
most  of  them  were.  But  a  remarkable 
fact,  in  face  of  the  opposition  of  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen,  was  that  the 
head  of  the  Leg^  Profession  i  n  the  House 
of  Commons  supported  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  proposal  he  now  made.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  was 
convinced  of  the  great  adyantage  which 
would  accrue  from  the  adoption  of  the 
clause.  Moreover,  however  that  might 
be,  they  learned  that  in  Scotland 
the  alteration  which  was  proposed  here 
was  already  in  force,  and  working  satis- 
factorily. He  thought  that  ought  to  be 
a  sufficient  reason  in  itself  for  the  adop- 
tion of  the  clause.       

Sm  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  S. 
Smith)  had  been  asked  to  withdraw  the 
clause,  because  it  was  said  that  in  some 
future  Session  a  large  Bill  amending  the 
Criminal  Law  generally  would  be  intro- 
duced. He  did  not  think  it  was  yery 
probable  that  such  a  Bill  would  be 
introduced  next  Session.  They  had  been 
told  that  successive  Governments  had 
considered  the  question,  and  had  drafted 
Bills  relating  to  it.  In  his  opinion,  it 
was  not  at  all  a  sufficient  reason  for 
asking  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  S.  Smith) 
to  withdraw  his  clause,  because  the 
subject  might  be  dealt  with  in  a  Bill 
which  might  be  brought  in  next  Session. 
Personally,  he  did  not  think  it  likely 
that  such  a  Bill  would  be  introduced 
next  Session ;  certainly,  it  was  not  at 
all  likely  that  such  a  Bill  would  be 
passed  next  Session.  The  object  his 
hon.  Friend  had  in  view  was  a  most 
laudable  one,  and  he  (Sir  Robert  Fowler) 
could  not  but  think  that  although  many 
of  the  legal  Members  of  the  House, 
notably  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  South  Roscommon  (Mr.  Commins), 
and  the  hen.  and  learned  Member  for 
Deptford  (Mr.  Darling),  diflTered  from 
him,  the  House  was  greatly  indebted 
to  the  hoD.  Member  for  having  intro- 
duced  the  subject.      Certainly,  if  the 
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hon.  Gentleman  went  to  a  Diyision,  he 
(Sir  Bobert  Fowler)  should  vote  with 
Iiim. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Wolverliampton  (Sir 
William  Plowden)  stated  that  only 
learned  Members  were  opposed  to  this 
clause.  That  was  not  so ;  Members 
who  did  not  belong  to  the  Legal  Pro- 
fession were  equally  opposed  to  it.  He 
was  very  much  surprised  to  hear  the 
bon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
giving  his  assent  to  the  clause  under  con- 
sideration, because  he  thought  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  a  man  of 
practical  mind.  [Sir  Richard  Web- 
stxb:  I  suggested  alterations.]  Yes; 
he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  would  deal  with 
those  alterations.  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral proposed  that  they  should  insert  the 
word  ''  blasphemous."  He  assured  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  if  the 
clause  was  read  a  second  time,  and  if 
the  Amendment  the  Attorney  General 
had  suggested  was  persevered  with, 
there  would  be  a  very  strong  opposition 
on  the  part  of  many  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House.  This 
clause  was  proposed  on  the  Keport  of 
the  Bill.  The  word  "blasphemous" 
did  not  appear  in  the  clause  as  it  was 
originally  put  upon  the  Paper,  but  they 
were  told  that  they  ought  to  pass  the 
clause,  in  order  that  the  word  *'  blas- 
phemous "  might  be  inserted.  They  all 
knew  perfectly  well  that  the  law  took 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  that 
lie  did  not  say  anything  of  the  kind. 
He  spoke  of  the  necessary  alterations, 
in  order  that  the  evidence  might  not  be 
altered,  and  that  the  particulars  might 
be  made  part  of  the  record.  He  only 
referred  to  the  word  "blasphemous" 
quite  incidentally. 

Mb.  labouchere  said,  that  if  the 
clause  were  passed  without  the  word 
'*  blasphemous  "  in  it,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  represented  the 
Government  upon  this  occasion  would 
be  in  favour  of  the  word  "blasphe- 
mous "  being  inserted  if  it  wore  moved. 
Therefore,  hon.  Members  must  look  at 
the  proposal  as  though  the  word  "  blas- 
phemous" formed  part  of  the  clause. 
Now,  everybody  knew  that  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law  the  Courts  took  a 
very  wide  view  of  what  was  blasphe- 
mous matter.  It  might  be  desirable  to 
raise  on  some  other  occasion  the  whole 


question  of  the  Blasphemy  Laws ;  but 
until  they  had  thoroughly  gone  into 
those  laws,  and  until  they  had  more 
clearly  and  specifically  defined  what  was 
blasphemy,  he  objected  to  the  word 
being  dragged  into  a  Newspaper  Libel 
Bill.  It  was  proposed  that  the  Judge, 
and  all  the  jurymen  and  counsel,  should 
have  copies  of  the  book  in  which  the 
obscene  matter  existed.  Now,  there 
might  be  cases  in  which  they  would  not 
bo  able  to  get  such  a  large  number  of 
copies  of  the  book.  But  assuming  that 
in  the  indictment,  which  was  a  thing 
which  he  confessed,  whether  it  was  right 
or  not,  did  not  trouble  much  the  minds 
of  those  who  were  not  lawyers — as- 
suming that  in  the  indictments  the  parti- 
cular passages  were  referred  to  by  pages 
and  lines  in  the  book,  surely  the  counsel 
who  had  to  speak  upon  the  matter  would 
be  obliged  to  refer  to  the  entire  pas- 
sages, and  to  state  the  entire  passages. 
There  would  be  a  discussion  whether  the 
passages  were  obscene  or  not  obscene, 
and  the  whole  matter  would  have  to  come 
publicly  before  the  audience.  If  anyone 
were  to  propose  that  in  these  trials 
there  should  be  some  rule  to  prevent 
the  passages  complained  of  being  pub- 
lished without  the  consent  of  the  Court, 
that  would  be  a  different  question.  But 
he  contended  that  this  clause  did  not  in 
any  way  prevent  publicity  being  given 
to  the  obscene  matter.  The  sole  reason 
that  could  be  alleged  in  favour  of  the 
clause  was  that  one  or  two  or  more 
persons,  who  were  copying  out  a  portion 
of  the  matter  for  the  lawyers,  would  be 
prevented  from  reading  it  themselves. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  necessary  to 
make  a  change  in  respect  to  such  a 
very  minor  point.  Anyhow,  a  respect- 
able lawyer,  when  he  had  one  of  these 
cases  to  deal  with,  would  surely  insist 
that  whatever  copyinc^  had  to  be  done 
should  not  be  done  by  boys,  but  by 
grown-up  men.  That  certainly  would 
do  everything  which  was  desired. 

Sib  ALGERNON  BORTHWIOK 
(Kensington,  S.)  asked  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  S.  Smith)  to  conclude  the 
discussion  by  withdrawing  the  clause. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  their  sym- 
pathy, but  it  was  questionable  whether 
they  could  give  him  their  votes.  The 
words  of  the  clause,  "books  and  docu- 
ments," showed  very  clearly  that  the 
clause  affected  the  general  law  of  the 
land,  and  not  newspapers. 
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Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  said, 
that  perhaps  the  Committee  would  allow 
him  to  state  exactly  how  the  matter  was 
dealt  with  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  already  spoken. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD :  tasked 
to  speak  with  the  leave  of  the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Gen 
tleman   (Mr.  S.  Smith)  withdraw    the 
clause  ? 

Mr.  S.  SMITH:  No;  I  persevere 
with  it. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  (Plymouth)  said,  that 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  persisted  in  carry- 
ing the  clause  to  a  Division,  he  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  would  feel  bound  to 
vote  with  him.  He  thought  the  clause, 
with  the  alterations  suggested  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, would  be  a  valuable  clause.  He  did 
not  desire  to  exaggerate  the  value  of  it 
in  the  direction  in  which  it  was  primarily 
intended— that  [was  to  say,  he  did  not 
think  very  much  would  be  saved  with 
regard  to  the  corruption  of  the  minds  of 
persons  who  copied  the  indictments. 
But,  as  one  who  hoped  to  have  some  time 
or  other  the  opportunity  of  dealing  with 
that  which  was  one  of  the  greatest  de- 
fects in  the  Criminal  Law — the  monstrous 
length  and  complexity  of  indictments — 
he  should  be  glad  to  see  the  clause 
adopted,  and  a  remedy  thus  applied  in 
one  particular  at  least.  If  the  clause 
were  amended  in  the  way  the  Attorney 
General  had  suggested,  there  could  be 
no  possible  advantage  to  anybody  in  any 
particular  passage  of  a  libel  being 
copied  in  the  indictment.  Supposing 
the  indecent  passages  in  a  book  were 
copied  in  the  indictment,  when  they 
came  to  deal  with  the  book  everybody 
who  had  to  deal  with  it  must  have  a 
copy  of  the  book  itself,  because  other  pas- 
sages could  be  referred  to  to  show  the 
purpose  and  character  of  the  particular 
passage  relied  upon  by  the  prosecution. 
He  did  not  exaggerate  the  value  of  this 
clause  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the 
corruption  of  the  minds  of  those  who 
had  to  deal  with  these  matters ;  but  he 
certainly  felt  bound  to  support  the  clause 
as  a  step  in  the  direction  of  a  very  de- 
sirable amendment  of  the  law. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  145;  Noes 
99  :  Majority  46.— (Div.  List,  No.  168.) 


Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  suggested 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr. 
S.  Smith)  that  he  should  confine  the 
operation  of  the  clause  to  obscene  pas- 
sages, omitting  any  reference  to  blas- 
phemy. Any  reference  to  blasphemy  in 
the  clause  might  occasion  a  long  debate. 
The  question,  no  doubt,  was  a  difficult 
one  to  deal  with,  and,  therefore,  it  might 
be  well  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
content  himself  with  confining  the  clause 
to  obscene  libels. 

Mr.  S.  smith  said,  he  was  quite 
ready  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  **  proceed- 
ing," in  line  5,  and  insert  the  words  '*  together 
with  particulars  showing  precisely  by  refer- 
ence to  pages  and  lines  in  what  part  of  the 
hook,  newspaper,  or  other  document  the 
alleged  libel  is  to  be  found,  and  such  parti- 
culars shall  be  deemed  to  form  part  of  the 
record,  and  all  proceedings  may  be  taken 
thereon  as  though  the  passages  complained  of 
had  been  set  out  in  the  indictment  or  other 
judicial  proceeding." — {Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral.) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  proposed  Clause." 

Mr.  L  ABOUOHERE  said,  he  gathered 
that  the  pages  and  lines  were  to  be 
stated.  How  would  that  be  in  the  case 
of  newspapers  in  which  there  were 
columns  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  he 
thought  that  the  words  **  precisely  by 
reference  to  pages  and  lines"  would 
throw  on  the  prosecution  the  necessity 
of  indicating  the  column  as  well  as  the 
page  in  the  case  of  a  newspaper. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ought 
to  put  in  the  word  '*  column."  Did 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  agree 
to  that  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  Yes. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Amendment 
will,  therefore,  read — 

**  Together  with  particulars  stating  precisely 
by  reference  to  pages,  columus,  and  lines  in 
what  part  of  the  book,  newspaper,  or  other 
document  the  alleged  libel  is  to  be  found  ;  " 

and  so  on. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  be  good 
enough  to  tell  them  what  would  happen 
if  there  was  not  a  suflB.ciency  of  books. 
Would  the  book  have  to  be  republished? 
If  so,  a  great  many  more  persons  would 
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see  the  objectionable  passages  than 
otherwise  would  be  the  case.  There  was 
another  point  wortlij  of  consideration. 
The  various  editions  of  the  book  might 
differ.  Supposing  the  words  differed  in 
the  different  copies  of  the  book,  what 
would  happen  then  ?  Would  they  take 
the  copy  ox  the  book  which  was  put  in  ? 
An  ill-minded  man,  if  he  was  prose- 
cuted, might  secretly  print  off  two  or 
three  different  versions.  The  whole 
proposal  was  one  of  the  most  absurd 
and  ridiculous  ever  made;  and,  whether 
this  Amendment  were  pressed  or  not, 
he  hoped  that  before  they  allowed 
themselves  to  write  themselves  down  so 
foolish  as  to  accept  the  clause  they 
would  take  another  Division. 

Sir  EICHAED  WEBSTER  said,  the 
objection  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
only  existed  in  his  own  imagination. 
The  book  would  be  deposited,  and  if 
they  could  not  get  extra  copies  of  it,  as 
many  copies  of  the  passages  as  were 
required  would  have  to  be  made. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
said,  he  did  not  believe  half  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  voted  in  favour  of  the 
clause  had  the  least  conception  of  what 
it  really  meant.  They  imagined  they 
were  giving  a  general  vote  in  favour  of 
social  purity,  and  they  thought  that  that 
would  be  a  more  or  less  popular  thing 
to  do.  He  assured  the  hon.  Member 
for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  that  they 
were  all  with  him  in  the  efforts  he  made 
in  this  direction  ;  but  this  clause  stood 
outside  the  Bill,  and  that  was  why  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Kensington  (Sir 
Algernon  Borthwick)  and  himself  'Hold '' 
against  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  last 
Division.  When  the  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee, the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  (Mr.  Godge)  proposed 
a  new  clause  with  reference  to  books 
and  periodicals,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  then  got  up 
and  said  that,  whatever  the  merits 
of  the  clause  might  be,  it  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  Bill,  which  dealt 
with  newspapers.  But  now  the  House 
was  deliberatel3'  inserting  a  clause 
which  was  outside  the  general  scope  of 
the  Bill.  The  present  proceeding  seemed 
to  him  thoroughly  illogical  and  un- 
i*6asoii&bl6 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
did  not  know  what  hon.  Members  might 
have  had  in  their  minds  when  they  voted 
for  the  clause;  but  he  personally  had 


a  very  definite  intention  in  his  mind 
when  he  voted  for  it.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  stand  by  its  decision, 
which  simply  made  our  law  correspond 
with  that  which  was  in  existence  else- 
where, and  which  worked  exceedingly 
well.  This  clause  did  not  apply  only  to 
newspapers,  it  was  true.  It  applied  to 
something  else  as  well.  If  it  was  useful 
in  the  case  of  newspapers,  he  did  not 
see  why  it  should  not  be  applied  to 
things  which  belonged  to  the  same  cate- 
gory. He  hoped,  as  a  lawyer,  that  this 
clause  would  be  accepted  by  the  House. 
He  believed  that  it  would  be  really  use- 
ful. No  serious  objection  had  been 
raised  to  it  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  suggested  that  dif- 
ferent editions  might  be  printed,  one 
containing  the  objectionable  passages, 
and  the  other  not.  It  must  be  proved 
on  the  indictment  that  the  man  had 
published  a  book  which  contained  ob- 
scene passages,  and  a  copy  of  the  book 
being  used  for  the  purpose  of  that 
indictment,  the  person  charged  would 
have  the  fullest  information  as  to  what 
was  the  exact  offence  with  which  he  was 
charged.  He  (Sir  Edward  Clarke)  was 
anxious  to  amend  the  proceedings  of  the 
Criminal  Law  whenever  he  could  and 
as  far  as  he  could,  and  if  he  found  an 
opportunity,  such  as  this,  for  amend- 
ment, in  a  matter  which  was  one  of  the 
most  manifest  absurdities  of  our  pro- 
cedure, he  was  anxious  not  to  lose  the 
opportunity. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  thought 
it  would  be  more  convenient  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  disposed  of  before 
a  general  debate  was  originated. 

Mr.  DARLING  said,  that  if  they 
were  to  make  any  Amendment  of  this 
kind,  he  wished  it  were  left  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  ; 
because  then  they  would  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  having  our  law  made  to 
resemble  the  very  excellent  law  of  Scot- 
land. But  at  present  it  was  provided 
that  particulars  were  to  be  annexed  to 
the  indictments.  Those  particulars  were 
afterwards  to  be  part  of  the  record. 
Now,  it  was  to  the  record  alone  that 
the  defendant  must  look  if  he  wished  to 
bring  error ;  it  was  to  the  record  alone 
the  defendant  must  look  if  he  brought 
error  or  alleged  that  he  had  formerly 
been  acquitted  or  convicted.  Now, 
there  was  no  kind  of  provision  being 
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made  for  the  book  being  made  part 
of  the  record  or  for  its  being  de- 
posited or  being  kept  anywhere.  If, 
after  a  lapse  of  20  years,  a  man  who 
had  been  prosecuted  was  again  prose- 
cuted for  the  same  libel,  all  he  would  be 
able  to  get  would  be  a  copy  of  a  skele- 
ton indictment  and  particulars.  There 
would  be  nothing  to  show  what  the 
words  were  for  the  use  of  which  he  had 
been  formerly  convicted  or  acquitted,  as 
the  case  might  be.  An  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  said  that  hon.  Gentlemen, 
in  voting  for  the  clause,  no  doubt  thought 
they  were  voting  in  the  interest  of  social 
purity.  They  thought  nothing  of  the  kind ; 
they  thought  they  were  voting  for  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General.  He 
(Mr.  Darling)  could  not  help  thinking 
thai  if  the  House  agreed  to  the  clause, 
it  would  be  the  very  worst  day's  work 
that  had  ever  been  done  for  people  who 
might  be  charged  with  libel. 

Mr.  COMMINS  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  last  speaker  as  to  the  injustice  which 
would  be  done  by  the  clause  to  persons 
accused  of  libel.  Moreover,  the  result 
of  the  adoption  of  the  clause  would  be 
that  newspapers  which  were  now  practi- 
cally precluded  from  publishing  indecent 
details  would  state  the  precise  pages  and 
lines  in  the  book  where  the  indecency 
was  to  be  found.  The  public,  therefore, 
would  be  able  to  find  the  indecent  pas- 
sages complained  of  without  the  slightest 
trouble. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  said, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Oommins)  had  given  them  an  argument 
for  printing  openly  in  the  indictment 
the  obscene  passages  complained  of. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seemed 
to  forget  that  people  must  get  a  copy 
of  the  book  to  refer  to  it  when  the  pages 
in  which  the  objectionable  matter  ap- 
peared were  given  in  newspapers.  If 
they  had  not  got  a  copy  of  the  publica- 
tion, they  were  not  likely  to  get  one 
when  an  action  for  libel  was  proceeding. 

Question  put,  and  negaSived. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  said,  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  pointing  out  that  unless 
the  point  taken  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Deptford 

Mr.  Darling 
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(Mr.  Darling)  were  recognized  by 
the  Government  they  would  be  in  the 
ridiculous  position  that  the  defendant 
in  error,  or  on  appeal,  or  on  a  motion 
to  quash,  on  the  ground  that  there  was 
no  libel  whatever — whatever  the  words 
might  be — would  have  nothing  whatever 
to  submit  to  the  Court.  [**  No,  no  !  "] 
Clearly  that  was  so  in  error.  The 
Amendment,  as  now  carried,  did  not  eay 
that  the  book  or  the  words  should  be 
part  of  the  record.  It  only  said  that  the 
mere  particulars  annexed  to  the  indict- 
ment should  be  part  of  the  record,  and 
just  as  they  could  not  go  outside  the 
record  now,  so  they  would  not  be  able 
to  go  outside  the  record  under  this 
Amendment.  As  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  knew, 
the  oases  instancing  this  were  over- 
whelming as  showing  that  where  there 
had  been  an  attempt  in  error,  or  on 
appeal  to  raise  any  question,  aye  or  no, 
as  to  whether  the  matter  given  in  evi- 
dence against  a  defendant  constituted  a 
libel  or  not,  the  defendant  had  been 
unable  to  refer  to  anything  with  regard 
to  it  except  the  record.  He  could  not 
refer  to  the  evidence  given  at  the  trial, 
and  could  not  produce  printed  evidence 
— the  Court  would  recognize  nothing 
but  the  words  of  the  record,  and  unless 
the  Court  held  that  the  words  referred 
to  in  the  particulars  formed  part  of  the 
record,  they  had  reduced  the  Law  of 
Libel  in  this  country  to  a  piece  of  non- 
sense 

Sir  EDWAED  CLARKE  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  under 
a  misapprehension  in  this  matter.  The 
clause,  as  it  now  stood,  provided  that 
the  book  or  newspaper  or  other  docu- 
ment containing  the  alleged  libel  should 
be  deposited  with  the  indictment,  and 
then  the  question  was  as  to  what  part 
of  the  book  or  newspaper  or  document 
was  alleged  to  be  obscene.  The  indict- 
ment was  part  of  the  record.  The  book 
deposited  with  it  was  referred  to  in  the 
indictment,  and  in  the  particulars.  If 
afterwards  the  application  had  to  be 
considered,  and  the  record  looked  at,  the 
book  and  particulars  together  would 
constitute  the  matter. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  It  has  already 
been  decided  that  the  book  referred  to 
in  the  indictment  cannot  be  read. 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE:  Oh,  no! 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Indeed,  that  is 
so. 
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Mr.  FIETH  (Dundee)  said,  he  had 
looked  at  the  Amendment  with  the  view 
of  seeing  exactly  how  this  was,  and  he 
thought  that  in  this  matter  it  would  not 
carry  out  what  was  suggested.  The 
Amendment  said  that  in  the  particulars 
should  be  given  the  exact  place  in  the 
book  where  the  words  of  the  libel  were 
to  be  found,  but  as  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Amendment  that  made  the  book 
itself  part  of  the  record  it  could  not  be 
used  in  evidence. 

8iB  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  they  must  credit  the 
Ck)urt8  in  this  matter  with  some  common 
sense.  If  the  Act  of  Parliament  said  that 
the  book  should  not  be  necessary,  but  that 
the  record  should  give  a  particular  pas- 
sage, bethought  it  might  be  assumed  that 
the  Court  would  see  the  page  referred  to. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  was  more  legal 
than  the  lawyers,  and  raised  this  point 
somewhat  unnecessarily. 

Mb.COMMINS  said,  that  it  was  upon 
the  technicalities  of  the  law  that  they 
were  to  depend  for  the  protection  of  in- 
nocence, and  it  was  also  upon  a  very 
scrupulous  adherence  to  the  Law  of  Evi- 
dence that  tbey  had  to  depend  if  they 
wished  to  prevent  injustice  being  done. 
He  concurred  with  every  word  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  had  said.  But,  besides  the 
objection  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  there 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  greater  flaw  in 
the  Amendment  as  it  now  stood.  What 
did  it  say  ?  Why,  that  they  were  to  get 
rid  of  the  production  of  the  libel  in  the 
indictment,  and  the  objection  then  arose 
that  there  would  be  nothing  in  the 
record.  The  record  defined  what  was 
the  offence  of  which  the  accused  was 
guilty,  and  that  record  had  to  be  made 
up  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  or  the 
Clerk  of  the  Peace,  and  remain  in  the 
archives  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace. 
Now  the  book  itself,  or  series  of  books, 
were  filed,  and  the  objectionable  pas- 
sages transcribed  in  the  record,  or  they 
were  otherwise  thoroughly  indicated, 
no  doubt,  together  with  the  preservation 
of  the  book  itself.  Under  the  clause  as 
it  stood,  the  record  would  be  incomplete, 
and  an  accused  person  might  be  con- 
victed 50  times  over  on  the  same  indict- 
ment, and,  even  if  convicted  in  one  case, 
he  could  be  tried  over  again  and  con- 
Ticted  for  the  same  offence  in  another. 


Mb.  DABLING  said,  he  would  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke) 
whether  it  was  not  possible — because 
there  would  be  the  gravest  doubt  on 
this  point  even  if  the  hon.  Member  were 
right  in  his  opinion — at  this  stage  of  the 
Amendment  to  provide  that  the  particu- 
lar passages  referred  to  in  the  indict- 
ment should  be  part  of  the  record.  If 
that  were  done  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  the  matter ;  but  he  would  ven- 
ture to  think  that  those  hon.  Members 
were  right  who  urged  that  to  make  the 
particulars  part  of  the  record  was  not  to 
make  the  charges  referred  to  in  the  in- 
dictment part  of  the  record.  At  any 
rate,  if  they  made  both  part  of  the 
record  it  would  be  an  advantage. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
that  he  joined  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friends  who  had  spoken  on  this  subject 
in  appealing  to  the  Government  not  to 
press  this  clause  at  the  present  moment. 
There  would  be  an  opportunity  in  the 
other  House  to  insert  those  Amendments 
and  those  clauses  which  were  considered 
necessary,  but  which  there  was  no  time 
now  to  consider  fully.  There  seemed  to 
be  a  difference  of  opinion  between  some 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General,  and 
he  (Mr.  Hunter)  would  not  undertake 
to  say  who  was  right.  He  would  under- 
take to  say,  however,  that  the  law  on 
the  subject  was  extremely  difficult.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  junior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  no  doubt 
had  derived  great  advantage  from  his 
superior  technical  knowledge  on  this 
question,  because  he  had  on  one  occasion 
saved  himself  from  a  very  severe  punish- 
ment by  being  able  to  pick  a  hole  in  an 
indictment  where  all  the  lawyers  en- 
gaged thought  the  indictment  perfectly 
sound.  It  was  an  extremely  technical 
subject,  and  he  (Mr.  Hunter)  saw  no 
provision  in  this  clause  as  now  proposed 
to  secure  that  the  book,  which  was  made 
part  of  the  indictment,  should  be  forth- 
coming with  the  indictment  at  any 
future  time  that  it  might  be  wanted. 
Moreover,  it  seemed  to  him  that  there 
could  be  nothing  more  derogatory  to 
the  dignity  of  Parliament,  and  more 
injurious  to  the  legislation  of  the  coun- 
try, than,  in  a  Bill  which  dealt  only  with 
the  protection  of  newspapers  in  ordinary 
actions  for  libel,  to  introduce  an  amend- 
ment of  the  criminal  procedure  of  the 
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country  in  relation  to  libels  which  had 
nothing  whatsoever  to  do  with  news- 
papers. He  strongly  objected  to  this 
•(five  minutes  to  12''  system  of  legis- 
lation. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  145 ;  Noes 
108  :  Majority  37.— (Div.  List,  No.  169.) 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  he  now  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment  standing  in  his 
name,  namely — 

In  page  1,  line  26,  after  ''  deliberative  par- 
poses,  to  insert  "  and  the  publication  of  any 
notice  or  report  issued  for  the  information  of  the 
public  at  the  request  of  any  Government  office 
or  department,  officer  of  State,  commissioner  of 
police,  or  chief  constable." 

In  moving  the  insertion  of  those  words 
he  should  not  trouble  the  House  with  any 
arguments,  as  he  had  been  able  to  state 
his  views  on  the  matter  on  the  last  oc- 
casion when  they  had  been  in  Com- 
mittee. He  had  reason  to  believe  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  had  no  objection  to 
the  insertion  of  the  words. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  line  26,  after  the  words  *'  delibera- 
tive purposes,"  to  insert  the  words,  "  and  the 
pubboation  of  any  notice  or  report  issued  for 
the  information  of  the  public  at  the  request  of 
any  Government  office  or  department,  officer  of 
State,  commissioner  of  police,  or  chief  con- 
stable."— (Afr.  Lawson.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  EICHAED  WEBSTEE  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  would  point  out  the  desirability 
of  altering  its  form.  It  would  be  better 
that  it  should  read — 

'*  And  the  publication  at  the  request  of  any 
Government  office  or  department,  officer  of 
State,  commissioner  of  police,  or  chief  con- 
stable, of  any  notice  or  report  issued  for  the 
information  of  the  public." 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  he  would  accept 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  he  begged  to 
move  the  next  Amendment  on  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Islington 
(Sir  Albert  Eollit),  in  page  2,  lines  14 
and  15,  to  leave  out  the  words,  "  inte- 
rest and  the  publication  of  which  is  not 
for  the  public  benefit,"  and  insert  the 
word  *' importance."  He  should  like  to 
say  that  the  Committee  which  had  been 
considering  this  Bill,   and  which  was 

Mr.  Hunter 


responsible  for  its  draftsmanBhip,  was 
anxious  that  this  change  should  be 
made ;  but,  as  the  matter  had  been 
fully  argued  in  Committee,  he  would 
not  trouble  the  House  with  any  obser- 
vations on  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  lines  14  and  15,  to  leave  out  the 
words  '*  interest  and  the  publication  of  which 
is  not  for  the  public  benefit,*'  and  insert  the 
word  **  importance." — {Mr.  Lawson.) 

Question  proposed,  '^That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BUI." 

Sir  EICHAED  WEBSTEE  said,  at 
the  time  they  were  discussing  this  clause 
in  Committee,  speaking  for  himself 
only,  he  had  pointed  out  to  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  that  he  was  prepared 
to  assent  to  certain  parts  of  the  section, 
and  it  was  on  that  distinct  understanding 
that  the  words  it  was  now  proposed  to 
leave  out  were  inserted.  It  would, 
therefore,  be  wrong  on  his  part  to  assent 
to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  BEENAED  COLEEIDGE  (Shef  - 
field,  Attercliffe)  said,  he  desired  now 
to  move  an  Amendment  which  was  not 
upon  the  Paper,  and  he  moved  it  in 
this  way,  because  the  subject  had  only 
just  been  brought  to  his  attention.  The 
Amendment  was  to  provide  that  when 
the  question  at  issue  was  whether  or  not 
the  libel  published  was  a  matter  of  pub- 
lic benefit,  it  should  be  a  question  for 
the  jury  to  decide.  It  might  be  said  that 
it  was  altogether  a  matter  for  the  jury 
under  Lord  Campbell's  Act ;  but  when 
under  that  Act  the  defence  set  up  was 
that  the  statement  was  true  in  fact, 
and  that  its  publication  was  for  the 
public  benefit,  the  question  arose  whe- 
ther it  was  for  the  Judge  or  the  jury  to 
decide  whether  it  was  for  the  public 
benefit.  Only  in  May  last  a  learned 
Judge — for  whom,  he  was  sure,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  would 
have  every  respect — namely,  Mr.  Baron 
Huddleston — in  a  case  heard  by  him, 
had  decided  that,  in  his  view,  it  was  for 
him  to  say  whether  or  not  the  publica- 
tion was  for  the  public  benefit,  and  not 
for  the  jury.  Whether  or  not  that  was 
a  right  interpretation  of  the  law  was  not 
for  him  (Mr.  Coleridge)  to  say ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  a  doubt  seemed  to  have  arisen 
as  to  whether  it  was  a  question  for  the 
Judge  or  the  jury,  and  that  doubt  it  was 
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the  object  of  the  Amendment  to  set  at 
rest.  It  was  true  that  in  the  case  de- 
cided hv  Baron  Huddleston  the  decision 
was  in  favour  of  the  defendant.  The 
learned  Judge  had  wished  to  direct  the 
jury  to  return  a  verdict  of  not  guilty, 
oecause  the  defendant  in  the  case  had 
proved  the  truth  of  the  lihel.  Having 
proved  the  truth  of  the  libel,  the  ques- 
tion arose  as  to  whether  the  libel  was 
published  for  the  public  benefit,  and 
that  was  the  point  which  the  learned 
Judge  held  it  was  for  him  to  decide  and 
not  for  the  jury,  and  thereupon  he  had 
directed  a  verdict  for  the  defendant.  But 
supposing  that  it  had  been  the  other 
way,  and  that  the  Judge  had  taken  it 
into  his  head  that  a  certain  libel  was  not 
published  for  the  public  benefit,  then 
— ^although  the  jury  would  have  power 
to  return  a  verdict  of  not  guilty — they 
would  feel  themselves  very  much  bound 
by  the  remarks  of  the  Judge  on  the 
question  of  law,  and  they  would  hanily 
feel  it  within  their  discretion  to  find  a 
verdict  of  guilty  or  not  guilty,  being 
under  the  direction  of  the  Judge,  who 
might  tell  them  that  it  was  for  him  to 
say  whether  or  not  the  libel  was  for  the 
public  benefit.  The  worst  that  could  be 
said  of  the  Amendment  was  that  it  was 
purely  declaratory.  If  it  did  in  any 
way  solve  the  difficulty,  it  did  so  in  the 
direction  favoured  by  the  general  opi- 
nion of  the  Legal  Profession.  He  trusted 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  the  At- 
torney Qeneral  would  not  think  that  he 
had  brought  this  Amendment  forward 
without  cause.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  declared  that,  in  his  view, 
there  was  no  need  for  it,  he  (Mr. 
Coleridge)  should  be  happy  to  with- 
draw it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  Clause  4,  to  insert  the  words 
"Provided  also,  that  in  any  proceeding  for 
libel  in  which  it  shall  be  the  question  in  issue 
whether  the  publication  of  the  matter  com- 
plained of  was  for  the  public  benefit,  such  issue 
shall  be  a  question  of  fact  for  the  determination 
of  the  jury." — {Mr.  Bernard  Coleridge.) 

Question  proposed,  '^That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  EIOHAED  WEBSTER  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  AtterclifTe  (Mr.  Bernard 
Coleridge)  was  expecting  a  good  deal 
when  he  asked  one  to  express  an  opi- 
nion on  an  Amendment  which  he  had 
never  read.  Personally,  he  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster)  never  should   have  thought 


that  there  was  the  slightest  doubt  as  to 
a  question  of  this  kind  being  left  for  the 
jury,  and  he  could  not  take  upon  himself 
the  responsibility  off-hand  of  dividing 
the  House  against  the  Amendment,  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  told  him 
that  there  was  some  doubt  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  he  would  suggest 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  should  accept  the 
Amendment  provisionally,  as  it  could 
hereafter  be  dealt  with  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  words  could  be  there  struck 
out  if  found  to  be  unnecessary. 

Sir  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) 
said,  he  hoped  they  would  not  adopt 
this  haphazard  method  of  legislation, 
and  thought  that  the  House  had  to  com- 
plain of  the  manner  in  which  this 
Amendment  was  sprung  upon  them.  If 
this  sort  of  thing  were  to  go  on,  it  might 
be  necessary  to  take  some  step  to  de- 
fend the  liberty  of  the  House  against 
the  possibility  of  grievous  mistakes 
being  made  in  legislation.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  such  Amendments  as  this 
ought  not  to  be  brought  on  at  such  a 
stage  of  the  Bill,  and  they  ought  not  to 
allow  themselves  to  be  inveigled  into 
any  of  these  declarations  of  the  law 
sprung  upon  them  in  Buch  a  way 
that  even  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  seemed  bewildered  for 
the  moment  as  to  why  he  was  to 
be  drawn  into  the  net.  They  were 
asked  to  stick  in  this  Amendment  like 
sticking  a  pin  into  a  cushion,  and  they 
were  told  that  whether  or  not  it  was 
necessary  should  not  now  be  decided, 
but  should  be  settled  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  Hon.  Members  opposite  seemed 
to  forget  their  anxiety  to  do  away 
with  the  House  of  Lords.  If  they 
were  successful  in  their  attempts  to 
abolish  that  Chamber,  who  would  do 
such  work  as  was  now  proposed  ?  Would 
it  be  the  Clerk  at  the  Taole  who  would 
get  rid  of  these  difficulties  for  them  ?  It 
was  astonishing  to  see  the  remarkable 
cheerfulness  in  which  hon.  Members 
came  forward  to  upset  the  general 
system  of  dealing  with  these  matters. 
M.  Olivier' s  cheerfulness  in  going  to  war 
was  nothing  to  it. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Charles  Lewis)  was  mis- 
taken. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Attercliffe  (Mr. 
Coleridge)  did  not  wish  to  change  the 
law  in  the  slightest  degree.    He  merely 
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said  that  he  was  of  the  same  opi- 
nion as  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General,  but  that  Mr.  Baron  Hnd- 
dleston  had  given  a  decision  adverse 
to  that  opinion,  and  that  there  was  some 
difference  of  opinion  on  this  point 
amongst  the  Judges  and  the  members  of 
the  Leeal  Profession.  All  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  wished  to  do,  under 
the  circumstances,  was  to  make  a  de- 
claratory statement  in  the  Bill  as  to 
what  the  law  was,  that  declaratory 
statement  being  not  only  what  he  him- 
self believed  the  law  to  be,  but  also 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  believed  it  to  be.  The  Amend- 
ment could  do  no  harm,  and  might  do 
some  good;  and,  therefore,  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  hoped  the  House  would 
accept  it. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  as  he  under- 
stood  it,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Attercliffe  (Mr.  Coleridge)  wished  to 
make  a  declaratory  statement  generally 
to  the  effect  that  it  was  for  a  jury  to  de- 
cide the  issue  in  question.  He  doubted, 
however,  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  proposed  to  put  the  Amend- 
ment in  at  the  proper  place,  as  it  was  an 
addition  to  a  special  clause  dealing  with 
a  subject  which  was  hardly  germane  to 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  not 
press  the  Amendment,  because  it  had 
come  upon  the  House  by  surprise,  as,  no 
doubt,  had  the  decision  of  Mr.  Baron 
Huddleston,  for  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  vouched.  He  must 
say  he  thought  Mr.  Baron  Huddleston, 
if  these  facts  were  put  before  him,  would 
be  found  to  say  that  he  had  never  meant 
anything  of  the  kind.  The  statement 
had  not,  he  believed,  appeared  in  any 
authorized  reports,  but  in  one  of  those 
newspaper  reports  which  were  wholly 
unreliable.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  withdrawn. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn, 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  he  begged  to  move  the  omission  of 
the  5th  clause.  That  clause  had  been 
dealt  with  in  a  manner  which  he  was 
sure  had  been  very  hasty  and  ill-con- 
sidered. It  made  a  most  important 
alteration  in  the  law,  and  he  was  sure 
that  last  Wednesday,  when  the  Com- 
mittee determined  to  pass  this  section, 
the  change  which  would  be  mi^de  in  the 

Mr,  Zahaueher0 


law  by  the  section  was  not  appreciated. 
It  proposed  no  less  than  to  repeal  an 
important  provision  in  Lord  Campbell's 
Act,  which  was  that  where  an  apology 
was  pleaded  by  a  newspaper  a  payment 
of  some  money  into  Court  should  also  be 
made.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  desired 
to  call  attention  to  this,  which  had  al- 
ready been  referred  to — namely,  that 
Lord  Campbell's  Act  was  passed  after 
great  consideration.  A  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  was  appointed  to 
consider  the  Law  of  Libel ;  various  per- 
sons were  examined  by  it,  and  a  very 
carefully  prepared  Report  was  made  on 
the  subject  dealing  with  the  whole  ques- 
tion, and  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  confessed 
that  the  debates  on  the  present  measure 
showed  that  that  course  ought  to  have 
been  adopted  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  be- 
cause many  provisions  were  pitchforked 
into  it,  first  by  one  Member  and  then 
by  another,  without  being  properly  con- 
sidered— ^provisions  which  he  thought 
ought  first  to  have  been  submitted  to 
the  consideration  of  some  Committee. 
This  present  point  was  referred  to  very 
fully  by  Lord  Campbell  as  having  been 
most  carefully  considered  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  he 
said  it  was  suggested  that  an  apology 
only  should  be  a  defence.  That  was  the 
statement  in  the  Bill ;  but  he  went  on  to 
point  out  that  the  Committee,  having 
carefully  considered  it,  thought  it  very 
dangerous  that  an  apology  only  should 
be  sufficient.  The  noble  Lord  had 
placed  great  reliance  upon  not  making 
a  simple  apology  a  defence  to  an  action. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  did  not  think 
the  House  ought  to  upset  a  decision  of 
that  kind,  taken  with  g^eat  deliberation, 
without  having  some  really  clear  reason 
before  them  to  show  that  that  course 
should  be  adopted.  For  what  was  the 
result  of  the  clause  as  it  stood  at  present? 
It  would  amount  to  this — that  a  news- 
paper would  be  induced  by  the  action  of 
the  Committee  to  defend  an  action  by 
simply  making  an  apology  and  not  pay- 
ing any  money.  That  was  the  present 
state  of  affairs.  The  position  taken  up 
was  this — that  a  newspaper  might  libel 
a  man  by  some  report  or  other,  and 
might  then  make  what  a  jury  might 
find  an  ample  apology,  and  the  plaintiff 
would  have  to  be  satisfied  with  that. 
But  who  ever  heard  of  such  a  doctrine 
being  laid  down  ?  For,  surely,  if  a  man 
was  libelled  fin  apology  would  not  alwavs 
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be  a  saffioient  recompense.  It  seemed 
a  very  meagre  kind  of  way  to  meet  the 
case,  when  they  had  libelled  a  man,  to 
say — **Iam  very  sorry,  and  most  humbly 
apologize."  Surely  that  was  not  just; 
and  he  thought  they  ought  to  insist 
upon  the  payment  required  by  Lord 
Campbell's  Act,  and  to  provide  that,  in 
cases  where  an  apology  was  sufficient, 
payment  into  Court  of  £10,  £50,  or  £100, 
as  the  case  might  be,  should  be  required. 
If  the  jury  thought  the  sum  paid  into 
Court  was  sufficient  with  the  apology, 
that  was  an  admirable  defence,  and  if 
they  did  not  think  it  sufficient  they  could 
make  it  more  ;  but  it  would  take  away 
altogether  the  cause  of  action  for 
damages.  This  clause  as  it  stood  was, 
to  his  mind,  a  monstrous  violation  of  the 
law,  and  was  simply  inserted  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  newspaper  proprietors  them- 
selves, without  any  Committee  having 
considered  the  matter,  and  without 
witnesses  having  been  called  to  give 
evidence  and  to  say  whether  the  present 
law  had  worked  unfairly  or  not.  These 
newspaper  proprietors  had  caused  this 
to  be  done,  he  did  not  like  to  say  in  their 
own  interests,  but,  of  course,  that  was 
the  case.  He  did  not  think  they  ought 
to  accept  the  clause;  and  believing  it  to 
have  been  passed  hastily,  and  under 
circumstances  to  the  effects  of  which  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  was  not  fully 
called,  he  proposed  to  take  the  sense  of 
the  House  upon  its  continuing  to  be  part 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  believed  he  should 
be  supported  in  this  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General.  [•*  No,  no !  '*] 
At  any  rate,  he  thought  he  should — he 
hoped  so,  at  any  rate.  He  trusted  the 
House  would  come  to  a  conclusion  that 
this  was  a  clause  which  never  ought  to 
have  been  inserted  in  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Clause  6. — (Mr,  Anderson,) 

Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  words  '  In  an  action  for  a  libel 
contained  in  any  newspaper  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  the  defendant  to  raise  by  his  defence  a  plea 
under  the  second  section  of  the  Act  of  the  ses- 
sion  of  the  sixth  and  seventh  years  of  the  reign 
of  Her  present  Majesty,  chapter  ninety-six, 
intituled  *'  An  Act  to  amend  the  law  respecting 
defamatory  words  and  libel,"  without  making 
any  payment  into  court,  and  where  such  a  plea 
has  been  raised  (either  with  or  without  pay- 
ment into  court),'  stand  part  of  the  Bill.'' 

Ma.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  said, 
|hat  under  the  clause,  however  injurious 


a  libel  might  be,  if  only  a  newspaper 
published  an  apology  and  showed  that 
it  had  not  been  actuated  by  malice,  and 
had  been  guilty  of  no  negligence,  the  un- 
fortunate libelled  person  would  have  no 
remedy  whatever.  The  very  grossest 
libels  were  just  those  in  which  it  was 
most  difficult  to  prove  special  malice. 
The  libel  might  be  only  the  substitution 
of  the  name  of  a  clergyman  for  a 
synonymous  name,  upon  the  trial  on  a 
grave  criminal  charge  which  might 
have  the  effect  of  ruining  for  ever  the 
clergyman's  character.  What  remedy 
would  such  a  libelled  person  have 
under  this  clause  ?  Absolutely  none, 
because  the  newspaper  proprietor  would 
show  that  he  had  acted  without  malice 
or  negligence,  and  that  he  had  pub- 
lished an  apology,  and  it  would  be 
held  that  that  apology  was  sufficient. 
That  assumed  that  the  apology  would  be 
received  by  the  same  persons  who  had 
read  the  libel ;  but  it  must  be  within  the 
knowledge  of  hon.  Members  of  that 
House  that  there  were  a  certain  class  of 
papers  which  people  read  very  occasion- 
ally. For  instance,  a  man  who  took  up  a 
copy  of  lyuth  on  starting  on  a  railway 
journey  might  not  be  likely  to  see  that 
paper  again  for  a  considerable  time,  and, 
reading  a  gross  libel  in  the  copy  he 
procured,  he  might  never  see  any  apo- 
logy which  might  subsequently  be  pub- 
lished regarding  that  libel.  He  might 
never  dream  of  buying  the  next  issue. 
That  would  be  a  very  common  case. 
He  (Mr.  Kelly)  asked  whether  it  was 
to  be  possible,  in  such  a  case  as  this, 
for  the  newspaper  proprietor  to  say  that 
he  had  made  the  necessary  amends  by 
publishing  the  apology  in  the  following 
week — to  go  into  Court  and  say  that  he 
had  made  a  little  mistake,  and  that, 
though  the  libelled  person  came  really 
into  Court  to  vindicate  his  character,  he 
should  not  recover  one  farthing  of  the 
costs  to  which  he  must  inevitably  be  put, 
inasmuch  as  the  apology  had  been  made 
and  it  could  not  be  shown  that  special 
damage  had  been  suffered?  A  news- 
paper proprietor  might,  under  those 
circumstances,  libel  anyone  to  his  heart's 
content  without  being  made  in  any  way 
responsible  for  it.  The  clause,  as  it 
stood,  was  not  satisfactory,  and  the 
point  was  whether  the  law  would  not 
be  much  better  without  such  a  provision. 
Holding,  as  he  did,  that  no  Amendment 
would  make  the  clause  work  otherwise 
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than  most  unjustly  to  the  general  public, 
he  had  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
Motion  for  its  rejection. 

Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) 
said,  that  there  were  two  branches  of 
the  clause  to  be  considered,  and  they 
were  both  worthy  of  attention,  though 
up  to  now  only  one  had  been  spoken  of. 
The  first  branch  referred  to  the  payment 
of  money  into  Court,  and  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  this  question  was  being 
argued  solely  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  respectable  papers,  of  which,  hap- 
pily, we  had  a  great  number  in  this  coun- 
try. But  there  were  also,  unfortunately, 
a  large  number  of  papers  which  were  far 
from  respectable,  and  which,  to  a  great 
extent,  traded  on  libellous  matter.  At 
present,  if  a  person  brought  an  action 
against  one  of  these  papers,  and  the 
editor  wanted  to  defend  himself  in  any 
way  such  as  was  indicated,  he  had  by 
this  clause  a  system  of  protection.  This, 
which  was  a  provision  against  rascality, 
which  no  respectable  paper  could  object 
to,  and  which  was  now  being  upset  in  the 
interests  of  good  and  bad  papers  alike. 
He  did  not  believe  for  a  moment  that 
there  was  any  newspaper  represented 
in  that  House  which  would  care  two- 
pence whether  they  had  to  pay  money 
into  Court  in  case  an  action  went  against 
them  or  not,  because  they  would  know 
that  they  would  get  it  back  again.  It 
would  not  harm  such  newspapers.  But 
in  regard  to  the  other  class  of  papers, 
suppose  they  were  dealing  with  papers 
of  the  kind  he  had  indicated,  under  this 
clause  the  proprietor  would  pay  nothing 
into  Court,  and  they  would  have  to  go 
on  with  the  case  to  the  end,  the  man 
would  get  the  benefit  of  such  advertise- 
ment as  he  was  seeking,  and  na  costs 
could  be  obtained,  as  it  might  be  dis- 
covered that  the  only  person  who  was 
responsible  was  the  printer  with  a  set 
of  type  upon  which  there  was  a  bill  of 
sale  already.  It  was  said  that  they 
could  not  deal  with  the  case  by  a  simple 
apology.  Now,  he  would  give  a  case 
in  point  from  his  own  experience,  which 
sounded  most  extravagant  he  knew,  but 
for  the  absolute  accuracy  of  which  he 
vouched  as  he  stood  there.  He  knew  a 
gentleman  who  was  libelled  with  regard 
to  a  matter  of  the  most  personal  cha- 
racter. What  happened  ?  An  apology 
was  inserted  a  day  or  two  afterwards 
under  terror;  but  was  that  all?  This 
paragraph  libelling  the  man  was  copied 
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into  a  San  Francisco  paper — and  the 
man  to  whom  he  was  referring  had 
friends  and  relatives  abroad  in  different 
parts  of  the  world — the  libel,  which  was 
copied  by  the  San  Francisco  paper,  was 
again  put  into  a  New  Zealand  paper, 
and  he  (Mr.  Waddy)  had  a  copy  of  this 
journal  in  his  pocket,  showing  that  the 
libel  in  question  had  actually  gone  all 
round  the  world.  What  remedy  had 
this  gentleman?  They  talked  about 
special  damages;  but  he  could  prove 
no  special  damages  in  this  case — none 
at  all.  But  even  if  damage  had  been 
done  this  gentleman,  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  recover  for  it — they  would 
not  be  able  to  measure  the  damage. 
The  man  might  suffer  the  deepest  per- 
sonal annoyance,  and  his  friends  also 
might  suffer  both  in  the  Eastern  and 
Western  Hemispheres;  and  he  (Mr. 
Waddy)  maintained  that  it  was  not 
sufficient  to  say,  as  many  newspapers 
did — "  Oh,  we  libelled  you ;  but  our 
columns  are  open  to  you  to  answer 
what  we  said  if  you  like.'*  That  posi- 
tion was  taken  up  in  the  case  to  which 
he  was  referring.  They  thought  that 
because  a  person  libelled  could  not  prove 
special  damage  there  was  adequate  com- 
pensation in  an  apology.  He  would 
yield  to  no  hon.  Member  in  his  desire  to 
g^t  rid  of  blackmailing,  and  to  leave  the 
Press  practically  free  and  unfettered  so 
far  as  it  should  be  left ;  but  he  thought 
that  in  this  matter  they  were  in  danger 
of  going  a  little  too  far  now  with  the 
swing  of  the  pendulum.  They  were  not 
confining  their  attention  to  good  papers, 
but  were  putting  the  good,  bad,  and 
indifferent  altogether.  Henceforward 
they  would  be  putting  it  in  the  power 
of  the  bad  papers,  and  of  the  rascally 
proprietors  of  papers,  to  say  what  they 
liked  about  people  without  being  able 
to  punish  them  in  the  way  in  which  men 
of  their  mind  were  only  able  to  appre- 
ciate punishment. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
said,  that,  in  his  humble  opinion, 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  had  very 
little  consideration  for  the  House,  be- 
cause they  had  been  simply  repeat- 
ing the  arguments  they  nad  heard 
in  Committee  when  it  was  decided 
to  accept  this  clause.  He  knew  that 
hon.  and  learned  Members  could  not 
come  under  the  ruling  of  Mr.  Speaker 
for  tedious  repetition  ;  but  every  one  of 
the  arguments  they  bad  us^d  bad  been 
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used  several  times  before.  The  Com- 
mittee had  been  well  aware  of  what  it 
was  doing  when  it  decided  that  this 
clause  should  stand  part  of  the  Bill; 
and  he  earnestly  hoped  that  the  House 
would  not  go  back  and  rescind  the 
decision  so  arrived  at.  He  believed  a 
great  deal  of  what  had  been  said  had 
no  application  to  the  clause,  because  the 
whole  of  it  had  turned  on  the  insertion 
of  an  apology.  Hon.  Gentlemen  seemed 
to  have  forgotten  in  the  instances  they 
had  quoted  that  the  libel  was  to  have 
been  published  without  malice  and  with- 
out negligence.  As  to  the  case  put  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Brigg 
Division,  did  he  allege  that  in  that 
particular  case  the  libel  was  published 
with  malice  and  negligence  ? 

Mr.  WADDY  said,  he  alleged  that  it 
was  utterly  impossible  to  prove  it ;  that 
was  the  point. 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  entered  into  no 
particulars ;  he  had  only  said  that  the 
libel  was  copied  in  different  papers  in 
different  parts  of  the  globe.  He  should 
like  to  hear  what  the  libel  was  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
was  so  injurious  in  this  case.  How 
could  a  libel  be  injurious  when  it  was 
published  without  malice  and  negli- 
gence. 

Mr.  WADDY  said,  he  did  not  say 
it  was  published  without  malice.  What 
he  had  said  was,  that  it  was  just  one 
of  those  cases  which  generally  occurred 
in  which  it  was  utterly  impossible  for 
the  libelled  man  to  prove  malice  or 
negligence. 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  the  whole  thing 
was  very  vague,  and  they  could  not 
understand  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  meant.  It  might  be  because 
he  (Mr.  Lawson)  was  not  so  skilled  in  the 
law  as  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  who 
had  been  obstructing  the  Bill  that  after- 
noon. It  was  assumed  that  a  large 
majority  of  the  newspapers  they  had  to 
legislate  for  were  disreputable  and  ma- 
licious; but,  if  this  clause  were  struck 
out,  they  would  be  sacrificing  the  in- 
terests of  all  those  genuine  and  honest 
newspapers  throughout  the  country 
which  he  had  alluded  to  so  often  before, 
which  were  not  in  the  position  of 
Metropolitan  papers  with  great  resources 
at  their  backs,  but  who,  on  the  contrary, 
had  very  small  means.  These  were 
the  papers  from  whom,  as  hon.  Mem- 
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bers  were  aware,  they  had  received 
letters  from  their  own  localities  recom* 
mending  the  acceptance  of  this  clause. 
By  striking  out  the  clause  they  would 
not  punish  disreputable  newspapers,  but 
would  protect  disreputable  litigants  and 
solicitors.  He  trusted  that,  as  they  had 
had  an  ample  discussion  of  this  matter 
in  Committee,  they  would  not  reduce  the 
Bill  to  a  shadow  of  its  former  self  by 
striking  out  the  clause. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
bethought  the  hon.  Member  for  West  St. 
Pancras  had  pitched  his  speech  some- 
what too  high.  He  thou^t  the  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  have  forgotten  that 
certain  Members  stated  distinctly,  when 
they  voted  for  the  second  reading  of  this 
clause,  that  they  voted  for  it  on  the 
understanding  that  such  modification 
would  be  made  in  it  as  would  prevent 
the  words  '' special  damage"  remaining 
in. 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  he  was  well 
aware  of  that,  and  he  only  meant  that 
the  clause  should  remain  in  in  a  modi- 
fied form. 

8m  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  he 
had  considered  whether  any  Amendment 
of  the  clause  in  the  way  of  cutting  out 
the  words  would  be  sufficient  to  meet 
the  objections  entertained  to  it.  If  there 
was  any  grievance  which  could  be  met 
without  any  harm  being  done  to  suitors, 
they  ought  to  meet  him ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  that  to  strike  out  the  words 
^'special  damage"  would  simply  be  to 
re-enact  the  law  as  it  at  present  stood. 
The  object  of  the  clause  was  to  free  a 
newspaper  proprietor  from  liability 
when  a  libel  had  been  published  in  his 
paper  without  malice  and  without  negli- 
gence, where  the  person  libelled  could 
not  prove  special  damage.  In  such  a 
case,  therefore,  the  clause  would  make 
the  insertion  of  an  apology  an  answer  to 
the  action ;  but  as  he  did  not  believe  that 
such  a  change  in  the  law  would  be  a 
salutary  one,  he  thought  that,  inasmuch 
as  newspaper  proprietors  had  already 
obtained  many  valuable  improvements 
made  in  their  favour  by  the  earlier  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  it  would  be  advisable 
for  them  to  consent  to  having  this  clause 
struck  out. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  said,  with  regard  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
St.   Pancras  (Mr.  Lawson)  as  to  cases 
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not  being  proved  in  this  House,  the  fact 
was  that  oases  had  been  proved  over  and 
over  again  where  absolute  injury  had 
been  done  to  individuals  by  respectable 
newspapers,  whose  only  plea  was  that 
they  inserted  these  libels  without 
malice.  Why,  it  was  just  that  kind  of 
newspaper  that  could  put  in  that  plea. 
No  one  would  contend  for  one  moment 
that  the  editor  of  The  Tinm,  Daily  Tele- 
graph.  Daily  News,  Morning  Post,  Stan- 
dard, and  papers  of  that  kind  would 
allow  libels  to  appear  in  their  papers 
maliciously ;  but  they  wanted  to  protect 
a  man  against  being  libelled  in  these 
newspapers  by  some  vagabond  outside, 
who  would  send  in  reports  which  would 
£nd  their  way  into  the  papers  on  the 
ground  that  they  came  from  perfectly 
untainted  sources.  What  he  felt  was 
that,  above  everything,  it  was  the  duty 
of  this  House  to  protect  the  characters 
of  individuals.  The  newspapers  of 
this  country  were  of  great  power.  They 
were  often  told  that  the  newspapers 
were  the  fourth  estate  of  the  Eealm. 
That  might  be  so;  but  every  other 
estate  of  the  Kealm  was  bound  more  or 
less  by  responsibilities,  and  was  it  to  be 
said  that  the  fourth  estate  was  to  be 
relieved  of  all  responsibility  and  of  all 
liability  ?  It  was  to  the  interest  of  the 
community  that  they  should  take  mea- 
sures to  protect  individual  character, 
and  make  it  as  difficult  as  possible  for 
the  libeller  to  get  away  firom  his  respon- 
sibility. They  had  endeavoured  to 
amend  the  clause  when  the  Bill  was  in 
Committee,  and  certain  Amendments 
had  been  agreed  to ;  but  it  was  distinctly 
understood  at  that  time  that  certain 
other  Amendments  were  to  be  made,  or 
attempted  to  be  made,  when  the  clause 
oame  up  again  on  Eeport. 

Sib  CHAELES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) 
said,  he  desired  to  know  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  words  **  special 
damage?"  Everyone  knew  how  diffi- 
cult it  was  to  dissect  ordinary  damage, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  that  con- 
sideration rendered  it  all  the  more 
necessary  that  hon.  Members  should  be 
extra  careful  in  dealing  with  the  main 
bulk  of  the  clause,  and  that  they  should 
make  up  their  minds  whether  they  in- 
tended to  enunciate  the  doctrine  that  an 
apology  should  be  sufficient. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERB  (Northampton) 

said,   the  main  objection  of  hon.  and 

-  learned  Gentlemen,  he  gathered,  was  to 
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the  word  *^  special ;  "  but  that  word  was 
not  in  the  Bill  as  originally  framed.  It 
was  put  in  by  an  Amendment  in  Com- 
mittee. ["No,  no!"]  There  was  a 
Division  on  the  Question,  and  the  word 
was  challenged,  and  the  Committee 
divided  in  favour  of  it—that  was  to  say, 
the  House  decided  in  favour  of  the 
clause  with  this  word  in  it.  He  could 
perfectly  well  understand  that  there 
were  objections  to  the  word  *'  special," 
and  he  would  venture  to  suggest  that 
the  House  should  pass  the  clause,  and 
that  then  those  who  were  personally  in 
favour  of  the  word  "  special "  should 
give  up  their  point,  and  agree  to  the 
clause  without  that  word.  Many  hon. 
Members  would  vote  on  this  question 
blindly,  and  would  not  look  into  the 
matter ;  and  he  would,  therefore,  ask 
the  House  to  consider  the  words  he 
would  suggest  to  them,  and  to  see  how 
the  clause  would  be  without  the  word 
''special,"  and  the  House  could  then 
come  to  a  conclusion  as  to  whether 
newspapers  would  be  put  to  any  disad- 
vantage, or  whether  any  injustice  would 
be  done  to  litigants.  The  words  he 
suggested  were — 

'*  If  it  shall  appear  on  the  trial  that  any  libel 
was  made  without  malice  and  without  negli- 
gence, and  that  the  defendant  had  inserted  an 
apology  as  by  the  Act  provided,  the  plaintiff 
shall  not  be  entitled  to  recover  any  aamages 
except  such  damages  as  he  can  prove  that  he  has 
sustained  by  the  publication  of  such  libel.*' 

He  would  put  it  to  hon.  Members 
whether,  if  the  clause  were  put  in  that 
way,  it  would  be  any  sort  of  injustice  to 
those  who  brought  complaints  against 
newspapers.  He  would  point  out  that 
it  was  possible,  if  the  word  ^^  special" 
were  left  in,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  and  the  Gt)vernment 
would  be  inclined  to  vote  against  the 
Bill  on  the  third  reading.  There  was  a 
good  deal  in  leaving  out  the  word 
'^  special."  There  was  a  good  deal 
in  the  Bill  which  would  be  useful 
to  newspaper  proprietors  and  d  for- 
tiari  to  the  public  as  well ;  and  under 
the  circumstances  he  would  not  like  to 
risk  losing  the  whole  cake  by  insisting 
upon  one  particular  plum  in  it.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  they  would  adopt 
the  clause  on  the  understanding  that  the 
word  **  special"  would  not  be  pressed. 

Sir  ALGERNON  BORTHWICK 
(Kensington,  S.)  said,  he  certainly  should 
press  this  clause  to  a  Division,  as  ho  con- 
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Bidered  it  the  most  valuable  clause  in 
the  Bill.  It  was  particularly  levelled 
at  proteeting  newspapers  from  the  un- 
fair attacks  of  speculative  attorneys  and 
plaintiffs.  Papers,  as  a  rule,  had  a  gpreat 
deal  of  regard  for  the  feelings  of  persons 
libelledi  and  though  the  House  had 
heard  a  great  deal  of  libel  oases  they 
had  had  only  special  cases  cited,  and  he 
did  not  think  they  had  at  all  fairly  con- 
sidered the  question  from  a  broad  point 
of  view.  Throughout  his  experience  on 
the  Press  he  had  always  found  that  the 
great  mass  of  papers  were  only  too  ready 
to  rectify  a  libel,  not  only  to  explain,  but 
also  to  pay.  They  were  quite  ready  to 
pay  whenever  they  thought  injustice  had 
Deen  committed.  They  were  always 
ready  to  give  compensation  where  any 
special  or  even  general  damage  could  be 
shown;  they  did  this  willingly  and  with- 
out a  murmur.  The  newspapers  did  not 
complain  of  the  law,  they  did  not  com- 
plain of  special  damages,  or  a  proper 
action  being  brought  against  them,  but 
the  oomplaint  was,  that  where  they  might 
have  published  libels  without  malice  or 
negligence,  some  libels  which  would 
never  have  been  taken  hold  of  by  a 
respectable  person,  they  were  taken  up 
by  an  impecunious  nobody  who  was 
prompted  by  some  little  lawyer  to  bring 
an  action.  There  were  libels  and  libels. 
Sometimes  the  matters  complained  of 
were  libels,  though  generally  they  were 
not,  and  in  most  cases  the  newspapers 
were  told  by  their  legal  advisers  that  it 
was  better  to  compromise,  as  otherwise 
they  would  not  get  their  costs.  He 
thought  that  it  was  necessary  that  this 
clause  should  be  retained  in  order  to 
prevent  frivolous  actions.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  vote  the  clause  as  it 
was  voted  by  the  Cummittoe.  There 
were  certain  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
which  could  not  be  taken  until  the  clause 
was  voted,  and  whatever  might  be  the 
opinion  of  the  House  on  the  details,  he 
hoped,  at  any  rate,  that  the  principle  of 
the  clause  would  be  unanimously 
adopted. 

Mb.  COMMINS  (Roscommon,  S.) 
said,  he  could  not  understand  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  Bart,  the  Member  for 
South  Kensington  (Sir  Algernon  Borth- 
wick).  Under  Lord  Campbell's  Act  a 
newspaper  had  power  to  pay  a  sum  of 
money  and  to  plead  an  apology.  The 
hon.  Baronet  said  he  had  always  found 
newspapers  eager  to  pay  money  into 


Court  where  damage  had  been  done. 
What,  therefore,  could  be  the  objection 
to  the  provision  under  Lord  Campbell's 
Act  ?  In  the  case  of  a  man  who  was 
libelled,  either  he  was  injured  or  he  was 
not,  and  if  he  was  injured  he  (Mr. 
Commins)  failed  to  see  why  the  news- 
paper should  be  relieved  of  all  liability. 
He  regarded  it  as  a  misfortune  that 
hon.  .Gentlemen  who  were  not  lawyers 
should  have  to  deal  with  these  legal 
questions,  as  it  got  them  into  such 
messes  as  the  Houses  were  now  in  with 
regard  to  ''  special  damages."  It  must 
be  remembered  that  special  damages 
were  not  always  capable  of  proof,  and 
that  a  man  might  have  suffered  serious 
injury  by  libel  although  it  might  not  be 
possible  for  him  to  prove  that  he  was 
refused  the  sale  of  a  pound  of  sugar  or 
a  pound  of  meat  by  tradesmen  in  con- 
sequence of  such  libel.  A  man  whose 
character  was  injured  was  clearly  en- 
titled to  compensation,  and  the  only 
chance  he  had  of  having  his  character 
reinstated  was  by  bringing  an  action 
and  going  into  the  witness-box. 
Looking  at  the  Bill  as  having  passed 
into  law  and  become  a  Working  Act, 
the  result  of  the  clause  would  be  that 
the  newspaper  proprietor  who  had 
libelled  a  man,  wronged  his  character, 
taken  away  his  means  of  living,  and 
inflicted  upon  him  pain  that  would  not 
cease  as  long  as  he  lived,  could  further 
inflict  upon  him  a  bill  of  costs,  and  thus 
deprive  him  of  his  last  crust ;  because 
the  man  would  be  under  the  imperative 
necessity  of  clearing  himself  in  the 
witness-box.  The  effect  of  the  clause 
would  thus  be  that  a  man  could  only 
clear  his  character  by  flnal  ruin.  Now, 
if  any  provision  had  been  introduced 
into  the  Bill  that  would  deprive  the 
proprietor  under  all  circumstances  of 
the  right  of  claiming  costs,  the  case 
would  be  bad  enough;  but  if  suoh  a 
provision  as  he  had  tried  to  persuade 
the  Committee  to  accept  had  been  ad- 
mitted— namely,  that  the  proprietor 
should  assist  the  individual  libelled  in 
getting  satisfaction  from  his  slanderer 
by  handing  over  the  notes,  or  by  pro- 
ducing a  witness  to  prove  the  slander,  he 
should  have  been  inclined  to  support  the 
clause.  But  nothing  of  the  kind  had 
been  done,  and  it  was  here  intended  to 
add  another  great  source  of  evil  to  the 
Bill,  and  place  the  person  libelled  in  a 
more  unfortunate  position  than  befor9r 

8  0? 
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He  thought  there  should  be  no  more 
immunity  for  a  newspaper  proprietor 
who  destroyed  the  character  of  an  indi- 
vidual than  there  was  for  any  one  else 
eng^S^d  ^^  ordinary  trade  operations. 

Mr.  ANDEBSON  rose  in  his  place, 
aud  claimed  to  move,  '^  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put." 

Question, ''  That  the  Question  be  now 
put/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  ''  That  the 
said  words  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  1 07  ; 
Noes  230:  Majority  123.— (Div.  List, 
No.  170.) 

Bemaining  words  of  Clause  omitted. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  apon 
Wednesday  next. 

REFORMATORY    SCHOOLS    ACT    (1866) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.-[Bill  161.] 

(Mr,  Bugdale,   Mr.    JFhitmore^  Mr.    TTharton^ 

Mr,  Cunon,  Mr,  Dixon,  Mr,  Mark  Stewart.) 

CONSIDEBATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered, 

Mb.  W.  F.  LAWEBNCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  said,  when  the  Bill  was  in 
Committee  he  had,  on  short  Notice, 
drafted  a  clause  with  reference  to  the 
form  of  Order  for  detention  of  offenders, 
which,  having  been  hurriedly  considered, 
was  rejected  by  the  Committee.  But 
thinkiug  that  there  were  good  reasons 
for  tiie  admission  of  the  clause,  he  had 
redrawn  it,  and  now  begged  to  sub- 
mit it  to  the  House.  He  found  since 
last  week  that  he  had  ample  ground  to 
go  upon.  The  Bill  proceeded  on  the 
lines  of  the  Act  of  1866,  and  as  his 
desire  was  to  follow  that  Act  more 
strictly  than  was  done  in  the  Bill,  he 
had  adapted  the  clause  which  required 
the  gaoler  to  detain  the  offender  for  14 
days  to  the  case  provided  for  in  the 
Bill.  His  object  was  to  impress  on  the 
person  detaining  the  offender  and  the 
offender  himself  the  nature  and  im- 
portance of  the  position  in  which  they 
would  stand  to  each  other.  He  thought 
it  should  be  made  clear  to  the  House 
that  a  new  position  was  about  to  be 
created.  He  pointed  out  that  while  the 
keeper  was  not,  as  the  Bill  stood,  to 
have  brought  home  to  him  the  conse- 
quences of  any  casual  neglect,  the  per- 
son in  his  charge  was  liable  to  three 
months'  imprisonment,  with  or  without 
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hard  labour,  if  he  took  French  leave  and 
ran  away  from  him — that  was  to  say,  to 
avoid  the  objectionable  practice  of  send- 
ing a  boy  to  prison  in  the  first  instance, 
he  might  run  away  and  then  get  a  sen- 
tence of  three  months'  imprisonment. 
For  those  reasons,  he  thought,  they 
ought  in  the  most  formal  way  to  set  out 
the  position  as  between  the  keeper  and 
the  offender  in  the  manner  proposed  in 
the  Schedule  to  which  the  clause  he  was 
about  to  move  referred.  He  was  prepared 
not  merely  to  support  the  clause  on  princi- 
ple, but  also  the  Schedule  which  he  should 
propose,  and  which  was  wholly  unobjec- 
tionable as  well  as  quite  desirable.  It 
was  unobjectionable  because  it  followed 
exactly  Uie  order  for  detention  con- 
tained in  the  Act  of  1866,  which,  like 
his  new  clause,  was  permissive.  It 
seemed  to  him  unwise  to  give  a  boy 
who  had  been  sentenced  to  four  years 
in  a  reformatory  school  the  chance  of 
escaping  too  easily  from  his  keeper 
during  his  14  days'  detention. 

New  Clause — 

(Form  of  Order  of  detention.) 

**  The  order  for  the  detention  of  an  offender 
made  in  pursuance  of  this  Act  may  as  to  its 
formal  parts  be  in  the  form  set  forth  in  the 
Schedule  to  this  Act,  and  shall  contain  on  the 
face  of  it  the  penalties  incurred  by  persons 
under  section  seven  of  this  Act,*' — (Mr,  W,  F, 
Lawnnee,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Clause  be  read  the  second  time,'' 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  said,  he  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  that  it  was,  in  regard  to  this 
new  departure,  necessary  to  take  all 
possible  precautions  with  a  view  to  pre- 
venting the  powers  of  the  Bill  to  be  exer- 
cised with  laxity.  But  he  might  observe 
that  it  was  very  doubtful  whether  the 
first  part  of  the  proposed  clause  was 
necessary.  His  hon.  Friend  would  find 
that  by  the  36th  section  of  the  Act  of 
1866,  certain  forms  might  be  used  to 
meet  circumstances  which  might  arise, 
and  that  one  of  these  was  the  form  of 
order  for  detention,  which  he  submitted 
with  a  slight  alteration  could  be  made 
appropriate  to  the  Bill.  He  failed  to 
perceive  what  it  was  his  hon.  ^Friend 
had  added  to  the  clause  of  the  Act  of 
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1866  by  his  olanse  and  Sohedule  which 
they  could  usefully  adopt.  He  obaerred 
that  his  hoD.  Friend  made  it  compulsory 
that  there  should  be  a  statement  on  the 
faoe  of  thodeteDtion  order  of  the  penalty 
to  which  persons  might  be  liable  for 
what  he  might  call  escapinz  from  the 
Bill.  But  he  thought  it  would  be  muoh 
mora  desirable  to  take  powers  for  a 
Publio  Department  which  had  ample 
time  for  the  purpass  to  settle  the  neces- 
sary forms. 

Mb.  DUGDAIjE  (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton)  said,  he  agreed  that  the 
form  of  order  far  detention  should  bear 
on  its  face  tbe  penalties  incurred  by 
persons  for  evading  the  Act;  but  he  did 
not  see  any  neoessity  for  any  form  being 
set  oat  in  a  Schedule  to  the  Bill,  beoaiue 
it  was  provided  that  the  Act  of  1866 
shoold  bo  constantly  at  one  with  this 
Aot,  and  by  Section  36  of  the  former 
Act  it  was  provided  that  no  summoos 
or  order  for  oarrjing  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  should  be  invalid  for  want  of 
form,  and  that  the  Schedules  might  be 
used  with  such  variations  as  might  be 
required.  Therefore  he  thought  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Qontleman  un- 
necessary, and  would  prefer  to  leave  it 
to  the  Home  Office  to  frame  rules,  or 
else  to  follow  the  Act  of  1866  with  suoh 
alterations  of  form  as  might  be  neces- 
sary. 

Hk.  TOMUNSON  (Preston)  said,  he 
did  not  think  they  ought  to  pass  an  Act 
with  any  doubtful  matter  in  it.  It 
would  be  premature  to  express  any 
opinion  on  the  Schedule  of  the  hon. 
Ctentleman  now ;  but  he  hoped  the 
clanse  would  be  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  8TUAET-W0ETLEY  suggested, 
that  after  "  be,"  in  line  2,  they  should 
odd  tho  words — 

*'  Sucb  SB  from  time  to  time  ihall  1»  framed 
by  one  of  Her  Mkjestj'i  Secretaries  of  State, 
and  ihiil  cantain  on  the  face  of  it  tho  penaltior 
provided  for  by  this  Act." 

Mr.  J.  a.  TALBOT  COsford  Univer- 
sity) said,  this  proposal  went  against 
the  principle  that  the  Act  ought  to  be 
complete  in  itself.  It  was  pretty  gene- 
rally admitted  that  one  of  the  great 
faults  of  modern  legislation  was  that  it 
was  BO  common  for  one  Aot  to  refer  to 
others,  and  it  was  a  pity  to  repeat  this 
error.  If  the  forms  of  the  Act  of  1866 
were  good,  he  did  not  see  why  they 
were  not  good  enough  for  the  present 
SiU. 
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Mk.  BADCUFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  said,  the  change  made  by  the 
Bill  was  clearly  not  contemplated  by  the 
Act  of  IS66,  and  tbe  ciroumetanoes  under 
which  the  forme  could  be  varied  could 
not  by  any  stretching  be  considered  to 
bave  relation  to  the  cases  contemplated 
by  the  Bill.  Tlie  Act  of  1866  provided 
for  the  temporary  imprisonment  of  the 
juvenile  ofiendar,  whereas  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  exactly  the  opposite.  It 
provided  that  the  offender  should  not  be 
imprisoned,  but  that  in  order  that  he 
should  not  be  contaminated  during  the 
time  he  was  waiting  to  be  sent  to  a 
reformatory  he  should  be  kept  in  the 

Srivate  oustody  of  some  person.  Ho 
id  not  think  the  Bohedule  of  the  hon. 
Oentleman  desirable. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
they  ought  to  provide  machinery  to 
allow  the  Act  to  be  properly  worked  the 
moment  it  came  into  force. 

Verbal  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed — 

In  line  2  of  tbe  nev  Clauae  to  leave  out 
tbe  words  "  in  tbe  form  set  forth  in  the  Schedule 
of  thii  Act."  and  insert" with  such  variations 
as  oircumitanoea  require,  at  (hall  be  from  time 
to  Ume  prescribed  by  one  of  Her  Uajesty'a 
principal  Seoretaries  of  State."— (#r.  5luarl- 
Worlley.) 

Amendment  agreed  h. 

Clause,  as  amended,  addtd  to  the  Bill. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Duodale  the 
following  Amendment  made: — InOtause 
4,  page  2,  line  11,  leave  out  "polioe" 
and  insert  "  a  police  officer  appointed 
for  the  purpose  by  tho  saia  Court 
Justices  or  magistrate;"  in  Clause  5, 
page  2,  line  19,  after  "magistrate"  in- 
sert "and  thence  to  the  reformatory 
school." 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Fi-idag. 

DI8TEB6S  FOB  BEMT  (DUBLIN)  BILL, 

[Mr.  Murphy,  Mr.  Johnitan,  Mr.  J}tryer  Oray, 
Mr.  T.  D.  Sallifttn,  Captam  McCabmttt,  Mr. 
T.  HarringUm.) 

[bill  159.]      OOHHITTEK. 

Bill  eontidirid  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  4,  inclusive,  agried  to. 

Clause  5  (Certain  goods  exempted 
from  distress  and  execution). 

The  chairman  :  I  have  to  point 
out  that  the  Amendment  to  this  clause, 
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in  the  name  of  the  boo.  Uember  for 
North  Sligo  (Mr.  P.  McDonald)  is  not 
within  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  It  pro- 
poses to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court  of  Conscience,  which  could  only 
be  done  by  instructian  before  the  Bill 
went  into  Committee. 

Clause  agrttd  to. 

Clauses  6  to  8,  incluaire,  agrttd  to. 

Claaso  9  (Public  store  to  be  main, 
tained  by  the  municipal  authoritj). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  MtrapHT  the 
following  Amendment  made: — In  page 
2,  line  36,  after  "times"  insert  "ant' 
in  such  manner." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrttd  to. 

Bemaining  Glauses  agrttd  to. 

Bill  rtporttd,  with  an  amended  Title . 
as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morroui, 

OATHS  BILL— [Bill  7.] 
{Mr.  BraeUaugh,  Sir  John  Simon,  Kr.  Etlly,  Mr. 

Cmtrtntg  JTmny,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Ceteridgt,  Mr. 

JUiHgieorlA,  Mr.  Riehitrd,  Ctlontt  Eyre,  Mr 

Jmu  OeUingt.) 
couuiTTBB.    \^Pr{^rMt,  13M  /untf.] 

BUI  eoHiidtrtd  in  Committee. 

Clause  1  (affirmation  may  be  made 
instead  of  oath). 

Amendment   proposed,    in    page 
line  5,   after   the  word   "person," 
insert  the  words  "  excepting  those  who 
state  they  have  no  religious  belief."  -- 

(Jfr.JVWTM.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  N0HKI8  (Tower  Hamlefs,  Lime- 
house)  said,  the  question  before  the 
Committee  was  that  of  the  Amendment 
which  he  had  moved  a  week  ago  and 
which  he  hoped  would  to-day  be 
accepted.  He  would  not  disguise  from 
the  Committee  that  his  Amendment 
should  be  construed  as  the  outcome  of 
his  desire  to  cripple  the  Bill,  and  he 
would  add  that  he  should  be  very  ^ad 
if  that  result  was  to  be  attained.  But 
apart  from  that,  there  were  many  diffi- 
culties which  would  be  created  by  the 
Bill.  It  had  been  pointed  out  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Deptford 
(Mr.  Darling),  on  a  previous  occasion, 
that  it  would  have  the  effect  of  causing 
much  difficulty  in  the  Law  Courts,  if 
people  of  all  persuasions,  such  as  Hin- 
doos and  Uahommedans,  were  to  insist 
Tit  Chairman 
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on  other  forms  of  affirmation.  On  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  stated  that  he  was  prepared  to 
stand  up  before  God  and  his  fellow-men 
and  declare  that  he  would  do  that  which 
was  right.  That  was  what  he  (Mr. 
Norrie)  thought  they  had  an  opportunity 
of  doing  now;  every  Member  who  had 
been  elected  for  any  constituency  in  the 
Kingdom  under  those  circumstances  had 
taken  bis  seat  in  that  House  without 
difficulty.  He  was  not  opposed  to  the 
freedom  of  the  Press,  or  the  freedom 
of  the  subject  in  any  other  walk  or 
position  in  life  ;  but  in  a  case  of  this 
kind  there  was  a  line  to  be  drawn, 
and  he  did  think  it  was  for  the  House 
to  put  some  limit  upon  the  application 
of  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  As  he 
had  stated,  it  was  hia  intention,  and 
that  of  his  hon.  Friends,  to  contest  the 
Bill  step  by  step.  On  the  other  hand 
he  did  not  wish  to  impart  into  his  re- 
marks  any  references  of  a  personal 
character.  There  were  oonsidorations 
of  a  higher  nature  involved  here,  and 
he  could  not  but  think  that  this  Bill 
would  have  the  effect  of  undermining 
that  faith  which  was  inherited  by  and 
believed  in  by  the  English  people.  He 
thought  it  would  be  a  good  thing  if  the 
Committee  would  follow  the  manly 
words  spoken  by  the  present  Emperor 
of  Germany  in  his  address  to  his  people 
— that  they  should  set  an  example  to 
nations,  "foster  piety  and  the  fear  of 
God,"  and  be  the  true  guardians  of  the 
rights  of  the  people. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dividtd: — Ayes  108; 
Noes  206  :  Majority  97.— (Div.  List, 
No.  171.) 

It  being  half  after  Five  of  the  clock, 
the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  hia 
Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wtdnttday  next. 

Q  UE  STI  ONS  . 

CRIMINAL      LAW     AND     PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— CONS  PIRACY— 
RELEASE  OP  KILLEAQH  PRISONERS. 
Mb.   JOHN  MOELEY   (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :    I  wish  to  as^  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    the  Chief   Secretary 
for   Ireland    (Mr.    A.    J.    Balfour)    a 
Question  of  whioh  I  have  given  him 
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priTate  Notice — that  is,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  the  Court  of  Exchequer  in 
Dublin  to-day  discharged  the  prisoners 
from  Killeagh,  and  whether  they  have 
discharged  them  on  the  ground  that 
there  was  absolutely  no  evidence  of  con- 
spiracy ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  It  is 
quite  true,  as  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
has  stated,  that  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
has  discharged  the  prisoners ;  but  it  is 
not,  however,  accurate  to  say  that  they 
have  been  discharged  on  the  ground 
that  there  was  absolutely  no  evidence 
of  conspiracy.  On  the  contrary,  there 
was  the  clearest  evidence  that  there  was 
conspiracy  punishable  at  Common  Law, 
but  it  was  held  that  there  was  not 
sufficient  evidence  of  that  particular 
kind  of  conspiracy  that  was  necessary 
nnder  the  Act. 

Mr.  OOMMINS  (Roscommon,  S.) :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  if  at  the  Crimes 
Court  now  sitting  at  Castlerea  the  Crown 
agents  had  persistently  refused  to  pro- 
duce the  depositions  taken  against  the 
persons  returned  for  trial  and  charged 
with  conspiracy,  notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  the  first  section  of  the 
Crimes  Act ;  and,  whether  they  had 
done  so  by  the  direction  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  puts  a  Question  on  the  Paper 
I  will  inquire  into  the  matter. 


THE  EXECUTIVE  (IRELAND)  —  RU- 
MOUEED  RESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CHIEF  SECRETARY  TO  THE  LORD 
LIEUTENANT. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  is  it  true,  as 
stated  in  the  newspapers,  that  he  has 
already  resigned  or  is  about  to  resign 
his  Office  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 
no  objection  to  answer.  It  is  one  of 
those  ridiculous  fictions  so  current  in 
the  Irish  Press. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) : 
May  I  ask,  whether  the  Irish  Press  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers 
is  not  a  supporter  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  did  not  reply. 


Mr.  CLANCY :  May  I  ask,  with  re- 
ference to  the  Question  put  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Ros- 
common (Mr.  Commins),  and  as  it  is  a 
matter  of  urgency — because  I  under- 
stand the  Crown  have  refused  at  three 
or  four  different  times  to  comply  with 
the  Provisions  of  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  as  the  trial  is  proceeding,  and  will 
also  be  on  to-morrow — may  I  ask,  are 
we  to  be  told  in  this  House  that  the 
Crown  have  no  information  on  questions 
of  this  sort — namely,  whether  they  are 
content  to  sanction  a  distinct  violation 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir.  If 
I  am  asked  distinctly  that  Question,  I 
shall  have  no  difficulty  in  stating  that 
the  Crown  are  not  prepared  to  sanction 
a  distinct  violation  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  Then  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  telegraph  to  his  man- 
agers at  Castlerea,  and  press  them  to 
produce  these  depositions  that  have 
been  so  repeatedly  refused  by  the  Crown  ? 

[No  reply.] 

MOTION . 


commons  regulation  provisional  ordbb 
[therpield  heath]  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart- Wortloy,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Provisional  Order  for  the  Regulation 
of  Therfield  Heath  and  Greens,  situated  in  the 
parish  of  Therfield,  in  the  county  of  Hertford, 
in  pursuance  of  a  report  from  the  Land  Com- 
missioners for  England,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Stuart- Wortloy  and  Mr.  Secrstory 
Matthews. 
Bill  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  301.] 

House  adjourned  at  Ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  2lst  June,  1888. 
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Third  i?^arfiw^— National  Debt  (Supplemental) 
(155),  BJi'^  passed. 

Report^  Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland)  ,1875,  Amend- 
ment* (112-168). 
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PsoTiaioNAi.   Order   Biu.b  - 

Tramway*  (No.  2)  •  (166). 
Third  Siadiug — ElementiHy  EducaUon  (Bir- 

miDgham)*  (101),  axiAptued. 

METROPOLIS  (OPEN  SPACES)— PROVI. 

SION    FOR    SEATS   IN   PARLIAMENT 

SQUARE.— QUESTION. 

In  replj  to  the  Earl  of  Meath, 

Lord  HENNIKER  aaid,  he  had 
asked  the  First  Commiaeioner  of  Works 
whether  he  could  put  any  seats  in  Far. 
lianent  Square,  in  the  vicinity  of  Can. 
ning's  statue,  and  he  bad  instructed  him 
to  say  that  lie  was  prepared  to  do  eo. 

NORTH  SEA  FISHEEaBS  BILL.-(No.  IfiS.) 
(^Tht  Barl  of  OniloK.) 
SECOND   BXADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, lead. 

The  SEOEETABT  to  thb  BOARD 
or  TEADE  (The  Earl  of  Onslow), 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,  said,  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  carry  out  a  Conven- 
tion entered  into  nith  the  Government 
of  other  Fowers  interested  in  the  North 
Sea  £iiheries.  The  Bill  sought  to  pre- 
vent what  was  becoming  a  very  grave 
Boandal — namely,  the  sale  of  spirituous 
liquors  on  board  vessels  known  as 
"coopers."  The  measure  was  identical 
with  the  legtelatioQ  proposed  by  the 
other  countries  interested,  and  the  penal- 
ties were  the  same  as  those  imposed  by 
the  Sea  Fisheries  Act  of  1883. 

MovtS,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
—{Tht  Earl  of  Onikv.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  eommitled  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

METROPOLIS  (STREET  IMPROVE- 
MENTS)—PROPOSED  NEW  STREET 
FROM  PALL  MALL  TO  TRAFALGAR 
SQUARE  THROUGH  SPRING  GAR- 
DENS. 

QDBSTION.       OUSERVATIONS. 

LoED  THTJELOW  said,  be  rose  to 
ask  the  Qoveroment  whether,  now  that 
the  public  were  freely  admitted  to  the 
Mall  by  Storey's   Gate    and    that   the 

Slans  for  the  new  Admiralty  and  War 
Coo  were  under  revision,  they  would 
re-consider  the  question  of  opening  a 
new  street  from  the  Mall  to  Tiafalgai 


been  tinder  consideration  by  their  Lord- 
ships, and  he  felt  that  he  ought  in  some 
sense  to  apologize  for  again  bringing  it 
forward.  Circumstances,  however,  nad 
changed,  and  two  of  the  objections  that 
were  urged  against  this  proposal  then 
could  not  be  urged  now.  Eighteen 
months  ago  Storey's  Gate  was  thrown 
open  to  the  public.  It  had  previously 
been  urged  that  if  this  plan  were  adopted 
the  traffic  would  increase  to  such  an  ex- 
tent that  the  approaches  to  Farliament 
and  the  quietude  of  the  park  might  be 
seriously  prejudiced.  The  experience 
with  regard  to  Storey's  Gate  had  shown 
how  groundless  this  fear  was.  The 
second  objection  had  been  removed  by 
the  postponement  aad  revision  of  the 
plans  with  regard  to  the  War  and  Ad- 
miralty Offices.  If  tile  Mall  was  con- 
tinued in  a  straight  line  as  far  as  Tra- 
falgar Square,  the  cost  would  be  com- 
paratively trifling,  and  a  great  improve- 
ment in  the  Metropolis  would  be  accom- 
plished. He  hoped  the  Qovemment 
would  favourably  consider  this  proposal. 
LoKD  LAMINGTON  asked,  what 
were  the  present  plans  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  War  and  Ad- 
miralty Offices  which  were  to  have  been 
erected  in  the  Park  ? 

The  Earl  of  MEATH  said,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  look  with  favour 
on  this  proposal.  It  would  be  greatly 
to  be  regretted  if  the  opportunity  were 
lost  of  carryiog  out  the  improvement 
suggested,  and  eo  making  a  magnificent 
avenue.  He  trusted  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  give  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  the  question  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Thurlow). 

Lord  HENNIKER  said,  he  would 
not  follow  his  noble  Friend  behind  him 
(Lord  Lamington)  into  the  question  of 
the  Admiraltyana  War  Office,  as  he  had 
a  short  time  ago  explained  to  the  House 
the  position  of  anairs  with  regard  to 
the  proposed  New  Offices.  The  plans 
for  the  \\'ar  Office  depended  entirely 
upon  what  Parliament  settled  as  to  the 
Admiralty.  As  to  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Thurlow),  that 
a  road  should  be  made  connecting  the 
Mall  with  Trafalgar  Square,  whenMessrs. 
Leeming  and  Leeming's  plan  was  under 
consideration,  the  question  of  making 
a  road  had  not  been  forgotten,  and  in 
the    plan    now    proposed    it  had   bee 
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it  would  be  necessary  to  pull  down  some 
of  the  houses  in  Spring  Gardens,  now 
oeoupied  by  differeot  Departments  of 
the  Admiralty.  Their  Lordships  would 
aee  that  no  decision  could  be  come  to 
oa  this  question  at  present.  Until  these 
Departments  were  provided  for  in  the 
new  buildings,  they  must  remain  in 
their  present  quarters.  When  the  new 
buildings  were  finished,  it  would  be  the 
best  time  to  consider  how  the  surplus 
land  in  Spring  Gardens  should  be  dealt 
with,  when,  too,  it  would,  no  doubt,  be 
the  best  time  to  consider  whether  a 
road  should  be  made  as  proposed  by 
his  noble  Friend  opposite. 

The  Eabl  of  MOELEY  said,  he 
trusted  that  the  noble  Lord  would  be 
able  to  tell  the  House  at  no  distant  date 
that  the  proposal  had  been  favourably 
oonsiderea.  Not  only  would  the  general 
appearance  of  Trafalgar  Square  and  the 
Park  be  improved  by  the  new  road,  but 
the  congested  traffic  in  the  neighbouring 
streets  would  be  greatly  relieved. 

Lord  HENNIKER  said,  that  he  was 
unfortunate,  as  he  thought  his  noble 
Friend  opposite  (LordMorley)  had  mis- 
understood him.  The  question  had  not 
been  forgotten  or  unfavourably  con- 
sidered, and  would,  no  doubt,  be  con- 
sidered again  at  the  proper  time. 

DEFENCES  OF  THE   EMPIRE-FORTI- 
FIED   PORTS -ENTRY    OF    FOREIGN 
SHIPS  OF  WAR  AND  TRANSPORTS. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  CAENARVON,  in  rising 
to  ask  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  issue  instructions  to 
naval  commanders  or  colonial  governors 
with  regard  to  the  entry  of  foreign  ships 
of  war  and  transports  carrying  troops 
into  fortified  ports  in  Her  Majesty's 
dominions  ?  said,  there  were  few  ques- 
tions of  greater  importance  from  a 
military  and  naval  point  of  view.  We 
possessed  first-class  harbours  in  various 
parts  of  the  world,  some  of  them  being 
under  Imperial  control,  and  others  under 
Colonial  control.  Among  the  former 
were  the  harbours  at  Singapore,  Hong 
Kong,  and  Malta,  and  among  the  latter 
such  harbours  as  those  of  Sydney  and 
Melbourne.  Some  of  these  ports  were 
centres  of  much  commerce  and  wealth, 
and  were  of  great  political  importance ; 
others   were  in  the  nature  of  coaling 


stations  for  the  Navy,  and  on  these  in 
time  of  war  the  safety  and  Buccess  of 
our  maritime  operations  would  depend. 
But  whether  merely  centres  of  wealth 
or  merely  coaling  stations,  they  were 
alike  places  of  immeasurable  importance. 
That  was  the  first  point  to  be  borne  in 
mind.      The  second  point  was  that  the 
world  had  arrived  at  a  stage  when  all  the 
conditions  of  naval  warfare  were  enor- 
mously altered.   Foreign  squadrons  now 
consisted    of    heavily- armed  ironclads. 
While  the  armour  a  few  years  ago  pro- 
bably did  not  exceed  some  five  or  six 
inches,  its  thickness  was  now  at  least 
twice  as  g^eat  and  the  armament  carried 
wa»  proportionately   stronger.     In  the 
event  of  hostile  operations,  if  an  enemy's 
squadron,  consisting  of  such  iron-clads, 
were  to  be  within  the  waters  of  one  of 
our  great  colonial  ports,  the  place  would 
be  absolutely  at  its  mercy.     It  might  be 
said  that  an  operation  such  as  he  con- 
templated could  only  be  carried  out  at 
the  outbreak  of  a  war  and  in  circum- 
stances of  surprise  amounting  almost  to 
treachery.     He  did  not  desire  to  impute 
any  unfairness    or    treachery    to    any 
nation,  least  of  all  to  any  of  the  great 
European  Powers;   but,  on  the  other 
hand,   they  were  bound  to  remember 
that  the  stake  in  such  a  case  would  be 
enormous,  that  the  history  of  wars  was 
a  history  of  surprises,  that  certain  g^ave 
theories  had  been  deliberately  published 
by  eminent  foreign  military  critics,  and 
that   modern  warfare   was,   in    all    its 
operations,    essentially    rapid.     There- 
fore, it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  those 
who  were  responsible  for  the  safety  of 
these  ports  to  leave  nothing  to  chance. 
What,  he  asked,  was  our  practice  with 
respect  to  the  entrance  of  foreign  war- 
ships into  our  colonial  ports  ?    We  had, 
he  believed,  no  rule  upon  the  subject. 
But  what  was  the  practice  of  other  great 
Powers?    The  Italians  admitted  ships 
into  their  ports  in  certain  numbers  only, 
and  he  doubted  whether  this  privilege 
of  limited  admission   did   not  depend 
upon   the  nationality    of    the    vessels. 
The  Germans  excluded  ships  of  war 
altogether,    and   the  French  excluded 
them  from  their  chief  ports — Brest  and 
Toulon.    The  Kussians,  who  at  one  time 
did  admit  a  limited  number  of  foreign 
cruizers  into  the  port  of  Yladivostock, 
now    excluded    tnem   absolutely.     Wo 
alone,  with  everything  to  lose,  with  fai 
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more  at  stake  than  any  other  nation — 
we  alone  had  no  fixed  rule,  unless  it 
was  a  rule  permitting  free  entry  into 
every  one  of  Her  Majesty's  ports.  By 
making  and  enforcing  a  rule  of  prohibi- 
tion we  should  not  be  laying  ourselves 
open  to  any  charge  of  lack  of  inter- 
national amity,  for  we  should  be  follow- 
ing simply  the  practice  of  other  nations. 
In  thinking  over  the  subject  and  in 
talking  to  experts  it  seemed  to  him  that 
there  were  only  three  courses  possible. 
The  first  would  be  to  limit  the  number 
of  foreign  men-of-war  entering  a  port ; 
the  second  would  be  to  assign  to  foreign 
ships  particular  waters  within  our  har- 
bours; and  the  third  would  be  to  ex- 
clude them  altogether.  A  g^eat  deal 
might  be  said  in  favour  of  each  one  of 
these  three  courses,  but  his  own  view 
was  that  the  last  would  be  the  best  be- 
cause it  was  the  simplest  and  suited  the 
practical  and  strategical  conditions  of 
every  port.  There  was  more  than  one 
port  in  which  the  presence  of  one  single 
powerful  ship  of  war  might  render  of  no 
avail  all  the  fortifications  around  it. 
The  last  course  he  had  named  would  be 
by  far  the  best.  At  all  events,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  lay  down 
some  distinct  rule  on  this  subject,  and 
he  would  urge  that  such  a  rule  could  not 
be  in  contravention  of  the  comity  of 
nations.  This  was  the  time  for  making 
such  a  regulation.  When  we  were  on 
good  terms  with  every  other  nation  of 
the  world,  there  could  be  no  ofifence  in 
following  their  example,  but  if  once 
relations  were  strained  between  us  and 
any  other  Power,  such  a  regulation 
would  have  the  semblance,  at  all  events, 
of  unfriendliness.  He  hoped  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  might  be  able  to 
show  that  this  matter  had  been  under 
their  careful  consideration,  and  that 
before  long  they  would  be  able  to  take 
some  action  upon  it. 

LoBD  ELPHINSTONE  said,  the 
noble  Earl  would  hardly  expect  him  to 
enter  into  the  details  to  which  he  had 
referred,  many  of  which  were  still  under 
the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. So  far  as  the  matter  had 
gone,  it  was  not  convenient,  consistently 
with  due  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
Public  Service,  to  make  any  statement, 
and  that  being  the  case,  no  instructions 
had  been  issued  to  naval  commanders 
on  the  subject. 

The  Harl  of  Carnarvon 


TRADE  OF  INDIA  AND  THE  COLONIES. 
MOTION  FOB  A  BETXJKN. 

Lord   STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY, 
in    calling  attention  to  Parliamentary 
Paper    **  Commercial,    No.    8,    1888," 
said,  he  intended  to  invite  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  two  points  only  in  con- 
nection with   the    Paper    referred    to. 
Firstly,  Mr.  Bryce,  on  the  4th  of  June, 
1886,    in   answer    to    a    Question     in 
'*  another  place,"  had  denied  that  com- 
mercial treaties,   containing  Most  Fa- 
voured Nation  Clauses,  precluded  pre- 
ferential treatment  being  given  by  the 
United  Kingdom  to  the  Colonies.    Now, 
that  answer,  which  was  given  as  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
of  that  day,  was  completely  contradicted 
by  the  Betum  Commercial,  No.  8,  which 
had  just  been  laid  before  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  which  contained  a  me- 
morandum from  the  Foreign  Ofi5.ce  which 
must   be  considered    as    authoritative. 
The  only  explanation  he  could  ofiPer  for 
Mr.  Bryce' s  answer  was  that  either  he 
gave  it  from  his  unassisted  judgment, 
or   else  that  he  consulted  the  wrong 
person.     Secondly,    the    Betum    men- 
tioned treaties  with  the  countries  named 
in  the  Notice  which  were  not  terminable 
for    several    years — that    with   Greece 
would  not  be  terminable  till  1898 ;  and 
until  those  treaties  were  worked  off,  or 
abrogated  by  the  consent  of  the  countries 
with  which  thay  were  made,    all  the 
other  countries  having  a  Most  Favoured 
Nation  Clause  would  retain  the  advan- 
tages enjoyed  by  the  countries  named  in 
the    notice.      Now,     the    Conservative 
Party  were  pledged   to  the  policy   of 
drawing   closer    the    Colonies    to    the 
Mother  Country,  or  of  Colonial  federa- 
tion; but,  with  one  or  two  exceptions, 
it  must  be  said  that  the  Leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Party  were  fully  as  desirous  of 
securing  that  end;  and  although  Her 
Majesty's    Government  had  concluded 
the  affair   of  the  New  Hebrides,    yet 
the  Australian  colonists  were  most  in- 
debted to  the  efforts  both  in  and  out  of 
office  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Bose- 
bery)  in  their  behalf.     It  is  now  well 
understood    that   there     could    be    no 
Colonial  federation  without  fiscal  pre- 
ferential treatment  of  the  Colonies.   The 
carrying  out  of  this  preferential  treat- 
ment  was  therefore  certain  sooner  or 
later.  Li  Aprillast,  Mr.  MacNeill,  M.P., 
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''  That  the  agricultural,  manufucturingy  and 
commercial  interests  of  the  Colonies  and  the 
Mother  Country  would  be  greatly  promoted  by 
Buch  modification  in  the  various  fiscal  policies 
adopted  within  the  Empire  as  would  give  to 
each  of  its  members  advantages  in  the  several 
markets  withheld  from  foreign  countries ;  and 
the  meeting  respectfully  suggests  that  Parlia- 
ment should  in  its  wisdom  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  entering  into  negotiations  with  the 
Imperial  authorities  for  carrying  out  such  a 
policy." 

Under  these  circumstances,  and  seeing 
that  the  United  States  had  been  offer- 
ing similar  advantages  to  the  Canadians 
in  order  to  detach  them  fiscally  from  the 
Mother  Country,  it  was  unfortunate 
that  in  negotiating  these  recent  treaties, 
greater  care  had  not  been  taken  to  avoid 
tjdng  the  hands  of  this  country  for  a 
further  term  of  years.  For  instance, 
what  was  the  good  of  negotiating  a 
Treaty  with  Montenegro,  a  country  which 
had  no  seaports,  and  no  emigrants,  ex- 
cept a  few  gardeners  who  went  to  Con- 
stantinople, with  the  result  of  adding  to 
the  number  of  treaties  by  which  we  were 
hampered.  The  ease  or  difficulty  of 
obtaining  a  release  from  those  engage- 
ments would  depend  very  much  upon 
the  amount  of  trade  between  the  Colo- 
nies and  the  countries  with  which 
treaties  had  still  several  years  to  run. 
The  country  had  a  right  to  be  informed 
on  this  point,  and  the  knowledge  of  it 
would  be  useful  to  the  Government; 
he  would  therefore  move  for  the  Return 
according  to  the  Notice. 

Moved  for, 

*' Return  showing  the  amount  of  trade  be- 
tween India  and  each  of  the  Colonies  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  following  countries  : — Equador, 
Greece,  Italy, Montenegro,  Paraguay,  Portugal, 
Boumania,  Salvador,  Servia,  Uruguay,  during 
the  year  1886."— (TA^  Lord  Stanley  ofAlderley,) 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  said,  that  so 
far  as  India  was  concerned  there  was  no 
objection  to  the  Motion  if  the  words 
**as  far  as  practicable'*  were  intro- 
duced. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foe 
THE  COLONIES  (Lord  Kjiutsfobd)  said, 
on  behalf  of  the  Colonial  Office,  he 
should  offer  no  objection  to  the  Return, 
provided  the  words  suggested  by  the 
noble  Viscount  were  inserted.  The 
Colonial  Office  desired  to  do  everything 


possible  to  strengthen  the  ties  between 
the  Colonies  and  the  Empire;  but  he 
doubted  whether  preferential  and  pro- 
tective trading  arrangements  would  have 
that  effect. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  would  accept  the  qualification 
suggested. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

**  Return  showing,  as  far  as  practicahle,  the 
amount  of  trade  hetween  India  and  each  of  the 
Colonies  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  following 
countries: — Equador,  Greece,  Italy,  Monte- 
negro, Paraguay.Portugal,  Houmania,  Salvador, 
Servia,  Uruguay,  daring  the  year  1886." 

Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 

House  adjourned  at  quarter-past  Five 
o'clock,  till  To-  morrow,  a  quarter- 
past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday^  2\8tJune,  1888. 


MINUTES.  1—  SvPTLY^eonsidered  in  CommitUe 
— Ahmt  Estimates,  Votes  12,  2,  3  ;  Navy 
Estimates,  Vote  2 

Private  Bill  {by  Order) — Withdrawn — Batter- 
sea  Vestry  (Parish  Lands). 

Public  'BiiAA^Seeond  Reading — Consolidated 
Fund  (No.  2). 

(7omi»i7/M— Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ire- 
land) Act  (1877)  Amendment  [281]~b.p. 

Committee — Report — Third  Reading — Companies 
Clauses  Consolidation  Act  (1845)  Amend* 
ment  [230],  doi^^paeeed. 

Cofieidered  a»  amended — Third  Reading — Dis- 
tress for  Rent  (Duhlin)  [169],  9in6,  paeeed. 

Third  Reading^CvLBtoma  (Wine  Duty)  •  [293], 
and  passed. 

Provisional  Order  Bills— JVr#/  Reading — 
Local  Government  (Ireland)  (Bally money, 
&c.)  •  [302]. 

Report^hocal  Government  (No.  8)*  [271]; 
Local  Government  (No.  10)  •  [276] ;  Local 
Government  (No.  11)  •  [276]. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— 

MESSRS.     GARDINER    AND     RED- 

MOND,  R.M.— CASTLEMARTYR. 

PSR80NAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  make  a 
personal  explanation  which  will  not  de- 
tain the  House  more  than  a  few  minutes 
at  the  outside.  I  see  reported  in  the 
newspapers  an  observation  of  the  Ohief 


t'gi       Pictoria  Pari  JSospiiia        {OOMMOKS)  far  Consumptum. 

Baron  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  Ire- 
land— a  most  becoming  observation,  I 
tliinky  couched  in  most  becoming  terms 
— to  the  effect,  practically,  that  there 
ought  not  to  have  been  comments  made 
in  this  House  upon  the  case  of  the 
prisoners  sentenced  at  Gastlemartyr  for 
exclusive  dealing  while  the  proceedings 
were  in  course  of  review  in  me  Court  of 
Exchequer.  While  entirely  concurring 
in  that  observation,  I  wish  to  say  that 
I  was  absolutely  unaware  that  the  pro- 
ceedings either  were  or  could  be  brought 
under  review  in  that  particular  manner. 
It  is  within  the  cognizance  of  the  House 
that  they  were  not  brought  under  re- 
view in  the  ordinary  course  contem- 
plated by  the  Crimes  Act  of  last  year, 
and  for  this  very  simple  reason — that 
none  of  the  sentences  amounted  to  more 
than  one  month,  and,  consequently, 
none  of  them  gave  a  right  of  appeal. 
The  application  of  habeas  earptu  to  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  was  a  proceeding  I 
was  not  aware  of;  and  certainly  if  I 
had  been  aware  of  it  I  should  not  have 
put  any  Question  to  the  Government  on 
the  matter  until  it  had  been  decided  by 
the  Court  of  Appeal. 


i9i 


Q  UE8TI0N8. 


REVENUE  OF  THE  CROWN  (SCOTLAND) 
—THE  ANNUAL  FEU  DUTIES. 

Mb.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  he  will  state  the  amount  which  has 
been  received  from  Crown  vassals  in 
Scotland  during  the  past  financial  year 
on  account  of  annual  feu  duty  paid  to 
the  Crown;  the  amount  paid  to  the 
Crown  as  composition  of  a  year's  rent 
due  to  the  superior  on  the  entry  of 
singular  successors ;  the  amount  paid  as 
relief  duty  by  heirs  on  succeeding,  and 
the  number  of  heirs  who  have  so 
paid? 

ThkCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  fSt.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  eay  that  the  amount 
which  has  been  received  from  Crown 
vassals  in  Scotland  duriog  the  past 
financial  year  on  account  of  annual  feu 
duty  paid  to  the  Crown  is  £1 1,269  4«.  M. 
The  composition  of  a  year's  rent 
due  to  the  superior  on  the  entry  of 
singular  successors  is  not,  as  a  rule, 
exacted    by  the  Crown,    but    in    lieu 

Mr.  W.  E.  Gladitone 


thereof,  and  as  a  matter  of  favour,  the 
Crown  usually  accepts  one-sixth  of  the 
old  valued  rent.  The  amount  received 
under  this  head  is  £88  Us,  Sd.  The 
amount  paid  as  relief  duty  by  heirs  on 
succeeding  was  £435  I2s.  The  number 
of  heirs  who  have  so  paid  is  21. 

VICTORIA  PARK  HOSPITAL  FOR  CON- 
SUMPTION—ALLEGED ILLEGAL  DIS. 
SECTION. 

Mr.  PICKER8GILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  will 
inquire  into  the  truth  of  the  following 
allegation  against  the  authorities  of  the 
Victoria  Park  Hospital  for  Consump- 
tion : — 

'*That  on  the  23rd  of  April  last  a  young 
man  mamed  Cornish  died  in  the  hospital,  haring 
been  an  in.patient  for  five  days  only.  That 
Mr.  John  Cornish,  of  Mount  Street,  Bethnal 
Green,  the  father  of  the  deceased,  vas  unable 
to  get  the  body:  and,  having  been  informed 
that  it  was  to  be  opened,  said  that  he  would 
not  allow  it ;  that  the  Rev.  Robert  Loveridge, 
Vicar  of  St.  Philip*s,  Bethnal  Green,  who  ac- 
companied Mr.  Cornish,  also  warned  the 
authorities  not  to  touch  the  body ;  and  that, 
notwithstanding  these  notices  of  objection,  the 
body  was  dissected  ; " 

whether,  if  these  facts  are  true,  an  of- 
fence against  the  Criminal  Law  has 
been  committed ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  cause  proceedings  to  be  taken 
against  the  parties  accused  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
inquired  into  this  matter,  and  am  in- 
formed by  the  authorities  of  the  Hospital 
that  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  father  was 
unable  to  get  the  body.  It  was  given 
to  him  at  the  customary  time,  on  the 
day  of  the  death.  He  expressed  no  ob- 
jection to  a  post-mortem  examination, 
inasmuch  as  he  did  not  come  to  the 
Hospital  until  after  the  examination  had 
necessarily  taken  place.  Mr.  Loveridge 
did  not  accompany  Mr.  Cornish,  neither 
did  he  warn  the  authorities  not  to  touch 
the  body.  The  so-called  dissection  of 
the  body  was  nothing  else  than  the  usual 
post-mortem  examination,  which  was 
made  in  consequence  of  the  sudden 
death  of  the  patient  and  other  unac- 
countable features  of  his  case.  I  am 
unable  to  discover  that  the  authorities 
have  rendered  themselves  amenable  to 
the  Criminal  Law. 
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THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— LIME-  RQGBY  HABITATION  OF  THE  PRIM- 
RICK  MAGISTRATES— SALE  OF  IN-  ROSE  LEAGUE  —  OBJECTIONABLE 
DECENT  PHOTOGRAPHS.  SPORTS. 

XV     -A  •    X    «  «-   *^*^j  •    'PI    F          »  tion  has  been  oallea  to  a  report  m  The 

ther  it  18  true,  as  stated  m  The  Freeman' i  n    i     jtj     *-         /t^ic      t       -. 

^.«r««Jof  June  14,  1888.  thattheLime-  S^tlTe  r:^;nt  annua  %f.  of  thS 

rick  Magistrates  sent  William  Marks  to  ^^^/'i^'lS  "tt-^  ^ntS: 

prison,    on  Wednesday,   June    6,    for  tJLJL  ,  -.k-tiier  it  is  true  as  stated  in 

a  month,   for    se  ling  indecent  photo-  u*  ! '  !I  !u  !  M             '       »      •    ^ 

graphs;  Whether  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ^uot  report,  that  there  was  an  "  animal 

Iranted  him  a  free  pardon ;  whether  he  ""«>  .  "I  '^J'^  ^^'"^  ^2*^  (moluding 

was  liberated  after^one  Week  in  gaol;  ^a    ^hat    tir  Were  drl^ebT^t^^^ 

who  reported  the  case  to  the  Lord  Lieu-  -i           ^      m   .  »        x-j^^x-l* 

tenant,  and  obtained  the  pardon ;    on  T ''^'fi.^T  "'**?/  "V,*"'^^''  ^'^  *°  *^'"' 

toixo-uw,  «!*.*     u      ^%*          t/»    v/    ,    sjMx  ,          that  considerable  amusement  was 

35«kfr^?lJ  7™«  S«t^tS«  Xf^^anJi  <»"^  ''y  tl**  terrier  going  for  the  lamb 

whether  it  is  true  that  the  photographs  ,            onnortnnitv  •  that  manv  nersona 

would  have  been  destroyed  by  order  of  "  ®'®7  oPPO't^o'V »  »?»«  ™»°y  persons 

2i.    T      ir     '  I  «i      u  *  *     iv-  •  i  present  expressed  their  sense   of  the 

the  Lay  Magistrates,  but  for  the  inter-  V                P^                            obedience 

Tention  of  the  Eesident  Magistrate,  Mr.  ^  nrotasts  the  hen  was  eventuallv  with- 

Irwin,  who  opposed  such  destruction,  ^,J^  f*L  .|.«  ir^^fT  ^^-^^^^^ 

and  contended  that  equally  bad  photo-  ^""^i  ^'^  *•>*  '"^''^st ;  and,  whether 

I.           ^      1.-VX  A'    Au     1.  ^     •  he  will  make  any  communication  to  the 

eraphs  were  exhibited  in  the  shop  win-  «,           *  xi.    y                uu  ^  -•       ^j 

dows  of  London,  Limerick,  and  other  "^"^"tin    fre  et?t?o   of  such   rll^tLs? 

places ;  and,  what  a.urse  the  Govern-  P'^^"  sECrKeY  ofOTA^  (Mr. 

ment    intend  to   take  with  regard  to    -u. . \ /d-     •_  i -ox     t  t-_- 

future  nrosecutions  of  a  similar  kind  ?  Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 

The  CHIEF  SEOEETARY  (Mr.  A.  T^^ri  *    ^T'*   ^f"   ^''t^.     •"* 

J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.)  in  reply,  f  «*»>«"*>«•  ^^  t^«  ""^tter     They  in- 

said,  the  Eesident  Magistrate  had  rel  form  me  that  such  a  race  did  td^e  nlace. 

port'ed  that  the  statements  which  had  SryL^^i^^' l^'hlhrpfl^'a  v  rj 

Kr:iro?^rr&r.ro«wt  rS.^:s^tr^zrJ^^&''i 

««^*.  4^  ^^^^^  o*.  T  ;».^«;^i,  ^«  T«««  a  *.v-  '^y  "le  sheep,  and  took  care  to  keep  out 


«.og«uiu^  '"•"'  ^""  Fu^-K'-F"-  """"K-  or  caU  for  any  further  interference  on 

ID  fir  to  Marks  would  have  been  destroyed  . 

\\:      J       m   T      nr     '4.   '1°'' ^Jf^^  my  part, 

on  the  order  of  the  Lay  Magistrates  were  ''  ^ 

it  not  for  the  intervention  of  the  Resi-  l^bqURERS'  ALLOTMENTS  ACT,  1887- 

dent  Magistrate  was  a  pure  fabrication ;  *    *ax  x    fl.>^  ,       i 

and  the  statement  that   the   Eesident  BANBURY  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Magistrate  said  that  equally  bad  photo-  Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Eugby) 

graphs  were  exhibited  in  Limerick  and  asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Qo- 

London  was  also  untrue.      Marks  was  yemment  Board,  Whether  in  the  Eulea 

also  charged  with  carrying  on  the  busi-  submitted  by  the    Banbury  Board  of 

ness  of  a  pedlar  without  a  licence.     He  Guardians  for  approval   under   *'  The 

was  fined  10«.  or  the  alternative  of  seven  Labourers'  Allotments  Act,  1887,"  there 

days'  imprisonment.     Someone  paid  the  is  one  obligiug  the  tenants  of  allotments 

fine,  and  the  prisoner  was  discharged  in  to  cultivate  oy  spade  labour  only,  and  pro- 

the  ordinary  way.    The  matter  did  not  hibiting  the  use  of  the  plough ;    and« 

at  all  come  under  the  cognizance  of  the  whether  the  Local  Gbvernment  Board 

Lord  Lieutenant.  have  approved  such  Eule  ? 
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The  PEESIDENT  (Mp.  Ritohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
Banbury  Rural  Sanitary  Authority  sub- 
mitted to  the  Local  Government  Board 
a  draft  of  Regulations  which  had  been 
prepared  by  them  with  regard  to  allot- 
ments, and  one  of  the  proposed  Regula- 
tions was  that  a  person  to  whom  an 
allotment  is  let  shall  cultivate  the  same 
by  spade  husbandry  only.  The  Board,  in 
returning  the  draft,  raised  no  objection 
to  this  proposed  Regulation.  It  is  one 
which  they  believe  is  very  usually 
adopted  in  agreements  for  the  letting  of 
allotments.  The  Regulations  have  not 
been  formally  approved  by  the  Board. 
In  the  first  instance,  they  have  to  be 
deposited  for  the  inspection  of  the  rate- 
payers ;  and  if  any  persons  locally  inte- 
rested think  it  desirable  to  make  any 
objections  to  the  Board  with  reference 
to  the  Rule  in  question  they  will  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Board  before  the  Regula- 
tions are  approved  by  them. 

CIVIL  SERVANTS  —  EXAMINATIONS 
FOR  FIRST  CLASS  CIVIL  SERVICE 
CLERKSHIPS. 

SiE  WILLIAM  GROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  there  is  any  probability 
of  an  examination  being  held  for  First 
Glass  Givil  Service  Glerkships  at  an  early 
date ;  and,  if  so,  when  ? 

Sib  HERBERT  M AXWELL(ALord 
oftheTBEASUBT)  (Wigton')  (who  replied) 
said  :  No,  Sir ;  it  is  not  probable  that 
any  examination  can  be  held  at  an  early 
date;  and,  looking  to  the  present  re- 
quirements of  the  Givil  Service,  it  is  not 
possible  for  me  to  say  when  the  next 
will  be  held. 

WAR  OFFICE  —  THE  ARMY  CLOTH- 
ING FACTORY,  PIMLICO  —  PIECE 
WORKERS. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham. 
W.)  asked  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  War  Office,  Whether  Rule  18  of 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  for  Piece 
Workers  in  the  Royal  Army  Glothing 
Factory,  at  Pimlico,  which  runs  as 
follows : — 

**  Loan  Societies  and  Clabs  for  varioai  pur- 
poeea  most  not  be  carried  on  upon  the  premiseB 
without  the  special  authority  of  the  Director  of 
Clothing," 

is  intended  to  apply  to  the  branch  of  the 
Tailoresses'  Trade  Union  existing  among 
workers  in  that  fi^tor^ }  and,  whether  it 


will  prevent  officers  of  that  Society  from 
collecting  contributions  from  members 
after  work  hours  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
(Mr.  Bbodbick)  (Surrey,  Guildford) : 
The  Rule  does  apply  to  the  Tailoresses' 
Trade  Union ;  but  it  does  not  prevent 
its  officers  from  collecting  contributions 
from  members  after  work  hours  outside 
the  building. 

POOR    LAW     (IRELAND)  —  LOUGHREA 

BOARD   OF    GUARDIANS -SANITARY 

OFFICER— ELECTION  OF  MR.  PETER 

SWEENY. 

Me.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  asked 
the  Ghief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  was  the  date  on 
which  Mr.  Peter  Sweeny  was  elected  by 
the  Loughrea  Board  of  Guardians  sani- 
tary officer  of  the  Union  ;  what  is  the 
usual  time  it  takes  for  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  consider  elections  of  this 
kind ;  and,  what  is  the  specific  nature  of 
the  objection,  if  any.  the  Central  Board 
can  make  to  the  election  of  Mr.  Sweeny? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  date  of  the  election  was  May  20. 
There  was  no  usual  time  for  the  con- 
sideration of  such  elections  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  who  conveyed  their 
decision  as  soon  as  practicable.  Peter 
Sweeny  had  been  imprisoned  for  three 
weeks  in  Galway  Gaol;  and  the  Board 
did  not  regard  him  as  a  fit  and  proper 
person  to  hold  the  office  to  which  he 
had  been  appointed. 

Mb.  SHEEHY :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  what  was  the  chare^e  for 
which  Mr.  Sweeny  was  imprisonea  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  the 
charge  was  for  carrying  arms  without  a 
licence.  In  1 882  this  man  was  twice  in 
gaol  on  suspicion,  the  suspicion  being 
in  one  of  these  cases  that  he  had  been 
accessory  to  murder. 

Mr.  SHEEHY :  All  Mr.  Sweeny  was 
convicted  for  was  for  having  powder  for 
carrying  on  his  ordinary  business. 

PRISONS     (IRELAND)— DISMISSAL    OF 
DALY,  PRISON  WARDER  AT  SLIGO. 

Mb.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Daly,  the 
prison  warder  who  was  dismissed  at 
oligo,  was  off  duty  from  2  p.m.  till 
9.30  p.m.  on  the  evening  of  January  30, 
the  da^  and  time  in  \7hich  the  prohibit  e4 
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articles  were  found  in  a  certain  prisoner's 
cell ;  whether  Daly  was  on  that  evening, 
when  he  went  on  duty,  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation for  the  articles  complained  of 
being  found  in  the  prisoner's  cell ;  whe- 
ther he  answered  that  before  he  went  off 
duty  he  searched  the  prisoner's  cell,  and 
found  nothing  inadmissible  in  it,  and 
that  he  left  it  all  right;  whether  the 
prisoner  in  question  was  ever  asked  as 
to  who  was  or  who  was  not  guilty  of 
introducing  into  the  prison  the  articles 
complained  of ;  and,  whether  there  was 
any  evidence  whatever  to  show  Daly  was 
the  culprit,  beyond  the  fact  that  the  ob- 
jectionable articles  were  found  in  the 
prisoner's  cell ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he 
will  re- open  the  inquiry,  so  as  to  enable 
the  prisoner  in  question  to  come  forward 
and  state  on  oath  whether  it  was  or  not 
Daly  who  brought  these  things  in  to 
him? 

.  The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
General  Prisons  Board  report  that  the 
statements  in  the  first  three  paragraphs 
are  substantially  correct.  The  prisoner 
does  not  appear  to  have  been  questioned 
on  the  matter.  As  regards  the  last 
paragraph,  the  grounds  on  which  the 
man  was  dismissed  were  that  he  was 
responsible  for  the  presence  of  prohibi- 
ted articles  in  a  prisoner's  cell  of  which 
he  was  at  the  time  in  charge,  a  respon- 
sibility equally  attaching  to  him  whether 
it  was  the  result  of  wilful  connivance  or 
of  culpable  negligence  on  his  part. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mb.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.):  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he 
regards  the  inquiry  as  satisfactory  or 
complete,  considering  that  the  prisoner, 
the  only  person  who  could  give  a  satis- 
factory explanation,  was  not  examined  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  presume 
the  gentleman  who  held  the  inquiry 
satisfied  himself  that  an  examination  of 
the  prisoner  was  not  necessary. 

Mb.  SHEEHY  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  give  the  prisoner  in  question 
the  opportunity  of  swearing  on  oath  that 
the  man  had  nothing  at  all  to  do  with 
the  matter  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  have  the  matter  re- opened. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— POST  OFFICE 
AT  DALYSTOWN,  LOUGHREA. 
Mb.  SHEEHY  (Galway,   S.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,   Whether  he 


received  on  the  6th  or  7th  instant  a 
Memorial,  largely  and  influentially 
signed,  from  the  inhabitants  of  Dalys- 
town,  Loughrea,  asking  that  a  rural 
post  office  be  erected  in  Dalystown  ;  and, 
what,  if  any,  has  been  the  nature  of  the 
answer  he  has  given  to  the  memorialists  ? 
The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University),  in 
reply,  said,  hehad  received  the  Memorial 
referred  to,  and  was  giving  it  his  care- 
ful consideration. 

LAW    AND    JUSTICE    (IRELAND)-.AR- 
RESTS  AT  LOUGHREA. 

Mb.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  seven  merchants 
of  Loughrea  who  were  taken  out  of  their 
beds  on  the  morning  of  the  14th  instant, 
on  a  charge  of  conspiracy  under  the 
ordinary  law,  are  to  be  prosecuted  under 
the  ordinary  law  or  before  a  Court  con- 
stituted under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act;  whether  the 
conspiracy  of  which  they  are  accused  is 
of  recent  date ;  and,  if  not,  what  is  the 
time  this  alleged  conspiracy  existed; 
and,  whether  any  other  and  what,  if  any, 
prosecutions  under  the  ordinary  law 
were  instituted  in  connection  with  this 
alleged  conspiracy,  and  what  was  the 
result  of  these  prosecutions  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfotjb)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
District  Inspector  of  Constabulary  re- 
ports that  four  only  of  the  defendants 
referred  to  belonged  to  Loughrea.  The 
trial  will  be  under  the  ordinary  law  at 
Assizes.  The  conspiracy  has  been  going 
on  since  1879,  the  object  being  to  com- 
pel a  man  to  surrender  an  evicted  farm 
which  he  had  taken.  True  bills  for 
larceny  of  hay  from  the  farm  in  question 
were  found  at  last  Sligo  Winter  Assizes 
against  four  of  the  persons  no  w  referred 
to,  and  eight  others ;  but,  owing  to  the 
absence  of  the  principal  witness,  the 
trial  was  postponed  to  the  Galway  Spring 
Assizes,  and  then  further  postponed  to 
the  Summer  Assizes. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  under  what  circumstances 
the  police  in  Ireland  handcuffed  these 
men,  who  wore  untried  prisoners  ? 

Thb  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) ;  With  reference  to  that  matter 
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of  fact,  I  must  ask  the  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  put  a  Question  on  the 
Paper. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish  to 
ask,  with  reference  to  this  case  of  con- 
spiracy arising  in  1879,  whether  these 
merchants  were  arrested  in  their  beds  at 
3  o'clock  in  the  morning  upon  the  as- 
sumption that  thej  were  about  to  leave 
their  businesses  and  their  families  and 
run  away  from  the  charge  ? 

Mu.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  hon. 
Member  rather  misapprehended  what  he 
had  said.  He  did  not  say  that  the  con- 
spiracy took  place  in  1879.  What  he 
said  was  that  the  conspiracy  began  in 
1879,  and  continued  down  to  the  present 
day.  He  presumed  the  police  found  it 
necessary  to  arrest  these  men  at  the 
hour  named,  because  they  anticipated 
that  they  might  have  escaped  if  they 
had  not  been  taken  in  that  way. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked,  would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  a  further 
assurance,  in  addition  to  the  assurance 
he  gave  the  other  day,  that  the  case  of 
untried  prisoners  would  receive  the  im- 
mediate attention  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
question  of  the  accommodation  for  un- 
tied prisoners  was  being  looked  into, 
he  believed,  in  England;  and  he  was 
making  in  Ireland  an  inquiry  parallel 
to  that  which  was  being  conducted  in 
this  country. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (SCOTLAND)-SUS- 
PIC10U8  DEATH  OF  JOHN  MACKAY, 
SOUTH  HARRIS. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he 
has  completed  the  further  inquiries  re- 
cently promised  into  the  case  of  John 
Mackay,  some  time  ago  found  dead  and 
half-ni^ed  in  the  Island  of  South  Harris, 
whose  death  was  reported  by  the  police 
as  due  to  exposure,  but  whose  mother 
asserted  that  his  body  when  found 
showed  stabs  in  two  places,  and  other 
marks  of  violence  indicative  of  foul  play  ; 
and,  if  he  would  state  the  date  on  which 
Mackay's  body  was  found  ;  the  date  of 
the  inquiry  on  which  the  first  Police 
Report  was  based,  and  by  whom  the 
inquiry  was  conducted;  the  date  at 
wmch  the  medical  examination  of  the 
body  was  made  by  Dr.  Stewart ;  and  the 

Mr,  Madden 


dates  of  any  visit  or  visits  made  to  the 
Island  by  the  Procurator  Fiscal  for  the 
purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  case  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macoonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  1  have  com- 
pleted the  inquiry,  and  am  unable  to 
find  any  evidence  to  justify  the  institu- 
tion of  criminal  proceedings.  The  body 
was  found  on  January  5.  Owing  to  the 
violent  storm  prevailing  at  the  time,  the 
Inspector  of  Police  and  the  Deputy 
Procurator  Fiscal  representing  the  Pro- 
curator Fiscal,  who  was  storm-stayed  in 
the  Island  of  Barra,  were  unable  to 
reach  the  spot  till  the  11th.  They  at 
once  made  an  inquiry  and  reported. 
Application  was  made  for  exhumation 
of  the  body,  but  the  Sheriff  Substitute 
declined  to  order  it. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  —  DISMISSAL 
OF  OFFICIALS— CASE  OF  P.  LOUGHR  Y, 
RATE  COLLECTOR. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare.  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  rule  or  usage 
of  the  Local  Govemment  Board  to  dis- 
miss, by  sealed  order.  Poor  Law  officials 
in  Ireland,  without  any  previous  com- 
munication with  the  Local  Board  of 
Guardians ;  what  ofifence  was  Mr.  Patrick 
Loughry,  rate  collector  in  the  Tulla 
Union,  charged  with,  which  resulted  in 
a  sentence  of  14  days'  imprisonment,  for 
which  he  was  dismissed  by  sealed  order 
of  the  Local  Government  Board;  what 
was  the  date  of  his  trial,  and  the  date 
of  bis  dismissal ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  Guardians  have  advertised  for 
a  successor  to  Mr.  Loughry,  that  no  can- 
didate has  presented  himself,  and  that 
no  rates  are  being  collected  in  the  five 
Divisions  formerly  under  his  charge; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  consequence 
of  tbis  the  TuUa  Board  of  Guardians 
have  been  compelled  to  refuse  out- door 
relief  to  applicants  for  it,  and  that  the 
duties  thrown  upon  poor  rate  collectors 
in  Ireland  under  the  Franchise  Act  are 
undischarged  in  this  district,  and  a  large 
number  of  electors  thereby  disfranchised; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  Correspondence  between  the  Guar- 
dians and  the  Local  Government  Board 
on  the  subject  of  Mr.  Loughry' s  dis- 
missal ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.    Balfquii)   (Mi^Qobe^ter;    E.) :   The 
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Local  Goyernment  Board  have  occa-  Gentleman  refers.  I  am  totally  ignorant 
eionallj  acted  as  indicated,  the  case  of  the  circumstances,  the  accuracy  of 
heing  one  which  they  deemed  it  right  which  I  greatly  doubt. 
to  take  entirely  into  their  own  hands,  Mr.  COX  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
and  to  deal  with  without  consulting  the  man  had  not  answered  the  first  para- 
Guardians,  and  for  which  they  have  full  graph  of  the  Question ;  whether  it  is  the 
statutable  authority.  Loughry  appears  rule  of  order  or  usage  for  the  Local  Go- 
to have  been  prosecuted  under  the  ordi-  yernmont  Board  to  dismiss  by  sealed 
nary  law,  on  January  23,  for  taking  order  without  consulting  the  Guardians; 
part  in  an  unlawful  assembly.  He  was  or  whether,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
dismissed  on  April  5.  It  is  a  fact  that  would  refuse  to  publish  the  Correspon- 
tbe  Guardians  have  advertised  for  a  dence  or  lay  it  upon  the  Table,  he  would 
successor,  with  the  result  stated.  The  state  if  it  was  a  fact  that  the  Guardians 
Local  Inspector  reports  that  the  Guar-  at  the  meeting  refused  to  deem  it  their 
dians  have  been  able  to  give  almost  no  duty  to  let  the  Local  Government  Board 
out-door  relief  since  October,  1887 ;  but  know  that  it  was  the  belief  of  the  Guar- 
this  has  been  owing  to  the  general  finan-  dians  that  no  eligible  person  would 
cial  condition  of  the  Union,  and  not  to  apply  for  the  office  so  long  as  the  sealed 
the  cessation  in  the  collection  in  the  order  with  Mr.  Balfour's  signature  to  it 
district  referred  to.  The  duties  under  remained  in  force  ? 
the  Franchise  Act  are  not  being  dis-  Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  had 
charged  in  the  particular  district.  I  am,  no  knowledge  on  the  subject :  but  if  the 
however,  advised  that  payment  of  rates  hon.  Gentleman  put  a  Notice  on  the 
to  any  person  authorized  by  the  Guar-  Paper  he  would  inquire, 
dians  to  receive  them  will  have  the  Sib  WILFEID  LAW80N  (Cumber- 
effect  of  preventing  disfranchisement ;  land,  Cockermouth) :  Would  the  right 
and  that  it  would  be  lawful  for  them  to  hon.  Gentleman  have  any  objection  to 
authorize  the  Clerk  of  the  Union  to  state  what  the  unlawful  assembly 
receive  rates  which  may  be  tendered  was?  ^^ 
to  him  before  July  1  from  the  collect-  Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  :  Sir,  I  cannot 
ing  district  which  is  vacant.  give  full  information  on  the  point ;  but 
The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN  I  can  say  that  the  unlawful  assembly 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I  ask  was  of  an  intimidatory  character  directed 
whether  in  the  case  of  Wilson,  the  Clerk  to  tenants, 
of  the  Limerick  Union,  the  Local  Go-  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 

vemment  Board  refused  to  dismiss  him.    May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

after  they  had  become  aware  that   his  Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 
accounts  were  inaccurate  to  the  extent 

of  £200,  until  they  first  consulted  the  INDIA— THE   IRRAWADDY    FLOTILLA 

Guardians;   and  with  respect    to    this  COMPANY, 

case  of  Loughry,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  ^^    BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 

the  unlawful  assembly   was    simply  a  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^nder  Secretary  of  State  for 

meet  of  the  hunt  of  the  local  harriers;  j^jj^^  Whether  he  can   now  give  the 

and,  also,  whether  the  real  offence  was  ^^^^^^^^  information  as  to  the  Irra- 

on  ^^^^^^^^^l^S^^JoTged  letter  from  ^^addy  Flotilla  Company  ? 

Head-Constable  O'Gallaghan,  enclosing  rp^^     UNDER     SECRETARY    of 

£10  as  a  bribe  if  he  would  give  certain  gTATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)   (Chatham), 

mfonnation  to  thepohce,  that  he  instead  ^^       j     ^^^^^  ^^le  information  had  not 

sent  the  money  to  the  Tenants  Defence  y^^  arrived.     The  Return  would  take 

xr     A    T  -D  A  T  -PriTTT)     TTiTui.            A  somo  timo  to  prcpaTO  ;  but  it  might  be 

Mr.  a  J.  BALFOUR :  With  regard  delivered  by  the  maU  which  was  ex- 

to    the    Question  about  the   Limenck  ^q^^q^  to-morrow. 

Union,  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  good  ^ 

enough  to  put  it  on  the  Paper.     With  (MBTR0P0LI8)-GRBBN. 

regard  to  the  Question  about  Loughry,  ^"                  WicH  PARK 

his  offence  was  not  simply  hunting  with 

the  local  harriers.    Neither,  as  far  as  I  Mb.  BRADLAUGH   (Northampton) 

know,  was  any  cognizance  taken  of  the  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 

incident  of  the  letter  to  which  the  hon.  Whether  at  the  termination  of  the  pre- 
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Bent  tenancy  of  the  Ranger's  Lodge, 
Greenwich  Park,  the  15  acres,  or  there- 
abouts, of  the  16  acres  28  perches  at 
present  attached  to  the  Lodge  can  be 
thrown  open  to  the  public  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Pltjnket)  (Dublin  University):  The 
subject  raised  by  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  is  an  important  one,  and 
I  shall  take  care  to  inquire  into  it  care- 
fully. 

WESTERN     AUSTRALIA  —  GOVERNOR 

BROOME       AND       CHIEF       JUSTICE 

ONSLOW. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
ierbury)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  is 
now  in  a  position  to  give  the  result  of 
the  Privy  Council  decision  on  the  dis- 
pute between  G-ovemor  Broome  and 
Chief  Justice  Onslow  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia; and,  what  course  the  Govern- 
ment have  decided  on  in  regard  to 
Governor  Broome  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  de  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
which  was  approved  by  the  Queen, 
found  that  of  the  three  charges  formu- 
lated against  the  Chief  Justice,  the  first 
afforded  no  sufficient  ground  for  a  formal 
charge,  though  the  Chief  Justice  had 
acted  indiscreetly ;  that  the  conduct  im- 
puted to  the  Chief  Justice  in  the  second 
charge  arose  apparently  from  irritation 
produced  by  tne  first  charge;  and 
although  the  language  of  the  Chief 
Justice  was  characterized  by  much  im- 
propriety, yet,  as  it  was  not  then  pub- 
lished, it  did  not  in  itself  afford  adequate 
gpround  for  a  charge  intended  to  lead  to 
suspension  from  office ;  that  the  third 
charge  was  more  serious,  as  the  Chief 
Justice  had  given  for  publication  lan- 
guage of  g^eat  animosity  to  the  Go- 
yemor,  as  well  as  confidential  informa- 
tion, which  he  had  no  right  so  to  communi- 
cate, and  that  on  this  charge  the  Com- 
mittee had  had  some  hesitation  in  not 
recommending  the  confirmation  of  the 
suspension  of  the  Chief  Justice ;  but,  as 
no  misconduct  of  a  moral  character,  or 
connected  with  judicial  duties,  had  been 
imputed  to  him,  they  recommended  that 
the  suspension  be  removed.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  not  felt  them- 
selves called  upon  to  take  any  action 
with  regard  to  the  Governor. 

Mr,  Brailaugh 


OPEN    SPACES    (METROPOLIS)-.PRIM- 

ROSE  HILL. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  he  is  aware  of  the  unsatisfac- 
tory condition  of  Primrose  Hill,  that 
the  paths  are  worn  away  and  denuded 
of  Rrass,  and  no  adequate  efforts  are 
made  to  preserve  the  property  as  origi- 
nally laid  out  when  converted  into  a 
park;  and,  what  steps  he  proposes  to 
take  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  and 
preserving  the  enclosure  of  Primrose 
Hill  as  a  recreation  ground  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  large  number  of  persons  who 
frequent  it  as  a  popular  place  of  resort  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Pltjnket)  (Dublin  University),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  well  aware  of  the  condition 
of  Primrose  Hill  from  frequent  personal 
observation;  and  he  coiUd  not  admit 
that,  considering  the  nature  of  the  case, 
it  could  fairly  be  described  as  unsatis- 
factory. The  grass  near  the  paths  was 
in  places  worn  away;  and,  no  doubt, 
this  deterioration  could,  to  some  extent, 
be  remedied  by  putting  up  cross  hurdles 
and  other  fencing,  and  thus  keeping 
people  more  strictly  within  bounds. 
But  this  would  be  to  treat  Primrose  Hill 
as  a  private  park  or  garden,  rather  than 
as  a  place  open,  as  it  now  practically 
was,  for  thoroughfare  at  all  hours  of 
the  day  and  night  to  the  public  gene- 
rally. The  Hill  looked  very  well  in  the 
spring  time ;  but  he  was  afraid  that  he 
could  not  promise  to  take  any  steps 
which  would  prevent  the  grass  from 
being  worn  away  in  the  dry  weather. 

Mr.  LAWSON  asked,  if  the  First 
Commissioner  would  give  orders  that 
Primrose  Hill  should  be  watered  at 
niRht  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  :  It  was  well 
watered  last  night. 

CRIMINAL    LAW   AND    PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,   1887— ADMISSION  TO 

BAIL. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  asked  Mr.  Solictor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether,  in  the 
interval  between  the  arrest  of  a  person 
charged  with  an  offence  under  **The 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887,"  and  the  hearing  of  a  charge, 
any  magistrate  has  the  power  to  accept 
bail  for  the  appearance  of  such  person  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
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versity)  :  There  are  no  provisioDS  in  the 
Statute  enabling  Justices  of  the  Peace 
generally  to  accept  bail  under  the  cir- 
cumstances mentioned  in  the  Question. 
In  the  case  of  a  prosecution  under  the 
Act  referred  to,  any  person  arrested 
under  warrant,  on  being  brought  before 
a  Resident  Magistrate,  may  be  admitted 
to  bail,  should  the  magistrate  be  of  opi- 
nion that  this  course  should  be  taken. 

In  further  reply  to  Mr.  Gilhooly, 

Mb.  madden  said,  that  under  the 
Grimes  Act  one  Besident  Magistrate 
could  admit  to  bail,  although  the  Court 
of  Summary  Jurisdiction  consisted  of 
two  Resident  Magistrates. 

Mr.  gilhooly  asked,  whether  the 
provisions  of  the  Petty  Sessions  Acts 
were  repealed;  or  whether  they  were 
incorporated  with  the  Oriminal  Law 
and  Procedure  Act  of  last  year  ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Petty  Sessions  Act  were 
not  repealed  by  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  Act  of  last  year;  but  they 
did  not  apply  to  the  case  mentioned  in 
the  Question. 

Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.)  asked, 
whether  it  was  not  the  habitual  practice 
of  Resident  Magistrates  to  supersede  the 
function  of  the  ordinary  magistrates  in 
the  cases  of  persons  arrested  and  waiting 
for  trial  under  the  Coercion  Act  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN :  That  necessarily  re- 
sults from  what  I  have  stated  to  the 
House — that  an  application  under  the 
Act  of  last  year  must  be  made  to  a  Re- 
sident Magistrate,  but  not  necessarily  to 
a  full  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction, 
because  a  single  magistrate  has  power 
to  act.  The  magistrate  acting  must  be 
a  Resident  Magistrate. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  inquired, 
what  section  or  sub- section  of  the  Act 
debarred  the  ordinary  magistrate  under 
the  Coercion  Act  from  taking  bail  ? 

Mb.  madden-  No  section  of  the 
Act  debars  an  ordinary  magistrate  from 
taking  bail ;  but  the  ordinary  magistrate 
has  not  the  jurisdiction  under  the  Act 
which  the  hon.  Member  supposes  him 
to  possess. 

ARMY    (AUXILIARY    FORCES)  —  ENGI- 
NEER VOLUNTEER  CORPS. 

Sib  CHAELES  PALMER  (Durham, 
Jarrow)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  officers  of  the  Line  are 
being  appointed  to  Engineer  Volunteer 
Corps;  and,  if  so,  whether  this  arises 


from  paucity  of  Hoyal  Engineer  officers 
available  for  such  appointments,  or  lack 
of  advantages  necessary  to  induce  them 
to  leave  their  own  corps  to  become  ad- 
jutants of  Volunteer  Corps  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle) : 
Line  officers  have  been  appointed  as  ad- 
jutants of  Engineer  Volunteer  Corps  in 
consequence  of  the  paucity  of  Engineer 
officers  available.  Officers  of  the  Royal 
Engineers  are  not  seconded  when  hold- 
ing extra  -  regimental  appointments. 
Eight  officers  have  been  added  to  the 
corps  for  this  purpose ;  but  as  the  En- 
gineer Auxiliary  Forces  require  1 8  ad- 
jutants  some  must  be  provided  from 
other  sources. 

SUGAR  BOUNTIES-THE   NEGOTIA- 
TIONS. 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  give  any  further 
information  concerning  the  progress  of 
the  negotiations  concerning  sugar  boun- 
ties ;  and,  whether  he  can  say  at  what 
time  the  Papers  relating  to  the  Confer- 
ence on  that  question  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  No  further  information 
can  yet  be  given.  The  Revised  Draft 
of  the  Convention  prepared  in  the  last 
meeting  of  the  Conference  is  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Governments  con- 
cerned. 

In  further  answer  to  Mr.  Picton, 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  that 
Papers  were  never  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment until  negotiations  of  this  kind 
were  completed.  The  Conference  would 
meet  again  in  August,  when  the  result 
of  the  reference  to  the  Governments 
would  be  known.  Papers  could,  of 
course,  not  be  presented  until  after  that 
time. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked,  if  the  Prorogation  of  Par- 
liament took  place  before  that  time, 
what  opportunity  the  House  would  have 
of  discussing  the  matter  ? 

[No  reply.] 

SUGAR  BOUNTIES  CONFERENCE -THE 

PAPERS. 
Mr.  ILLING worth  (Bradford,  W.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
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Whether  he  will  undertake  that  Papers 
containing  a  full  account  of  the  negotia- 
tions concerning  the  sugar  bounties,  and 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Conference, 
shall  be  laid  before  the  House,  so  as  to 
give  ample  time  for  considering  and  dis- 
cussing them  before  any  legislation  on 
the  subject  is  attempted  in  this  coun- 
try? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jaicss  Fergusson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
(who  replied)  said :  Full  information 
will  be  supplied  to  Parliament  before 
any  legislation  is  proposed. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth)  said,  he  really  must 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  would  undertake  that  there  would  be 
no  legislation  on  the  subject  until  they 
had  the  Papers  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  :  I  have 
already  said  so. 

Mb.  ILLING WORTH  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  say 
if  the  statement  in  Ths  Daily  Ntws 
was  correct,  that  the  sugar  bounties  for 
the  coming  year  would  be  maintained  in 
France  ? 

SiB  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  I  have 
no  information  on  that  point.  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  will  put  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)— LONDONDERRY 

GAOL. 

Mr.  O'H ANLON  (Cavan,  E. )  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
there  is  inside  the  main  entrance  to  Lon- 
donderry Gaol  a  large  hall  and  also  a 
large  waiting  room  formerly  used  by 
visitors ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  people 
who  go  there  to  visit  their  political 
friends  are  first  asked  their  business, 
and  then  are  ordered  by  an  official  to 
the  street  to  wait  there  for  a  very  long 
time ;  and,  whether  he  will  say  if  he  has 
given  those  instructions  to  the  Governor ; 
and,  if  not,  will  he  explain  by  whom 
iYieY  were  given  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  Gene- 
ral Prisons  Board  report  that  for  a  few 
days  visitors  were  not  admitted  inside 
the  outer  door  of  the  prison  while  wait- 
ing. Such  instructions  were  not  issued 
by  the  Board,  the  Governor  having  acted 
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on  a  suggestion  made  by  the  Inspector 
of  Prisons.  On  learning  the  fact,  on 
the  18th,  the  Prisons  Board  at  once 
issued  directions  to  the  Governor  to 
resume  the  former  practice  of  giving 
visitors  immediate  admission,  there  being 
ample  accommodation  for  them  in  the 
large  entrance  hall  and  in  the  office. 

POOR  LA W(IRELAND) -DEFALCATIONS 
IN  BALLTMENA  UNION. 

Mb.  PINKERTON  (Galway)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Is  he  aware  that,  in 
the  recent  defalcations  in  Ballymena 
Union,  although  a  bogus  bank  book  had 
been  kept  from  September,  1885,  till 
1888,  there  was  only  one  bank  book  for 
the  six  years  preceding;  that,  while 
frauds  were  being  constantly  perpetrated 
during  that  period,  the  accounts  were 
certified  by  Colonel  Studdert  as  being 
correct ;  that  leaves  had  been  torn  from 
the  ledger  and  others  pasted  in ;  that 
private  marks  had  been  put  upon  the 
margins  opposite  sums  of  £40  and  £50 
without  exciting  the  suspicion  of  the 
auditor  ;  that  the  master's  and  relieving 
officer's  receipt  and  expenditure  books 
had  been  parUy,  if  not  altogether,  kept 
by  the  clerk  ;  and,  if  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  a  Resolution  which  was 
passed  unanimously  by  the  Guardians 
on  the  subject ;  and  if,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  grant  the  sworn 
inquiry  demanded  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  A  Reso- 
lution was  received  yesterday  by  the 
Local  Government  Board,  adopted  by 
the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bally- 
mena Union,  asking  for  an  inquiry  in 
regard  to  the  manner  in  which  the  ac- 
counts of  the  Union  have  been  audited. 
Colonel  Studdert  has  been  called  upon 
for  an  explanation  before  deciding 
whether  the  inquiry  should  be  granted. 

In  reply  to  The  Lobd  Mayob  of  Dub- 
lin (Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.), 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that,  as  far 
as  he  understood  the  Question,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  him  to  give  an  opinion 
on  Colonel  Studdert's  behaviour  before 
Colonel  Studdert  himself  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  explaining  his  conduct, 
and  he  (Mr.  A.  T,  Balfour)  must  decline 
to  do  so. 
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INDIA-CIRCULAR  No.  6,  ISSUED  BY 
THE  INSPECTOR  GENERAL  OF 
POUCE,    BENGAL. 

Mb.  SLAGO  (Burnley)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  has  now  seen  the  ''  confi- 
dential "  Circular  No.  5,  issued  by  Mr. 
J.  C.  Veasey,  Inspector  General  of  Police, 
Bengal,  dated  Calcutta,  December  30, 
1887,  which  directs  the  police,  among 
other  subjects,  to  scrutinize  and  report 
weekly  upon — 

"Everything,  however  apparently  trivial, 
that  can  have  a  political  significance;  com- 
ments on  laws  and  Government  measures; 
affairs  in  independent  or  semi- independent 
Native  States,  and  rumours  regarding  their 
constitution ;  ohjects  and  proceedings  of  Native 
Societies,  whether  established  for  political  or 
ostensibly  for  other  objects ;  politi^  or  mass 
meetings,  their  origin,  organization,  and  result 
as  to  public  feeling  in  the  neighbourhood, 
&c. ; " 

and,  whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will 
consider  the  adyisability  of  directing  the 
Circular  to  be  withdrawn  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
No  official  copy  has  yet  been  received. 
In  accordance  with  a  promise  I  gave  on 
June  7,  a  despatch  has  been  sent  to  the 
Government  of  India  on  this  subject; 
and,  as  soon  as  a  reply  is  received,  the 
matter  will  be  considered  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  Council. 

POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT— PAU- 
PER CHILDREN  AS  *'  HALF-TIMERS  " 
IN  FACTORIES. 

Mr.  lees  (Oldham)  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  it  is  contrary  to  law  for  Guar- 
dians of  the  poor  to  allow  pauper  chil- 
dren to  work  as  '*  half-timers"  in  the 
factories ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Lancashire  cotton  spinning  industry  can 
only  be  properly  mastered  by  those  who 
are  employed  in  it  at  an  early  age  as 
*' half-timers ; "  and,  whether  he  sees 
any  prospect  of  being  able  to  propose 
any  alteration  of  the  law  in  this  re- 
spect? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
proposal  which  has  been  submitted  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  is  that 
children,  while  they  are  maintained  as 
pauper  inmates  of  the  workhouse,  should 
be  allowed  to  leave  the  workhouse 
during  part  of  the  day  for  the  purpose 


of  being  employed  in  factories.  The 
Board  have  stated  that  such  an  arrange- 
ment is  opposed  to  the  principles  which 
should  guide  the  Guardians  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  relief.  It  appears  to  the 
Board  to  be  entirely  opposed  to  the 
principles  of  the  Poor  Law  Amendment 
Act  that  persons,  while  maintained  in 
the  workhouse  at  the  cost  of  the  rates, 
should  be  employed  in  factories,  and 
thus  compete  with  independent  labour. 
If  such  an  arrangement  were  legalized 
as  regards  factory  work,  the  adoption  of 
the  same  principle  could  not  be  resisted 
with  respect  to  the  employment  of  work- 
house inmates  in  agricultural  and  other 
labour.  I  cannot  hold  out  any  expecta- 
tion that  an  alteration  of  the  law  will 
be  proposed. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST) -ADMINISTRA- 
TION  OF  JUSTICE  AT  SIERRA  LEONE 
—EXECUTION  OF  NATIVES. 

Mb.    a.     M*ARTHUR    (Leicester) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,    Whether  three    Natives 
named  W.  T.  G.  Caulker,  T.  C.  Caulker, 
and  Lahai,  were  tried  in  the  Colony  of 
Sierra  Leone  for  murder,  convicted,  re- 
commended to  mercy  by  the  jury,  and, 
notwithstanding    that   recommendation 
and  much  local  feeling  in  their  favour, 
hanged  at  Shaingay  on  the  6th  instant ; 
whether  the  murder  charged  was  the 
levying  of    war    by  one  Native   Chief 
against  another;  whether  the  Govern- 
ment has  received   information  of  the 
trial,  and  sanctioned  the  disregard  of 
the  recommendation  of  the  jury ;  whe- 
ther the  levying  of  war  in  question  took 
place  in  British  territory  proper  or  in 
the   Protectorate,    and   what    was   the 
jurisdiction  to  try  by  English  law  for 
murder  in  a  case  of  intertribal  warfare ; 
and,  whether  the  above-named  W.  T.  G. 
Caulker  was  the  same  man  who,  some 
years  since,  was  released  by  order  of  the 
Home  Government  from  an  illegal  im« 
prisonment  by  the  Colonial  Authority, 
an  imprisonment  which  had  lasted  four 
years  r 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Baron  Henby  de  Wobms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth):  Three  Na- 
tives, so  named,  have  been  tried  for 
murder  at  Sierra  Leone  and  convicted, 
and  were  executed  at  Shaingay  on  the 
6th  instant.  The  Secretary  of  State  has 
no  of&cial  information  that  they  were 
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recommended  to  mercy,  or  as  to  local 
feeling  in  tlie  case.  The  murder  appears 
to  have  been  committed  in  an  uttack  on 
Shaingay  in  the  course  of  an  insurrec- 
tion against  a  Native  Chief,  the  circum- 
stances of  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
despatches  presented  to  Parliament  in 
September  last,  0.5236.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  received  information  that 
the  trial  was  taking  place,  and  has 
been  informed  by  telegraph  of  the  con- 
viction and  execution  of  these  men,  but 
has  not  yet  received  a  Beport  of  the 
trial.  The  Governor  has  been  called 
upon  for  a  full  Report.  The  murder 
appears  to  have  taken  place  in  British 
territory,  and  the  Colonial  Court  had 
jurisdiction  to  try  for  all  crimes  com- 
mitted in  the  Colony.  W.  T.  G.  Caulker 
was  in  1878  taken  by  the  Governor 
of  Sierra  Leone  out  of  the  hands  of  a 
Native  Chief,  a  relative,  who  was  about 
to  put  him  to  death,  and  was  detained 
at  Freetown — partly  for  his  own  protec- 
tion and  partly  to  prevent  an  outbreak 
of  war — until  1881,  when  he  was  allowed 
to  return  to  his  own  district  in  accord- 
ance with  the  terms  of  a  reconciliation 
between  him  and  his  family  effected  by 
the  Gt)vernor.  As  was  stated  by  the 
then  Under  Secretary  of  State  on 
August  23,  1881,  he  was  detained  as  a 
State  prisoner  without  any  clear  warrant 
of  law.  His  release  was  not  directly 
ordered  by  the  Home  Government,  but 
was  preceded  by  an  inquiry  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
THE  ROMAN  CATHOLIC  CHURCH  OF 
BOHER,  CO.  LIMERICK. 

Mb.  FINUCANE  (Limerick,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  a  paragraph  which 
appeared  in  Thi  Cork  Eerald  of  last 
Saturday,  which  states  that  the  windows 
of  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church  of  Boher, 
County  Limerick,  were  broken  a  few 
days  before,  it  is  believed,  by  Emer- 
gency men  ;  and,  whether  he  will  direct 
a  Resident  Magistrate  to  hold  a  sworn 
inquiry,  under  "  The  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,"  in 
order  to  discover  the  perpetrators  of  the 
alleged  outrage  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  The  Dis- 
trict Inspector  of  Constabulary  reports 
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that  panes  of  glass  were  broken  with 
stones  on  the  night  of  the  14th  instant 
in  Boher  Roman  Catholic  Chapel ;  and 
on  the  same  night  panes  of  glass  were 
broken  in  a  similar  manner  in  the  Pro- 
testant Church  at  Caherconlish,  two  miles 
from  Boher.  The  offences  are  believed 
to  have  been  perpetrated  by  a  tramp 
named  Patrick  Sweeny,  not  by  Emer- 
gency men.  Sweeny  was  arrested, 
charged  with  the  offence,  and  remanded 
on  the  1 7th  instant  for  eight  days.  The 
parish  priest  spoke  to  his  congregation 
about  the  breaking  of  the  glass,  and 
said — 

**  No  notice  should  be  taken  of  the  matter* 
it  was  the  act  of  a  poor  demenled  person." 

WAR  OFFICE-REMOVAL  OF  THE  AYR- 
SHIRE ARTILLERY  TO  PLYMOUTH. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther the  Ayrshire  Artillery  were  lately 
removed  from  Ayrshire  to  Plymouth ; 
is  it  true  that  this  regiment  has  not  been 
removed  from  Scotland  for  12  years,  and 
that  in  its  number  there  are  200,  or  a 
considerable  number,  of  Parliamentary 
voters ;  was  the  regiment  removed  be- 
fore or  after  the  death  of  the  late  Mr. 
Campbell,  Member  for  the  Ayr  Burghs ; 
was  a  remonstrance  made  to  the  autho- 
rities about  the  removal  of  the  regiment 
on  the  eve  of  a  Parliamentary  election ; 
and,  if  so,  can  he  state  why  this  re- 
monstrance was  not  attended  to  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
There  is  no  Militia  corps  of  Ayrshire 
Artillery.  The  Ayrshire  Infantry  Militia 
will  train  at  Ayr  next  month.  Probably 
the  hon.  Member  refers  to  the  Argyll 
and  Bute  Artillery,  which  was  selected 
in  December  last  to  train  this  year  at 
Plymouth.  The  actual  orders  for  its 
embarkation  were  issued  on  May  17. 
No  application  was  received  asking  that 
any  change  in  the  arrangements  should 
be  made ;  but  if  it  had  been  it  is  im- 
probable that  it  could  have  been  acceded 
to. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  asked,  whether  in 
the  Argyll  and  Bute  Artillery  Militia 
there  were  200  voters  of  the  Ayr  Burghs ; 
and,  whether  the  regiment  had  long 
been  stationed  at  Campbeltown,  one  of 
the  Ayr  Burghs  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE ;  With  regard 
to  the  number  of  voters  in  the  regiment 
I  have  no  information,  and  I  do  not  in- 
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tend  to  aak.  I  believe  that  the  regiment 
has  been  stationed  at  Campbeltown ;  but 
the  Military  Authorities  decided  in  De- 
cember last  that  this  year  it  should  be 
drilled  at  Plymouth. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland ) :  Are  we  to  understand  that 
the  Military  Authorities  have  the  power 
of  disfranchising  a  number  of  soldier 
voters  by  removing  them  from  the  con- 
stituency in  which  they  have  a  vote  at  a 
time  when  an  election  contest  is  going 
on? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  am  afraid 
that  military  considerations  override 
every  other  consideration,  and  that  those 
who  are  in  the  service  of  the  Qovem- 
ment — whether  in  the  Army  or  the 
Militia — ^must  expect  to  go  wherever 
they  are  called  by  the  Military  Autho- 
rities. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Mao  Neill, 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  it  was 
purely  a  matter  for  the  Military  Autho- 
rities to  decide  ;  and  until  this  Question 
was  put  down  he  personally  had  no 
knowledge  whatever  on  the  subject. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— ARRESTS  AT 
CURASS,  KANTURK. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  in 
Ireland  lately  the  police  have  resorted 
to  the  practice  of  taking  men  out  of 
their  beds  in  the  dead  of  night,  mostly 
upon  warrants  for  charges  under  the 
Coercion  Act ;  why  the  arrests  of  six 
tenant  farmers  at  Curass,  near  Kanturk, 
on  the  14th  instant,  were  made  at  2  a.m., 
although  the  occurrence  which  was  the 
subject  of  the  charge  dated  so  far  back 
as  March  23,  and  although,  after  the 
men  had  been  held  in  custody  at  the 
police  barrack  for  about  20  hours,  the 
police  assented  to  their  release  on  bail ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  in- 
struct the  Irish  police  not  to  cause 
unnecessary  confusion  and  alarm  in 
households,  and  especially  to  women 
and  children,  by  making  arrests  of  per- 
sons of  respectable  condition  in  the  dead 
of  night  ? 

The  ohief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  am 
informed  that  arrests  are  not  made  at 
night,  except  in  cases  where  the  re- 1 


sponsible  officer  has  reason  to  suppose 
that  arrest  would  otherwise  be  evaded 
or  rescue  attempted.  The  District  In- 
spector of  Constabulary  was  of  opinion 
he  could  not  execute  the  warrants  in  the 
case  in  question  were  he  to  attempt  to 
do  so  later  in  the  day. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  had  not  answered  the 
third  paragraph  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  any  necessity  whatever 
to  issue  the  instructions  referred  to,  for 
he  had  no  reason  to  believe  the  Irish 
police  did  cause  unnecessary  alarm  and 
confusion  in  households. 

Mr.   FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)   asked,  if 

geople  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Ourass 
ad  not  been  summoned  under  the 
Coercion  Act,  and  attended  the  Court  in 
answer  to  the  summons  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  facts 
might  be  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  stated. 
He  had  no  knowledge  of  them;  but, 
even  if  true,  he  did  not  see  how  they 
affected  the  issue  raised  by  the  Ques- 
tion. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— JUDICIAL 
RENTS  —  SUB-COMMISSIONERS  AT 
MANORHAMILTON. 

Mr.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  had  the 
following  Question  on  the  Paper  : — To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  in 
accordance  with  the  spirit  and  letter  of 
the  Land  Law  Act  of  1881,  that  the 
Chairman  of  the  Sub-Commissioners 
should  fix  the  judicial  rent  whilst  in 
Court,  on  the  mere  testimony  of  a  land- 
lord's valuator,  and  without  at  all  visit- 
ing the  farm  affected  by  such  rent ; 
whether,  at  the  late  sitting  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners,  Mr.  E.  0.  M'Devitt  in 
the  chair,  at  Manorhamilton,  County 
Leitrim,  the  case  of  ''  Sarah  Maguiret^. 
Owen  Wynne  "  came  on  for  hearing ; 
and,  whether  the  Chairman  fixed  the 
judicial  rent  on  the  basis  of  the  old 
rent;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  afford  facilities  to  Sarah 
Maguire  for  a  re- hearing  of  her  case  ? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  complained  that 
the  Question  was  not  in  the  form  in 
which  he  handed  it  in.  It  ought  to 
be [**  Order!"] 

Mb.  Speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  will  put  the  Question  as 
it  appears  on  the  Paper. 
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Mb.  CONWAY:  But  it  does  not 
appear  on  the  Paper  m  it  ought  to  b«. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  content  himself  with  putting  it  as 
it  appears  on  the  Paper. 

Ub.  CONWAY:  Then  I  dedine  to 
put  ths  Question. 

CTJBTOMS    HOFSE— THE  STATISTICAL 

DEPARTMENT  —  SPECIAL    PAY      OF 

WRITERS. 

Mb.  CONYBEASE  {Cornwall,  Cam- 
home)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether,  as  the  Committee  of  In- 
quiry into  the  Statistical  Department 
of  the  Customs  House  recommended  a 
apeoial  rate  of  pay  to  the  writers  em- 
ployed therein,  and  several  months  have 
since  elapsed,  it  is  intended  to  adopt 
such  recommeudation  ;  and,  if  so,  when 
the  same  will  be  brought  into  operation ; 
what  is  the  reason  for  the  prolonged 
delay  in  respect  of  the  promotion  of 
writers  to  the  Lower  Division  who  are 
employed  in  those  Offices  which  have 
not  been  dealt  with  under  the  provisians 
of  the  Treasury  Minute  of  December, 
1886,  and  who,  fulfilling  all  the  condi- 
tions laid  down  in  that  Minute,  have 
been  acoordiugly  recommended;  and, 
when  the  writers  employed  in  the  Cus- 
toms Outports  (similarly  situated)  may 
expect  to  De  informed  of  the  decision  in 
their  case  F 

8iR  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (A 
LoBD  of  the  Tbxasvbv)  (Wigton)  (who 
replied)  said:  Yery  considerable  changes 
in  the  organization  of  the  Customs 
Statistical  Department  hare  been  pro- 
posed by  a  Oommittee ;  but  we  are  not 
prepared  to  carry  out  organic  changes 
until  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Civil 
Establishments  has  considered  the 
oleiical  establishments  of  the  Customs. 
In  the  meantime,  we  contemplate  an  ad 
interim  arrangement,  which  we  hope 
will  be  shortly  ready  for  adoption.  We 
are  about  to  issue  our  decision  in  the 
case  of  copyists  in  the  Local  Qovem- 
ment  Board.  The  other  cases  outstand- 
ing are  cases  of  appeal,  in  which  our 
objections  have  not  as  yet  been  removed. 
As  regards  certain  copyists  at  the  out- 

{lorts  who  have  been  brought  before  us 
or  favourable  consideration,  we  are 
still  in  correBpondenco  with  the  Com- 
missioner of  Customs  as  to  the  proper 
method  of  deahng  with  their  claims.  I 
regret   there   has,    undoubtedly,  been 


some  delay ;  but  we  hope  to  be  able  to 
settle  it  in  a  few  days. 

LONDON  SCHOOL  BOARD -AMALGA- 
MATION OP  BOROUGHS. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St,  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that,  for  purposes  of 
the  London  School  Board,  the  boroughs 
of  Paddington,  Marylebone,  Hampetead, 
and  St.  Pancras  are  amalgamated ;  and, 
whether  tenement  occupiers  are  entitled 
to  vote  at  these  elections ;  if  bo,  why  in 
Paddington  they  are  precluded  by  the 
parochial  authurities,  whilst  in  the  othsr 
boroughs  they  are  allowed  ? 

Tire  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wii^ 
LiAM  Habt  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
For  the  purposes  of  the  London  School 
Board  the  Division  of  Marylebone  does, 
I  believe,  comprise  the  Parliamentary 
boroughs  stated.  It  is  provided  in  the 
Second  Schedule  of  the  Elementary 
Education  Act,  187:j,  that  every  rate- 
payer whose  name  appears  in  the  Rate 
Book  at  a  particular  date  shall  be  en- 
titled to  vote,  and  no  person  shall  be 
entiled  to  vote  whose  name  does  not  so 
appear;  but  beyond  that  the  Depart- 
ment have  no  information  to  give. 

WAR  OFFIOE-HAVENSCOURT  PARK, 
HAMMERSMITH. 

Ma.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  intended  to  use  any  por- 
tion of  the  Raven Boourt  Park,  Hammer- 
smith, for  drilling  or  military  exercises  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  this  will  have  the 
effect  of  excluding  the  ratepayers  of 
Hammersmith  from  ground  purchased 
for  the  purposes  of  public  recreation  ? 

The  SEUEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Staithofe)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcaatle): 
I  have  been  in  communioation  with  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hammersmith  (Qeueral  Ocldsworthy), 
and  I  have  also  received  a  Memorial  on 
this  subject.  Looking  to  the  local  cir- 
cumstances, it  is  exceedingly  unlikely 
that  Ravenscourt  Park  will  be  osed  for 
any  military  purpose,  except,  perhaps, 
for  the  local  Volunteers.  But  I  do  not 
think  I  should  be  justified,  on  national 
grounds,  in  assenting  to  a  bye-law  which 
would  exclude  the  military  from  the 
Park  under  any  conceivable  circum- 
stances. 


EVICTIONS  (IRE  LAND) -EVICTION  AT 

CLOGHER. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing account  of  an  eviction  in  Ireland, 
which  is  taken  from  a  London  paper : — 

"  An  eviction  was  carried  oat  yesterday  on 
tlie  property  of  Mr.  Montroy  Gledstanes  Fard- 
ro88,  Clogher,  telegitiphs  our  Dublin  correspon- 
dent. Nearly  40  police  were  in  attendance. 
The  evicted  family  numbers  six  members.  One, 
a  blind  boy,  received  the  last  sacrament  last 
eTening,  and  the  father,  an  old  man  of  80  years, 
was  so  weak  and  ill,  as  to  appear  utterly  un- 
conscious of  what  was  going  on  around  him. 
Another  son  besought  the  Sub-Sheriff  (Mr. 
McKelvey)  to  delay  the  removal  of  the  father 
from  bed  till  the  parish  priest  might  be  sent 
for,  as  the  arrival  of  Mr.  McKelvey  had  taken 
the  family  by  surprise,  but  the  officer  was  in- 
exorable. The  old  man  was  then  transferred 
from  his  bed  to  a  cart,  in  which  he  was  con- 
veyed to  the  house  of  a  son-in-law,  where  he 
received  the  last  sacrament  immediately  after- 
wards from  the  parish  priest ; " 

and,  whether  it  is  not  in  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  refuse  to  allow  the 
forces  of  the  Grown  to  be  used  in  evict- 
ing persons  under  such  painful  circum- 
stances ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  am 
sorry  that  the  reports  which  I  have  re- 
ceived are  not  sufficiently  full  to  enable 
me  to  answer  this  Question  to-day. 
Would  the  hon.  Qentleman  kindly  put 
the  Question  down  for  to-morrow  ? 

Me.  W.  REDMOND :  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  is  the  second  time  that  I  have  put 
this  Question ;  and  I  will  ask  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  information 
which  has  been  given  to  the  public  in 
the  newspapers  to-day  —  information 
which  the  Government,  as  appears  from 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
oould  not  get,  although  the  public  have 
it  to-day  ?  The  Question  I  wish  to  ask 
is  this 

Mr  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  stated 
that  he  is  not  in  a  position  to  give  an 
answer  to-day,  but  that  he  will  g^ve  it 
to-morrow.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
asking  a  Question  now  which  is  not  on 
the  Paper  he  should  give  Notice  of  it. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  Question  as 
to  a  matter  which  appears  in  the  news- 
papers in  connection  with  this  case  ? 
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Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  give  Notice  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  But  the  man 
is  dying. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  But  the  man 
is  dying.  [**  Order  !  '*]  It  is  very  hard 
that  a  man  is  turned  out  to  die. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Turned  out  to 
die  on  the  roadside. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 


ADMIRALTY—TORPEDO  NET  DEFENCE 
COMMITTEE— EXPERIMENTS. 
Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  reported,  that  in 
the  final  experiments  on  May  17,  carried 
out  by  the  **  Torpedo  Net  Defence  Com- 
mittee" at  Portsmouth,  it  was  conclu- 
sively shown  that  wooden  booms  en- 
tirely failed,  although  increased  from  10 
to  12  inches  diameter,  the  same  beinff 
broken  or  blown  away  from  their  heel 
attachments  to  the  side  of  the  Remtane$ 
when  subjected  to  the  explosive  action 
of  92  lb.  of  gun-cotton  against  nets 
suspended  from  such  booms;  whether 
in  all  the  previous  experiments,  from 
September,  1886,  to  the  present  time, 
wooden  booms  have  invariably  failed 
when  exposed  to  ordinary  explosions  of 
gun-cotton  against  nets ;  whether,  not- 
withstanding these  failures,  it  has  been 
decided  to  fit  the  InvincihU  and  other 
ships  with  similar  heavy  wooden  booms 
of  from  20  to  24  cwt.  in  preference  to 
steel  booms  of  an  improved  type,  weigh- 
ing under  10  cwt.,  as  proposed  by  Mr. 
Bullivant;  whether  the  estimated  cost 
of  steel  booms  is  from  £20  to  £23,  as 
against  £28  to  £30  for  wooden  booms 
of  12  inches  diameter;  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  ''  Net  Defence  Committee" 
and  Dockyard  officials  are  in  favour  of 
steel  booms  being  fitted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships;  and,  if  so,  why  are 
wooden  booms  still  ordered  to  be  used 
when  naval  opinion  outside  the  Ad- 
miralty Office  is  known  to  be  in  favour 
of  steel  booms,  as  being  less  than  half 
the  weight,  less  costly,  more  durable 
and  efficient ;  and,  whether  the  Lords 
Commissioners  of  the  Admiralty  will  be 
pleased  to  order  a  further  trial  of  steel 
booms  to  establish  beyond  doubt  their 
superiority  over  wood,  as  claimed  for 
them  by  authority,  before  expending 
further  moneys  on  wooden  ones  f 
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Tkb  FIBST  LOBD  (Lord  OsoRaE 
Hauiltos)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  Duriog 
the  present  year  five  experiments,  ^ith 
a  Tiew  to  teeting  the  efficiency  of  wooden 
booms,  have  been  carried  out.  In  one 
oaee  only  was  the  boom  broken,  though 
some  defects  in  the  ironwork  and 
rigging  were  developed  on  each  of  these 
occasioiiB ;  aud,  excepting  in  the  case  of 
the  broken  boom,  the  injury  was  not  of 
a  nature  to  render  the  net  defence  in- 
efficient, but  the  damage  was  such  as 
could  be  readil^r  repaired.  The  state- 
ment that  the  wooden  booms  entirely 
failed  cannot,  therefore,  be  supported. 
It  has  been  decided  to  fit  the  InvinnlU 
with  wooden  booms,  and  the  work  ia  in 
progresa.  The  estimated  cost  of  steel 
booms  is  slightly  greater  than  that  of 
wooden  booms.  It  is  true  that  the  Net 
Defence  Committee  recommended  the 
use  of  ateel  booms ;  but  there  is  a  great 
divergence  of  opinion  on  the  subject. 
Until  further  experience  has  been  gained 
by  actual  use  of  the  present  fitiings  at 
sea,  it  is  not  proposed  to  make  any 
changes;  but  the  matter  will  be  kept  in 
vieW)  aud  should  it  be  satisfactorily 
established  that  steel  booms  are  in  all 
respects  more  efficient  than  wood,  the 
Admiralty  will  be  prepared  to  substitute 
them  for  the  wooden  ones  now  in  use. 

Us.  FICTON  (Leicester)  wished  to 
know  whether  the  weight  of  the  boom 
was  correctly  given  in  the  third  para- 
graph of  the  Question  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  I  am 
not  aware  that  those  figures  are  actually 
correct ;  but,  no  doubt,  these  wooden 
booms  are  heavier  than  steel  booms. 

Ma.  BEUNNEE  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  inquired,  whether  the  noble  Lord 
would  give  the  names  of  the  officials 
who  were  opposing  the  introduction  of 
steel  booms,  so  that  a  Motion  might  be 
made  dealing  with  the  question  of  their 
continuance  in  the  Public  Service  f 

Loan  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said,  it 
was  most  improper  that  Questions  should 
be  put  to  him  for  the  purpose  of  adver- 
tising inventions. 

SCOTTISH  SAL1[0N    FISHERIES— 

LEGISLATION. 
Mb.  a.  R.  D.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) 
asked  the  I^ord  Advocate,  Whether  he 
still  intends  to  introduce  during  the 
present  Session  a  Bill  dealing  with 
Scottish  Salmon  Fisheries  ? 


The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maqdonai.i>)  (Eldinburgh  and  6t. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  B!er  Majesty's 
Government  have  desired,  in  framing  a 
Bill  to  deal  with  the  Scottish  Salmon 
Fisheries,  to  make  it  a  thorough  and 
complete  measure.  To  do  this  has  in- 
volved much  labour  and  much  corres- 
pondence with  various  parts  of  the 
country.  The  Bill  is  now  practically 
ready,  and  it  is  the  intention  to  intro- 
dnce  it  this  Session. 

NAVY— PHOTOGRAPHIC  CHARTINO 
OF  THE  HEAVENS. 

Me.  CROSBLEY  (York.  W.R., 
Sowerby)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiral^,  If  the  Government  has 
approved  of  the  recommendation  of  the 
Astronomer  Boyal  and  the  Board  of 
Visitors  of  the  Greenwich  Observatory, 
made  both  in  1867  and  1888,  that  a 
photographic  equatorial  refracting  tele- 
scope be  constructed  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  part  in  the  international  photo- 
graphic charting  of  the  heavens ;  and, 
whether  orders  have  been  given  for  the 
construction  of  such  an  instrument  ? 

Thb  FIEST  LORD  (Lord  GsoRaa 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
recommendation  of  the  Astronomer 
Boyal  is  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government.  There  has  been  consider- 
able delay  owing  to  the  necessity  of 
having  to  refer  twice  to  the  Observatory 
at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  with  regard 
to  their  requirements,  it  having  been 
decided  that  the  expenditure  for  the  two 
stations  should  be  considered  together. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES}  BILL— THE  COUNTY  COUN- 
CILS—PAPERS. 

Mr.  OALEB  WBIOHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Leigh)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  If  he  can  in- 
form the  House  when  the  Papers  show- 
ing the  number  of  County  Councillors  to 
be  elected  by  the  respective  County 
Divisions  wiU  be  distributed  to  the 
Members;  and,  whether  the  population 
of  each  Division  will  also  be  given  7 

Thb  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  BrrcBia) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
Local  Government  Bill  contemplates 
that  the  number  of  members  of  the 
County  Council  should  be  fixed  by  the 
Local  Government  Board.  Our  pro- 
posals in  this  respect  have  been  printed. 


d2i 


6ugat 


{ JttNS  2l,  1888] 


BaUtUiei. 


82^ 


and  a  large  number  of  copies  placed  in 
the  Vote  Office,  so  that  any  Member 
may,  on  application,  obtain  a  copy.  The 
Electoral  Divisions  are  to  be  determined 
in  the  case  of  a  borough  returning  more 
than  one  member  by  the  Town  Council 
of  the  borough,  and  in  the  case  of  the 
rest  of  the  county  by  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions.  Each  Electoral  Division  is  to 
return  one  member;  and  until  these 
Divisions  have  been  constituted  no  par- 
ticulars can  be  given  with  regard  to 
them. 

WAR  OFFICE— FORTRESS   ENGINEERS 
AT  EDINBURGH  AND  LEITH. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  decision  against  the  forma- 
tion of  the  corps  of  Fortress  Engineers 
at  Edinburgh  and  Leith,  as  proposed  in 
the  Estimates,  has  been  arrived  at  in 
consequence  of  difiPerence  of  local  mili- 
tary opinion  on  the  subject ;  whether 
this  opposition  is  due  to  any  lack  of  men 
willing  to  join  the  corps ;  whether  the 
Military  Authorities  at  the  War  Office 
are  still  favourable  to  the  formation  of 
such  a  corps,  and  whether  its  formation 
is  an  essential  part  of  the  scheme  of 
defence  of  the  Eastern  Coast;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  public  interests 
involved,  he  will  still  endeavour  to  carry 
out  his  original  intention. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stakhofe)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  decision  against  the  formation  of 
the  corps  was  arrived  at  on  the  advice 
of  the  Local  Military  Authorities.  Its 
formation,  though  not  essential  to  the 
defence  of  the  Eastern  Coast,  would 
have  been  desirable ;  but,  in  view  of  the 
local  objections,  I  did  not  think  it  ad- 
visable to  approve  its  being  raised. 

EVICTIONS  AND  PAUPERISM  (SCOT- 

LAND). 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  correspondence  has  taken  place 
between  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  and 
the  Sheriff  of  Caithness  as  to  the  rela- 
tion between  evictions  and  pauperism, 
and  between  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
or  the  Sheriff  of  Caithness  and  various 
Inspectors  of  Poor  or  Parochial  Boards 
on  the  same  subject;  and,  whether 
copies  of  the  Correspondence  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  ? 


The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  I  have  ascertained, 
on  further  inquiry,  since  my  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  some  days 
ago,  that  at  the  end  of  March  a  letter  was 
received  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
from  a  Mr.  Waters,  in  Caithness,  which 
was  transmitted  to  the  Sheriff  of  the 
county,  with  a  request  to  report  on  it 
to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  In  making 
inquiry  to  enable  him  to  furnish  this 
Report,  the  Sheriff  has,  I  understand, 
communicated  with  certain  Inspectors  of 
Poor.  No  Report  has  yet  been  received ; 
and  I  cannot  g^ve  any  undertaking  as  to 
the  publication  of  the  Correspondence 
until  it  has  been  sent. 

POOR  RELIEF  (SCOTLAND)— POOR  LAW 

ACT,  1846. 

Dr.  CLARE  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether,  since  the 
passing  of  "  The  Poor  Law  Act,  1845," 
about  £964,000  has  been  collected  by 
the  Kirk  Session,  but  only  about 
£378,000  applied  to  the  relief  of  the 
poor,  over  £500.000  having  been  applied 
to  other  purposes ;  whether,  during  the 
year  1886-7,  £38,746  was  collected,  and 
only  £8,484  expended  for  the  relief  of 
the  poor;  have  the  Kirk  Sessions  re- 
ported to  the  Board  of  Supervision  ;  and, 
whether  the  Qovernment  intend  to  take 
any  measures  to  insure  that  the  whole 
of  the  collections  should  be  applied  to 
the  relief  of  the  poor  as  prescribed  by 
that  Act  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities),  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  not  the  information  to  enable  him 
to  answer  the  Question  at  present,  and 
he  must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  put  it 
down  again. 

SUGAR  BOUNTIES-DECISION  OF 
THE  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  he  is  in  a  posi- 
tion to  give  any  information  as  to  the 
decision  arrived  at  by  the  Sugar  Bounties 
Conference ;  whether  an  opportunity  for 
discussion  will  be  afforded  to  Parliament 
before  definite  action  is  taken  ;  what  is 
the  total  estimated  amount  of  the  bounty 
on  foreign  sugar  imported  into  this 
country ;  and,  whether  it  is  proposed  to 
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impoie  oonnterTRiliag  duties  for  the  pro- 
teotion  of  augar  coming  from  British 
Colonies? 

Thb  UNDEB  8E0EETAET  of 
STATE  (Baron  Hehbt  ds  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  give  any  farther  informa- 
tion as  to  the  progress  of  the  negotia- 
tions concerning  the  abolition  of  sugar 
bounties,  which  are  still  the  suhjmt  of 
diplomatic  oorreapondenco.  With  re- 
gard to  the  seoond  Question,  if  legisla- 
tion should  be  necessary  ample  time  will 
be  given  for  consideriog  and  discussing 
the  Oonrention  before  such  legislation 
is  introduoed.  As  to  the  amount  of 
bountj  on  sugat  imported  into  this 
country  there  is  a  great  difference  of 
opinion  on  that  point,  the  bounties 
mainly  arising  from  the  payment  of 
drawback  on  sugar  which  has  paid  no 
duty.  The  figures  could  not  accurately 
be  stated  without  making  a  special 
Beport  on  the  subject.  It  would  not  be 
expedient  to  make  such  a  Beport  now, 
aa  it  necessarily  inTolves  questions  still 
Qnder  the  consideration  of  the  Powers. 
The  understanding  arrived  at  by  the 
Powers  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  Con- 
ference prevents  my  making  any  state- 
ment, in  reply  to  the  fourth  Question, 
from  which  any  inference  can  be  drawn. 

IjOCAL  QOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)     BILL -ABANDONMENT    OF 

THE  LICENSING  CLAUSES. 

Mr.     EENEST     8PEN0EE    {West 

Bromwich)  asked  the  President  of  the 

Local  Qovemmeut  Board,  Whether  the 

abandonment  of  the  Licensing  Clauses 

of  the  Local  Qovernment  Bill  includes 

Olaase     19,    which     gives    powers    to 

Uoouty  Councils  to  increase  licences  20 

per  cent  7 

The  PHE8IDBNT  (Mr.  Eitchib) 
^Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Qeo^e's):  Yes;  it 
IS  proposed  to  withdraw  CQause  1 9  from 
the  Bm. 

CHELSEA    HOSPITAL— GEORGE    WIL- 
LIAMS, A  PENSIONEB. 
Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  Mr.   Attorney  Qeneral, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  report  in  21S*  Timet  newspaper  of 
April   21    last  of  the  case    "  £&  partt 
George  Williams,"  ia  which  application 
was  made  for  a  mandamiu  to  ttie  Oover- 
aor  and  Commissioners  of  Chelsea  Hos- 
Jfr.  Labowhert 


pital  to  issue  their  warrant  for  payment 
to  the  applicant  of  certain  arrears  of 
pension  ;  whether  the  Court,  as  therein 
stated,  intimated  their  opinion  that  the 
applicant  should  get  the  fial  of  the 
Attoreey  General  for  a  Petition  of 
Bight;  and,  whether  such  a  proceed- 
ing could  be  adopted  without  cost? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  {Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) ; 
I  have  referred  to  the  report  of  the  case 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  in  The 
Timet  newspaper  of  April  21  last.  As 
I  understand,  the  Court  did  not  express 
any  opinion ;  but  pointed  out  that  the 
remedy  of  the  applicant,  if  any,  was  by 
Petition  of  Eight.  It  is  the /at  of  Her 
Majesty,  aud  not  that  of  the  Attorney 
Gener^,  that  is  required  in  these  oases. 
No  fee  is  payable  on  the  Petition  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  the  Home  OiSce,  or  to 
the  Attorney  General.  If  a  Petition  of 
Eight  will  lie  in  Williams'  case,  he 
should  present  a  Petition  in  the  form 
prescribed  by  23  and  24  Viet,  c  34.  He 
can  present  such  Petition  himself,  or 
through  a  solicitor. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL— APPROPRI A- 
TION  OP  FUNDS. 
Sir  WILLIAM  GROSSMAN  (PorU- 
mouth)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  has  been 
taken  as  to  the  legality  of  the  appro- 
priation of  some  of  the  funds  of  Green- 
wioh  Hospital,  which,  by  the  Charter  of 
the  Hospital,  should  be  devoted  to 
charitable  purposes,  to  the  payment  of 
men  of  the  Seamen  Pensioners'  Reserve 
Force,  who  are  virtually  a  portion  of 
the  Effective  Forces  of  the  Crown  ;  and, 
whether,  if  the  question  has  not  been 
submitted  to  the  Law  Officers,  it  will 
be? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
Question  as  to  the  legality  of  appropri- 
ating Greenwich  Hospital  Funds  to  the 
Saymeut  of  Seamen  Pensioner  Reserve 
as  not  been  referred  by  the  Admiralty 
to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and 
there  is  no  present  intention  of  doing 
so.  The  Admiralty,  as  Trustees,  are 
empowered  under  Act  of  Farlisment 
(Qreenwioh  Hospital  Act,  1665)  to 
grant  such  pensions  as  they  may  deem 
fit ;  but  such  pensions  must  be  legalized 
by  an  Order  in  Council,  and  suoh  aa 
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Order  has  been  obtained  for  tbe  grant 
of  these  particular  penaions,  and  there- 
fore all  legal  formalities  have  been  met. 

RULES  AND  ORDEES  OF  THIS  HOUSE— 
DIVISIONa 

CoLoifEL  NOLAN  (Galway  N.)  aaked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  the 
House  could  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  whether  it  would  be  advis- 
able  to  unlock  the  Library  and  exit 
doors  of  the  Main  Lobby  imniediately 
after  the  door  of  the  House  being  un- 
locked during  a  Dtrision,  power  to  be 
reserved  to  Mr.  Speaker  to  keep  these 
doors  locked  for  any  special  Division ; 
in  case  of  a  disagreement  between  the 
Tellers,  Ur.  Speaker  to  decide  without 
a  second  Dtrision  which  telling  should 
be  accepted  by  the  House  as  correct, 
using,  if  he  considered  it  adviflable,  the 
Division  Lists  to  decide  the  difference? 

Thb  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  "W.  H. 
Sxrm)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
Qovemment  are  not  aware  that  the  pre- 
sent manner  of  taking  Divisions  in  this 
House  has  worked  unsatisfactorily ; 
and  until  the  Qovemment  are  assured 
that  there  is  among  the  Members  of 
this  House  a  general  dedre  for  some 
change  of  the  eiisting  arrangements, 
they  are  not  prepared  to  take  the  steps 
indicated  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber, which  I  am  inclined  to  think  might 
occasion  ooneiderable  inconvenience  to 
hon.  Members. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PKOCEDUBE  (IRE- 
LAND)  ACT,  1887— IMPRISONMENT  OF 
MB.  DILLON,  M.P. 

Me.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
a  copy  of  the  record  and  depositions  in 
the  Court  of  First  Instanoe  and  on  ap- 

Seal  in  the  case  of  Mr.  John  Dillon,  a 
[ember  of  this  House,  sentenced  on  the 
29th  ultimo,  at  Dandatk,  to  an 
prisoument  of  six  months  f  I  should  be 
obliged  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
oould  answer  me  now ;  but  if  uot,  of 
course,  I  shall  put  the  Question  on  the 
Paper  in  the  ordinary  way. 

Thb  chief  SEOEETABT  (Mr 
J.  Balfodb)  (Manchesler,  E.) :  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  object 
to  put  it  down  on  the  Faper,  as  it ' 


matter  of  some  importance,  and  requires 
consideration ;  and  I  would  remind  him 
that  the  course  he  asks  the  Government 

pursue  is  not  usual.  I  do  not  say  that 

ia  wholly  without  precedent.  There 
are  certain  precedents  for  it,  but  they 
are  very  few  and  far  betireen.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  sensible  that, 
although  such  a  course  may  be  justifi- 
able in  some  cases,  it  ought  not  to  be 
generally  followed ;  and  I  shall  be  glad 
'"  '  e  will  give  the  special  reaaona  why 
it  should  be  done  in  this  case ;  because, 
aa  far  as  I  understand  the  matter,  the 
points  of  law  and  the  facts  which  were 
raised  at  this  trial  were  of  a  very  simple 
character. 

Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  fear 
that  if  I  gave  the  special  reasons  now, 
it  would  be  your  duty,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
cheek  me,  so  that  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
do  so. 

Mb.  PIOTON  (Leicester) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  is  aware  of  any  other  case  in  which 
a  prisoner,  condemned  to  six  months' 
imprisonment,  received,  before  leaving 
the  dock,  an  address,  signed  by  150 
Members  of  this  House  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order! 

Mk.  JOHN  MOKLEY:  (Newcostle- 
npon-Tyne)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Ohief  Secretary  a  Question  in  reference 
to  an  answer  which  he  gave  me  yester- 
day afternoon.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  told  me  —  these  are  his 
words — 

"Tha  Coart  of  Exohtquer  in  DabUn  had 
■aid  tbst  there  clearly  was  erideno«  of  con- 
Bpiracy  at  CommoQ  Law.     I  aee  by  ths  reports 

in  the  papen  to-day  that  tbe  Court  wid  then 
might  be  evEdeoce,  if  it  ware  fnmiBhed,  of  con- 
epirocf  at  Common  Law." 

I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
whether  his  account  last  night,  or  the 
account  which  appears  in  the  papers  of 
to-day,  is  correct? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  Of  course,  I 
answered  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last 
night  from  such  telegraphic  information 
as  was  at  my  disposal,  I  was  not  aware, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  the 
Question  just  now,  that  there  was  any 
discrepancy  between  the  information 
which  I  gave  him  last  night  and  the  re- 

Eorts  in  tbe  papers  of  to-day.  I  will, 
Dwever,  inquire  into  the  matter,  and 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an 
authoritative  statement  with  regard  to 
it  to-morroT. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby): 
A  day  or  two  ago  I  asked  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary whether  there  was,  or  whether 
there  would  be,  any  other  eyidence  of 
the  Killeagh  trial  besides  that  which 
appeared  in  the  reports  in  the  public 
papers  of  that  trial ;  and,  after  referring 
to  the  Irish  Law  Officers,  he  told  me 
that  he  should  be  prepared  to  supple- 
ment the  evidence  which  had  appeared 
in  the  newspapers  on  that  subject.  I 
wish  now  to  ask  him  whether  he  will 
supplement  the  evidence,  as  he  said  he 
would  do  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Of  course,  I 
have  not  the  slightest  objection,  if  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  will  take  the  usual 
course  of  placing  his  Question  upon  the 
Paper,  to  give  him  all  the  information 
in  my  power  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Might  I  ask  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  any  objection  to  lay- 
ing on  the  Table  also  the  Judgment  of 
the  Judges  ?  ' 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  is  a 
matter  as  to  which,  of  course,  I  will 
make  inquiry. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary,  whether  he  will 
be  able  to  say  to-morrow  how  many 
prisoners  are  now  undergoing  terms  of 
imprisonment  in  Ireland  for  taking  part 
in  a  criminal  conspiracy  to  compel  or 
induce  others  not  to  do  what  the  law 
gives  them  a  right  to  do;  how  many 
of  these  prisoners  there  are ;  and,  whe* 
ther,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Milltown 
Malbay  prisoners  who  got  six  months 
for  refusing  to  sell  provisions,  the  Go- 
vernment will  consider  the  sentences 
in  the  light  of  a  recent  judicial  deci- 
sion? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  can  obtain  the  infor- 
mation which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  desires  by  to-morrow  ;  but  I 
think  that  it  is  quite  possible — at  all 
events,  I  will  do  my  best — to  obtain 
it.  But  with  regard  to  the  action 
which  the  Government  may  take  with 
regard  to  prisoners,  I  would  point  out 
that  if  they,  or  their  legal  advisers, 
think  that  they  are  wrongly  sentenced, 
they  have  their  remedy,  and  they  are 
wrong  if  they  have  not  appealed. 
There  is  no  one  more  competent  to 
know  that  that  is  the  case  than  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemau, 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  the 
sentences  to  which  he  referred  had 
been  confirmed  on  appeal. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (TRELAND)-MR. 
KELLY,  COUNTY  COURT  JUDGE  OP 
CLARE. 

Mr.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  wished 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a  Question,  of 
which  he  had  given  him  private  No- 
tice. Had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
attention  been  directed  to  reports  in 
some  of  the  morning  papers  of  a  dis- 
cussion which  occurred  at  the  Ennis 
Quarter  Sessions  yesterday,  when  Mr. 
Kelly,  the  County  Court  Judge  of 
Clare,  advised  and  instructed  Colonel 
Turner,  Resident  Magistrate,  as  to  the 
course  he  should  pursue  with  reference 
to  political  meetings ;  and  he  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
considered  the  course  taken  by  Mr. 
KeUy 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  will  give  Notice  of  the 
Question. 

Mr.  JORDAN :  I  gave  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  private  Notice  to-day. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  is  not  suffi- 
cient for  a  Question  of  that  kind.  It 
depends  upon  the  length  of  the  Notice. 

Mr.  JORDAN  said,  he  had  given  the 
earliest  possible  Notice  that  day. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order ! 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 


CUSTOMS  (WINE  DUTY)  BILL. 
{Mr,  Courtnejff  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Mr.  Jaekeon.) 

[bill  293.]      THIRD   READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh.  S.) 
said,  that  the  existing  system  of  Wine 
Duties  was  introduced  nearly  SO  years 
ago,  after  the  total  abolition  of  ad 
valorem  duties  on  all  imports,  and  wine 
of  a  low  value  was  taxed  at  the  same 
amount  as  wine  of  a  high  value.  The 
system  of  imposing  ad  valorem  duties  not 
only  in  regard  to  wine,  but  in  reference 
to  many  other  igrticles  upon  whigh  duties 


829 


Supply-- 


(Tune  21,  18B81 


Army  EttimaUs. 


830 


were  levied,  had  fallen  into  utter  dis- 
repute,  and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  it  was  not  worth  while  to  revert 
back  to  that  system,  and  disturb  the 
Wine  Duties  for  the  small  amount  of 
revenue  which  would  be  obtained.  The 
change  would  result  in  a  great  inter- 
ference with  trade,  and  would  give  rise 
to  much  heartburning  and  dissatisfac- 
tion. It  was,  therefore,  a  matter  of  great 
regret  that  Parliament  should  be  asked 
to  return,  even  as  to  one  article,  to 
a  system  which  had  been  unanimously 
got  rid  of  a  good  many  years  ago.  He 
regretted  that  he  was  not  present  when 
the  debate  in  Committee  took  place,  or 
he  should  have  tried  then  to  give  prac- 
tical effect  to  what  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
say  now ;  but  the  discussion  was  not 
brought  on  until  half -past  12  o'clock, 
and  he  had  been  told  that  it  would  not 
be  taken  after  midnight.  He  was  sorry 
that  this  change  had  been  proposed  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  had  always  been 
regarded  as  a  sound  financier,  especially 
on  questions  of  trade  and  revenue. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SUPPLY— ARMY    ESTIMATES. 

&WVVI— considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,410,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Supply  and  Repair  of  Warlike  and  other 
Stores,  which  wiU  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of 
March  1889.'* 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  he 
had  placed  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  to 
reduce  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £1,000 
in  respect  of  Inspection  and  Proof  of 
Stores,  and  the  best  authority  which  he 
had  for  the  action  which  he  was  taking 
in  the  matter  was  the  very  able  Keport 
which  had  been  presented  by  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  himself.  Another 
reason  for  bringing  forward  the  matter 
was  that  amidst  the  glut  of  Commissions 
inquiring  into  every  possible  subject,  the 
value  of  the  information  obtained  was 
not  even  noticed  by  Ministers  them- 
selves. They  had  evidence  of  that  the 
other  da^,  when  liord  Wolsele^  ^ave 


evidence  before  a  Commission  presided 
over  by  8ir  James  Stephen  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  defences  of  the  country,  and 
yet  the  evidence  given  by  Lord  VVolseley 
did  not  appear  to  have  been  seen  by  the 
Prime  Minister  himself.  A  further  rea- 
son was  that  while  the  right  hoD.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  brought  forward  some  astound- 
ing facts,  he  had  sugared  them  over  so 
carefully  with  excuses  and  apologies  for 
the  misdemeauance  that  he  (Mr.  Han- 
bury)  hoped  even  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  would  not 
object  to  his  pressing  the  subject  upon 
his  notice.  Seeing  that  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General  found  that  acts  of  the 
gravest  character  committed  by  the 
officials  in  the  Store  Department  at 
Woolwich  were  done  from  the  purest 
motives,  he  thought  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  be  glad  if  he 
were  to  press  upon  him  that  the  public 
also  had  some  little  interest  in  the 
matter.  It  was  well  known  that  even 
the  high  officials  carefully  abstained  from 
granting  the  stores  which  the  public  re- 
quired, and  yet  had  cleverly  succeeded 
in  obtaining  rewards  and  pensions  for 
themselves.  What  was  it  that  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  was  obliged 
to  report  ?  He  reported  that  the  ordi- 
nary accoutrements,  especially  equip- 
ments for  war  and  the  saddlery  sup- 
plied to  the  Army,  were  literally  in 
a  rotten  state ;  go  wherever  they 
might  in  the  great  purchasing  Depart- 
ment they  would  find  the  same  grave 
scandals  going  on,  and  the  officials  pre- 
pared to  make  the  same  stale  excuses. 
He  would  read  to  the  House  the  charac- 
ter of  some  of  the  bad  stores  on  which 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  reported. 
There  were  bad  traces,  bad  saddle  flaps, 
bad  wallets,  bad  valises,  bad  saddlery 
of  all  kinds,  and  leather  laces  for  sea 
service.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  the  leather  was 
bad,  and  the  stitching  a  great  deal 
worse,  unwaxed  thread  having  been 
used,  or,  being  waxed,  the  thread  was 
bad.  It  must  be  recollected  that  these 
were  stores  which  meant  not  only  loss  of 
money,  but,  if  war  were  to  happen,  a 
much  gp*eater  disaster — namely,  loss  of 
life  in  the  Army  and  Navy.  In  addition 
to  the  stores  he  had  mentioned  there 
were  many  others,  such  as  pack-saddles, 
most  of  which  had  straw  in  the  place  of 
hair,  and  what  hair  there  was  m  them 
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was  bad.  Indeed,  it  was  admitted  that 
the  hair  in  the  pack-saddles  was  only 
worth  half  the  price  of  the  hair  they 
ought  to  contain.  These  things  were 
passed  into  Woolwich  Store  Depart- 
ment on  an  enormous  scale.  He  was 
told  there  were  18,000  of  these  pack- 
saddles  at  one  time  or  another;  and 
of  Cavalry  saddles  of  one  pattern — 
that  of  1884 — there  were  over  3,500. 
What  was  found  worse  than  that  was 
the  fact  that  it  was  clearly  brought  out 
in  the  Eeport  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  that  the  Government  standard 
itself  was  very  low  for  these  things,  and 
that  they  did  not  require  for  the  Public 
Service  the  good  article  they  ought  to 
get.  Not  only  was  the  supply  bad,  but 
the  samples  were  bad  also,  because, 
bad  as  tne  samples  were,  the  articles 
passed  into  Woolwich  were  not  adequate 
to  fulfil  the  low  requirements  specified. 
He  had  spoken  hitherto  of  manufac- 
tured articles ;  but  he  would  turn  now 
to  unmanufactured  articles.  Surely  it 
was  easy  enough  for  the  Government  to 
procure  unmanufactured  articles  of  good 
quality.  Nevertheless,  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  reported  in  regard  to  the 
hides  passed  into  Woolwich — 

*'In  the  beginning  of  1886,  11  Bpecimens 
were  selected.  Having  looked  at  a  great  many 
of  the  hides  in  the  stores,  I  think  the  1 1  taken 
were  a  fair  sample,  if  not  of  the  whole  de- 
livery, of  a  very  large  portion  of  it." 

That  was  of  all  he  had  seen.  What  was 
the  report  of  the  Government  as  to  the 
condition  of  those  hides  ?  In  fact,  the 
price  of  glucose  had  gone  up  lately  in 
consequence  of  the  quantity  put  into  the 
Government  stores.  The  best  specimen 
showed  7'20  per  cent  of  glucose,  while 
eight  showed  over  20  per  cent,  and  the 
two  worst  25 '20  per  cent.  The  question 
arose — ''  How  did  such  things  find  their 
way  into  the  Government  stores  at  all  ?  " 
He  was  not  dealing  with  a  small  amount 
of  stores,  but  with  stores  passed  in  in 
large  numbers,  the  badness  of  which 
in  a  case  of  war  would  involve  a  serious 
loss  of  life  of  our  troops.  But  he  would 
go  further  than  that.  He  wanted  to 
place  the  matter  on  the  fairest  possible 
ground,  and,  therefore,  he  would  take 
the  Government's  own  pet  firm — the 
best  firm  on  the  list — and  show  how  that 
firm  did  the  work.  He  would  take,  too, 
not  only  the  best  firm  dealing  with  the 
War  Office,  but  the  firm  which  dealt 
largely  with  other  Departments  of  ti^e 
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Government — namely,  Boss  and  Com- 
pany, of  Bermondsey.  These  were  the 
words  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General — 

'*  They  are  now  by  far  the  largest  contractors 
for  supplying  accoutrements  to  the  Govern- 
ment. During  the  five  years  ending  March,  1887, 
they  have  had  66  contracts  and  supplied 
1,687,274  articles.  The  firm  of  Messrs.  Ross 
get  by  far  the  largest  share  of  business  from 
the  Government  ~  in  fact,  three  times  more 
than  any  other  firm.'' 

This  was  only  in  regard  to  some  portion 
of  the  contracts  sent  in,  and  referred 
simply  to  accoutrements.  Messrs.  Boss 
sent  in  an  enormous  amount  of  saddlery 
and  other  articles,  and  the  contracts  ob- 
tained by  other  firms  were  largely  sup- 
plied by  Messrs.  Hoss.  The  next 
largest  contractors  were  the  firm  of 
Messrs  Pulman,  and  it  was  in  evidence 
that  a  large  portion  of  the  articles  sent 
in  by  Messrs.  Pulman  were  really  sup- 
plied by  Messrs.  Eoss.  These  two  firms 
together  supplied  the  Government  at 
Woolwich  with  two-thirds  of  the  whole 
of  their  requirements,  and  they  did  work 
not  only  for  the  War  Office,  but  for  the 
Post  Office,  the  Colonies,  and  India.  In 
regard  to  the  Admiralty,  a  representa- 
tive of  Messrs.  Eoss  was  asked — 

'*  Are  they  more  particular  at  the  Admiralty 
than  they  are  here?  No;  the  inspection  is 
just  the  same. — Thev  do  not  reject  more  there  ? 
No ;  the  inspection  is  just  about  the  same." 

They  had  the  fact  that  this  large  firm 
sent  in  to  Woolwich  a  large  quantity  of 
goods  for  the  Public  Service ;  and  yet,  in 
regard  to  many  of  those  goods,  they 
were  furnished  by  middlemen,  notwith- 
standing that  there  was  a  distinct  rule 
at  the  War  Office  that  the  articles  sup- 
plied ought  to  be  only  bought  from  the 
manufacturers,  and  not  from  the  middle- 
men. He  could  not  see  why  that  rule 
had  not  been  observed  in  this  case,  and 
he  thought  the  facts  he  had  mentioned 
proved  that  there  was  no  great  reason 
why  the  Government  should  go  out  of 
their  way  to  select  middlemen.  But, 
while  they  were  middlemen  in  regard 
to  all  manufactured  articles,  they  were 
also  sweaters,  and  sweaters  of  the  very 
worst  kind.  There  had  been  startling 
evidence  recently  given  before  a  Com- 
mittee in  ''  another  place."  Evidence 
had  been  given  in  regard  to  the  ac- 
coutrements supplied  to  the  Army  by 
three  firms,  and  every  one  of  the  wit- 
nesses singled  out  Eoss  and  Oo.  as  the 
very  worst  sweaters    ia    Bermondsey, 
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Johti  Thomas  Morris,  Army  smith, 
said — 

"  The  accoutrement  basiness  had  come  under 
his  notice  for  the  last  15  years.  As  secretary 
of  the  Saddlery  Trade  Society,  he  had  seen  the 
miserable  results  of  the  lowering  of  wages.  He 
referred  particularly  to  Ross  and  Co.,  of  Grange 
Road,  Bermondsey.  The  net  result  was  bad 
work  for  the  Government,  hard  work  for  the 
workers,  and  riches  for  the  sweaters." 

John  Correy,  harness-maker,  stated  that 
the  practice  was  for  Government  con- 
tractors to  get  estimates  from  sub-con- 
tractors, and  then  give  out  the  work  to 
those  who  made  the  lowest  tender. 
Ross  and  Co.  began  to  employ  girls  in 
their  place,  to  whom  they  paid  less  than 
the  sweaters  received.  Arnold  Whight 
pointed  out  that  Bermondsey,  the  head- 
quarters of  Messrs.  Boss,  the  hours 
were  from  6  a.m.  to  10  p.m.  He  also 
declared  that  Messrs.  Boss  were  the 
worst  sweaters  he  was  acquainted  with. 
Other  sweaters  paid  men  3«.  Sd.  for 
blockiDg  and  sewing  12  cartridge 
pouches  for  the  Navy.  It  took  three 
and  a-half  hours  to  make  one.  Boss 
had  them  made  in  his  workshops  for 
1«.  9d,  a  dozen  by  women.  The  Uiread 
was  inferior,  because  the  workpeople 
had  to  buy  it.  The  Government,  as  a 
rule,  ought  to  be  very  careful  how  they 
gave  out  these  contracts,  and  should 
make  them  only  with  the  men  who  did 
the  work.  The  Director  of  Contracts 
knew  very  well  what  he  was  doing,  and 
that  Gt)vernment  official  himself  said  in 
his  evidence— 

''The  speoifications  describe  the  very  best 
sort  of  leather,  and  I  think  there  is  no  doubt 
whatever  that  such  a  kind  could  not  be  pur- 
chased for  the  prices  the  Government  pay." 

It  came  out  in  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Southey  that  at  the  time  of  the  Crimean 
War  the  best  kind  of  leather  was  sup- 
plied to  the  Government.  Now,  the 
Ordnance  Department,  in  their  specifi- 
cations, describe  the  very  best  class  of 
leather,  but  take  it  at  a  price  at  which 
no  manufacturer  could  possibly  sell  it 
at  a  profit.  Even  sweaters  would  not 
oblige  the  Government  out  of  pure 
patriotism. 

Thb  8ECRETABY  of  STATE  fob 
WAB  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Liucolnshire, 
Homcastle)  said,  he  understood  the 
hon.  Member  intended  to  confine  his 
remarks  to  the  hides. 

Mr.  HANBUBY  said,  he  was  re- 
ferring to  the  hides.  The  Government 
official  called  it  leather,  whether  it  was 
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hides  or  not ;  but  even  the  sweaters  did 
not  send  articles  in  at  a  low  price  in 
order  to  oblige  the  Government.  Nor 
were  they  passed  in  by  the  Gt)vernment 
viewers  out  of  the  highest  and  purest 
motive.  All  this  was  a  question,  as  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  said,  not  of 
motives,  but  of  facts.  The  best  course 
was  to  judge  by  the  facts,  and  when  the 
facts  were  ascertained,  to  see  whether 
the  motives  were  of  the  true  and  high 
character  which  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  maintained  they  were.  How 
was  it  possible  for  goods  such  as  these 
to  be  passed  in  wholesale  from  such  a 
firm  as  this  ?  He  would  show  how  some 
of  the  firms  were  treated  by  the  Director 
of  Contracts.  One  of  the  witnesses  said 
they  got  special  orders ;  whenever  any- 
thing was  wanted  in  a  hurry,  they  went 
to  Boss's.  That  meant  that  for  any- 
thing that  could  not  be  carefully  in- 
spected, they  were  to  go  to  Boss  and 
Company.  Of  course  competition  was 
sometimes  necessary.  The  job  would 
be  far  too  great  if  these  things  were 
always  got  in  a  hurry.  But,  then, 
Boss  and  Company  were  placed  upon 
a  limited  list  of  firms.  He  protested 
against  such  an  arrangement,  and  he 
hoped  that  in  future  the  House  would 
insist  that  there  should  be  no  such 
thing.  But  Boss  and  Company  were 
something  more  than  put  upon  a  fa- 
voured and  limited  list  of  contractors. 
They  had  special  knowledge ;  and  in 
dealing  with  a  Government  Department, 
knowledge  was  power.  They  knew  the 
fashion  in  which  the  Government  work 
was  conducted.  They  were  acquainted 
with  some  of  the  peculiarities  in  the 
work,  and  they  were  well  aware  of  the 
strength  and  unbusiness-like  fashion  in 
which  the  Government  did  this  work. 
Moreover,  they  were  acquainted  with 
their  own  special  manner  of  passing 
i  nto  the  Government  Establishments  their 
own  bad  articles.  He  would  g^ve  an 
instance  to  show  some  of  the  special 
knowledge  they  had.  As  old  contrac- 
tors, they  were  acquainted  with  the 
fact  that  the  specifications,  according 
to  which  articles  were  ordered,  the  sale 
pattern,  and  the  sample  according  to 
which  they  were  to  be  tested,  were  very 
different  things  in  these  wonderful  Go- 
vernment Establishments.  They  also 
knew  the  fact,  which  outsiders  did  not 
know,  that  though  these  specifications 
were  excellent,  they  were  in  many  oases 
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obsolete ;  they  were  never  taken  notice 
of,  and  never  oame  before  the  men  who 
had  to  pass  in  and  test  the  articles.  He 
would  take  a  case — the  case  of  bides, 
which  was  quoted  by  the  Judge  Advo* 
cate  Genercd  himself — which  was  the 
question  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
was  anxious  he  should  lay  stress  upon. 
In  the  case  of  hides  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  said :  — 

"  Prime,  sound,  English-dressed  leather,  oak 
bark  tannage,  clean,  level,  of  good  colour, 
well  shaven,  dressed,  and  in  a  perfectly  dry 
state.** 

That  was  the  kind  of  thing  we  had  to 
pay  for,  or  rather  ought  to  pay  for; 
but  what,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  was  the 
thing  passed  in  at  the  Qovernment  Es- 
tablishments ?  Two  experts  pronounced 
a  sealed  pattern  as  ''  shocking  and  could 
not  be  worse ;  wretched,  and  as  bad  as 
anything  could  be."  What  did  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  himself  say  in 
regard  to  a  particular  sample  ?  He  said — 

*'  It  had  been  in  use  since  1872,  and  had  evi- 
dently received  rough  handling.  There  were 
a  good  many  of  what  were  called  butcher's  cuts 
in  it,  and  also  warble  holes—that  was  holes 
made  by  grubs  in  the  cattle." 

That  was  the  kind  of  article  sent  in  as 
saddlery  to  the  Government  Establish- 
ments and  tested  by  viewers.  There 
was  a  sealed  pattern  kept  by  the  Go- 
vernment; but  he  was  told  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  in  many  oases,  where 
Boss  and  Company  passed  in  their  goods, 
the  sealed  pattern  had  not  been  taken 
at  all,  but  that  the  sample  was  taken 
from  the  list  supplied  by  the  contractors 
themselves.  Even  that  was  not  enough, 
and  outsiders  were  altogether  unable  to 
know  that  the  rules  were  being  broken. 
There  was  one  thing  upon  which  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  had  reported 
strongly.  In  some  instances  the  Go- 
vernment viewer  had  to  plod  wearily 
through  every  single  article.  It  was 
not  sufficient  to  examine  one,  and  if  it 
was  bad  to  decline  to  take  the  rest ;  but 
if  the  viewer  found  that  the  first  20  were 
bad,  he  had  still  to  ffo  through  the 
whole,  before  he  would  be  justified  in 
rejecting  a  single  one.  In  the  case  of 
hides,  there  was  a  rule  that  every  one 
of  them  should  weigh  from  22  lbs.  to 
23  lbs.,  that  was  to  be  the  average 
weight;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
hides  were  weighed  in  a  lump,  with 
the  result  that  some  of  them  only 
weighed  one-half  what  they  ought  to 
have  weighed.    What  did  the  test  of 
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weight  mean?  It  meant  that  their 
quality  and  condition  should  be  properly 
ascertained ;  but  one  quarter  of  them  had 
the  weight  made  up  to  a  large  extent  of 
glucose.  The  only  test  of  that  glu- 
cose in  the  Government  Establishment 
was  its  weight.  There  was  no  chemical 
or  scientific  test  whatever  at  the  con- 
tractor's own  works,  nor  was  there  any 
scientific  test  at  the  Store  Department 
of  the  Government.  The  Government 
officials  were  not  even  allowed  to  put  a 
practical  test  to  the  hides  when  de- 
livered, in  order  to  ascertain  the  quan- 
tity of  glucose,  although  some  were 
as  full  of  glucose  as  they  could  well 
be,  as  was  plainly  observal>le  from 
the  sweet  smell  of  the  sugar.  When 
tasted,  some  of  these  hides  were  as 
sweet  as  sugar;  but  the  officials  of 
the  Ordnance  Department  maintained 
that  they  should  not  be  so  tested,  and 
the  hides  were  continued  to  be  tested  by 
weight,  instead  of  any  more  scientific 
test.  He  thought  that  showed  pretty 
well  the  system  under  which  these 
articles  were  passed  in.  He  would  now 
show  the  way  in  which  the  system  was 
administered.  Everything  depended 
upon  whom  the  people  were  who  tested 
and  viewed  the  articles  whenever  the  con- 
tractors endeavoured  to  pass  them  in.  The 
Inspector  who  was  responsible  for  these 
things  was  a  man  who  had  been  brought 
from  the  office  of  the  contractors  them- 
selves. He  had  been  in  the  employment 
of  the  contractors  ever  since  he  was  a 
boy,  his  father  had  been  in  the  same 
employment  for  30  years,  and  he  had  a 
brother-in-law  also  connected  with  the 
firm.  And  that  was  the  man  brought 
in  as  Head  of  the  Department  to  inspect 
the  goods  passed  in  by  Boss  and  Go. 
Not  content  in  making  him  Inspector 
of  the  articles  sent  in  by  Boss  and  Co., 
contrary  to  all  precedent  he  had  a  double 
appointment  given  to  him,  and  was 
made  Inspector  of  Saddlery,  so  that  he 
had  to  inspect  the  saddlery  sent  in  by 
the  same  firm  of  which  he  had  been  so 
long  a  servant.  It  might  be  thought 
that  this  man  had  been  brought  in  to 
inspect  the  contractor's  work  on  account 
of  great  knowledge  and  technical  skill 
in  that  direction ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  man,  to  begin 
with,  was  of  no  education  at  all.  The 
Directors  of  Contracts,  Mr.  Nepean,  said 
he  thought  that  this  man,  Mr.  Spice, 
was  not  sufficiently  educated  for  the  ap- 
poiatment.     Then;  possibly,  hQ  was  a 
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man  of  technical  knowledge  and  had  a 
large  acquaintance  with  the  kind  of 
articles  he  had  to  inspect.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
himself  had  an  opportunity  of  speaking 
of  Mr.  Spice's  merits,  and  Spice  himself 
had  carefully  passed  over  and  had  re- 
fused to  appoint  as  viewers,  two  men 
who  were  responsible  for  bringing  these 
scandals  to  light.  He  had  passed  them  i 
over,  on  the  ground  that  they  were  not 
fit  for  the  work,  and  had  made  them 
deputy  viewers.  But  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  said  that  the  opinion  of 
the  men  he  had  refused  to  appoint  was 
worth  a  great  deal  more  than  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Inspector  himself.  They 
were  told  that  it  was  necessary  to  go  for 
an  Inspector  to  Messrs.  Ross,  because 
buff  articles  were  brought  in  under  the 
head  of  accoutrements,  and,  therefore, 
it  was  necessary  to  go  to  one  of  the  five 
firms  which  supplied  buff  articles,  in 
order  to  get  a  knowledge  of  buff.  But, 
unfortunately  for  that  contention,  while 
Spice  was  at  Messrs.  Boss's,  he  had 
nothing  to  do  with  buff  at  all,  but  had 
only  been  foreman  of  the  men  who  cut 
out  black  leather — a  totally  different 
thing  in  every  possible  respect.  Then, 
how  came  such  a  man  as  this  to  be  ap- 
pointed ?  because  he  thought  it  was  a 
matter  the  Secretary  of  State  ought  to 
follow  up.  It  was  a  matter  of  impor- 
tance to  ascertain  who  was  responsible  in 
a  Government  Establishment  for  ap- 
pointing a  man  to  test  articles  who 
came  from  the  contractors  who  supplied 
the  articles,  and  who  was  proved  not  to 
have  the  special  knowledge  that  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  discharge  of 
that  duty.  It  was  highly  desirable  that 
they  should  trace  home  the  responsibility 
to  the  man  who  had  appointed  him.  The 
Judge  Advocate  General  in  his  Eeport, 
too,  carefully  screened  the  head  man 
of  all,  the  Director  of  Contracts.  The 
Director  said  that  he  did  not  recommend 
this  man.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Hanbury)  did 
not  wish  to  put  his  own  gloss  upon  the 
matter,  but  he  would  read  two  answers 
which  had  been  given  in  the  evidence.  It 
would  appear  that,  when  the  appoint- 
ment was  decided  upon,  there  were  47 
or  48  applicants.  This  was  Question 
4,207— 

"  Forty-seven  or  48  is  what  has  been  stated  in 
evidence  ;  you  say  48  ? —About  that  number. 

4,208.    What  happened  next? — The  replies 

to  the  advertisement   were  then    sent   by  me 

(he  War  Office  and  were  passed  by   the 


Director  of  Artillery  and  Stores  to  Mr.  Nepcan, 
the  Director  of  Contracts.  From  the  names 
submitted,  ho  selected  five.  Spice  being  one ; 
but  he  did  not  recommend  Spice ;  he  thought  that 
he  was  not  sufficiently  educated  for  the  appoint- 
ment. 1'he  five  names  were  then  sent  to  me  for 
my  report,  and  I  have  brought  here  with  mo  a 
little  memorandum,  which,  perhaps,  I  might 
refer  to,  showing  why  these  different  people 
were  rejected.  (The  witness  referred  to  the 
memorandum.)  The  five  names  which  were 
selected  and  sent  to  me  were  Spice,  Thompson, 
Maync,  First  Class  Staff  Sergeant  Hawkins, 
Army  Service  Corps,  and  R.  May.  Then 
Mr.  Nepean  reported  that,  failing  the  four  latter 
names,  he  saw  no  alternative  but  tu  fall  back 
upon  Spice,  but  he  did  not  altogether  concur  in 
the  appointment.  Then  Thompson  we  knew 
nothing  about  at  all." 

Now,  Mr.  Nepean  was  Director  of  Con- 
tracts, and  he  wanted  to  know  why  on 
earth  the  Director  of  Contracts,  whose 
duty  was  simply  to  give  out  contracts, 
should  interfere,  either  directly  or  in- 
directly, in  the  appointment  of  an  In- 
spector, whose  duty  it  was  to  ascertain 
whether  the  articles  were  good  ?  The 
man  who  gave  out  the  contracts  ought 
to  score  the  discharge  of  his  duties 
there,  and  should  have  nothing  more  to 
do  with  the  matter.  Certainly,  it  was 
improper  that  he  should  interfere  in 
the  appointment  of  a  man  in  the  posi- 
tion which  Mr.  Spice  held,  and  especially 
that  he  should  appoint  a  man  who  had 
long  been  in  the  employment  of  the  firm 
which  supplied  the  contracts.  This  was 
how  the  appointment  was  made.  From 
the 48  names,  Mr.  Nepean  selected  five; 
one  of  them  was  Mr.  May,  who  was 
working  at  Messrs.  Boss  at  that  mo- 
ment ;  another  man  was  Mr.  Mayne,  in 
the  employment  of  Almond,  who  had 
the  Indian  contract;  the  third  was  a 
man  named  Thompson,  of  whom  Mr. 
Nepean  said  he  knew  nothing  what- 
ever ;  the  fourth  was  Hawkins,  of  whom 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  had  very 
unsatisfactorily  spoken.  Spice  was 
the  fifth.  Having  selected  these  five, 
the  Director  of  Contracts  said  that  he 
had  no  other  choice  than  to  fall  back 
upon  Spice,  because  none  of  the  rest 
were  good  for  anything.  Therefore,  he 
reluctantly  felt  bound  to  appoint  Spioe, 
although  he  did  come  from  the  con- 
tractors who  supplied  the  articles.  That 
was  how  the  matter  was  worked.  It 
was  not  sufficient,  however,  to  have  an 
Inspector  who  came  from  Messrs.  Boss. 
It  was  also  necessary  that  a  great  num- 
ber of  viewers  who  worked  under  him 
should  also  come  from  the  same  firm 
of  contractors.     No  sooner  had  Spice 
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received  the  double  appointment  of  In- 
spector of  Contracts  and  Inspector  of 
Saddlery,  than  he  set  about  to  get 
active  viewers  brought  in  from  the  firm 
of  Eoss  and  Co.  The  first  man  of  those 
whom  he  appointed  as  viewer  was  a 
man  named  Hawkins,  who  had  been 
dismissed  from  Qovernment  employ- 
ment some  years  before  for  having, 
while  in  their  employment,  taken  sub- 
contracts with  a  man  named  Curtis  from 
Hobs  and  Co.,  and  carefully  arranged 
that  his  own  goods  should  be  passed 
into  the  Government  Departments.  It 
was  upon  that  ground  that  he  was  dis- 
missed, and  the  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral mentioned  the  extraordinary  in- 
abilitv  of  Hawkins  to  tell  the  truth, 
and  declared  that  his  evidence  was  ex- 
tremely unsatisfactory.  Hawkins  was 
described  by  a  quartermaster  as  a  man 
whom  he  would  not  trust  a  snap  of 
the  fingers.  Now,  Sergeant  Hawkins 
was  the  only  man  dismissed  by  the 
Government  in  consequence  of  these 
scandals ;  and  he  was  told,  although  it 
was  hardly  credible,  that  the  man  had 
appealed  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  who 
had  sent  him  back  again.  Was  that 
the  fact  ? 

Mu.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man until  he  rose  to  reply  to  the  whole 
of  his  speech. 

Mr.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk, 
&o.)  asked,  would  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  inform  the  House  when  the  first 
appointment  of  Spice  had  been  made  ? 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  had  been 
in  the  employment  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  some  years,  commencing 
about  1880.  In  addition  to  Hawkins, 
there  was  a  man  working  under  Messrs. 
Boss  as  a  sub -director  and  assistant  to  the 
Commissary  General,  Colonel  Rawnsley, 
who  had  himself  described  this  man  as 
a  sweater  of  the  very  lowest  type.  In 
addition,  there  was  a  man  named  Bid  en, 
whose  father  was  working  at  Messrs. 
Ross's  at  the  time  of  his  appointment, 
and  who  himself  came  from  the  same 
firm.  Not  content  with  the  appoint- 
ment of  these  men  as  viewers,  other 
persons  were  brought  in  to  act  as  tem- 
porary viewers — such  as  Lawson,  Pipe, 
and  Woodbridge,  one  of  whom  was  a 
nephew  of  Spice,  and  knew  nothing  of 
the  work  he  had  to  inspect.  Even  that 
was  not  enough.  It  was  not  sufficient 
to  have  these  men  passing  in  the  Go- 
vernment goods,  but  the  rule  which  was 
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observed  in  all  other  Government  Es- 
tablishments in  order  to  provide  a  check 
was  broken  in  this  instance.  In  other 
Government  Establishments  the  viewer 
was  required  to  put  his  mark  upon  the 
goods  which  he  passed,  so  that  if  bad 
things  were  passed  in  there  would  be 
some  responsibility,  and  it  would  be 
known  who  passed  them  in.  But  in 
this  blissful  Establishment  there  was 
nothing  of  that  kind ;  no  viewer  was 
required  to  put  a  mark  upon  the  goods, 
and  the  result  was  that  bad  things  were 
passed  in,  and  there  was  no  responsi- 
bility whatever.  But  that  was  not  all. 
It  was  not  sufficient  even  to  do  business 
in  that  way,  and  he  should  have  to  go  a 
little  further  than  that.  As  a  rule,  he 
was  told  that  manufactured  articles,  such 
as  collars,  should  be  sent  in  half-made, 
so  that  the  authorities  should  be  able  to 
see  whether  they  were  stuffed  with  straw 
or  hair,  and  in  that  wav  ascertain  whe- 
ther  the  Government  got  the  things  for 
which  they  paid  their  money.  That 
rule  was  invariably  broken  in  this  Esta- 
blishment. One  of  the  witnesses  named 
Chase  said  that  the  specification  required 
the  contractor  to  submit  collars  in  a  half- 
finished  state,  without  hair,  facings,  and 
cream-coloured  duck  lining.  These  were 
not  submitted,  because  women  took 
them  away  to  sew  the  cream  drill  linings 
on,  and  returned  them  to  be  stuffed. 
Things  were  therefore  passed  in  without 
any  opportunity  being  afforded  to  judge 
of  anything  except  the  outside,  and  in 
that  way  collars  stuffed  with  straw  in- 
stead of  hair  were  sent  in.  The  inge- 
nuity manifested  by  the  Government 
contractor  and  the  officials  working  to- 
gether was  positively  marvellous.  In 
many  instances,  the  viewers  actually 
went  to  the  contractor's  own  yards  in 
order  to  pass  the  things  in.  Of  the 
3,500  saddles  of  the  pattern  of  1884, 
1,000  were  passed  at  Ross's  own  works. 
One  of  the  witnesses  was  asked  to  pass 
them,  and  his  reply  was  that  Mr.  Plun- 
kett  went  down  to  pass  them ;  but  Mr. 
Plunkett  was  not  an  Inspector  of  Leather 
at  the  time.  Captain  Plunkett  had 
been  Inspector  of  Saddlery,  but  had 
been  superseded  because  he  was  not  up 
to  the  work,  and  for  other  reasons.  But 
when  it  became  necessary  to  pass  100 
of  these  3,500  new  saddles,  Captain 
Plunkett  was  found  good  enough  to 
be  called  back  and  sent  to  the  contrac- 
tor's own  works,  and  Captain  Plunkett, 
a   superseded  official,  actually  passed 
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tbem  iD.  But  the  story  did  not  end 
there.  It  was  not  sufficient  to  have  the 
contractor's  own  men  in  the  Establish- 
ment, but  it  was  necessary  to  have  a 
contractor  himself  present  in  the  De- 
partment. One  of  the  witnesses,  Dunn, 
said  that  Mr.  Tomlin,  the  principal  part- 
ner in  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Boss  and  Uom- 
pany,  was  continually  there.  Chase, 
another  witness,  was  asked  whether 
Spice  sent  for  him  to  show  what  was 
rejected,  and  his  reply  was — 

**  Very  likely ;  he  has  been  in  three  or  four 
times  a- week,  and  up  in  Spice's  office ;  we  gene- 
rally used  to  leave  him  in  the  office  with  him." 

The  same  witness  was  asked — 

"  Used  he  to  watch  you  viewing  F — He  used 
to  come  round  the  shop. 

"When  things  were  being  viewed  ? — Yes. 

His  own  articles  P— Yes. 

Did  you  condemn  them  a  third  time  ?— Yes. 
I  condemned  them  till  I  did  not  see  any  more 
of  them ;  we  had  heaps  of  them  each  side  of  us. 
Mr.  Tomlin  came  to  Embledon's  board,  and  he 
said :  '  If  you  go  on  in  this  way  you  will  ruin 
us.' 

That  is  to  say,  if  you  went  on  rejecting  tho 
bed  straps  ?— Yes. 

Who  did  he  say  that  to  ?— He  said  it  for  all 
of  us  to  hear. 

Did  you  hear  it  ?— Yes  ;  I  could  not  be  oflf 
hearing  it." 

So  much  for  the  relations  between  the 
contractors  and  the  Government  officials. 
The  Judge  Advocate  General  very  inno- 
cently said  there  could  have  been  no 
jobbery  possible,  because  when  he  came 
to  look  at  the  Return  he  found  that 
Messrs.  Boss  had  almost  as  many 
articles  rejected  by  the  viewers  as  other 
contractors.  Now,  that  statement  re- 
quired a  little  examination,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  found  that  it  told  in 
a  different  direction.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  apparent,  even  to  the  meanest  in- 
telligence, that  it  was  necessary  to  have 
a  fair  proportion  of  goods  rejected,  or 
else  even  the  authorities  in  the  Govern- 
ment Establishment  might  get  sus- 
picious. In  addition  to  this  note,  he 
might  mention  that  Boss  and  Company 
were  not  the  only  firm  who  had  viewers 
from  their  own  works  inside  the  Govern- 
ment Establishments  passing  in  their 
own  goods.  At  the  moment  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  was  holding  his  in- 
quiry down  at  Woolwich,  Colonel  Har- 
rington said  that  Messrs.  Masons  had 
been  written  to,  by  the  permission  of  the 
Secretary  for  War,  for  a  viewer,  and 
they  had  sent  a  viewer  from  their  own 


establishment.  This  was  the  firm  who 
had  supplied  400  of  the  very  worst 
Indian  pack-saddles.  When  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  said  that  the  rejec- 
tions took  place  in  almost  equal  quan- 
tities, whether  they  came  from  Boss  and 
Co.  or  any  other  firm,  he  forgot  to  men- 
tion that  they  were  primary  rejections 
only.  It  by  no  means  followed  that 
goods  rejected  the  first  time  were  not 
again  sent  in  and  passed  into  the  Go- 
vernment Establishments  within  a  very 
few  days  of  their  rejection.  If  there 
was  one  thing  to  be  gathered  from  the 
Beport  it  was  that  the  inspection  was  so 
carefully  arranged  that  the  primary  re- 
jections in  hardly  any  case  became 
final  rejections.  What  happened  ?  How 
was  it  possible  to  prevent  these  ar- 
ticles from  coming  in  again?  The 
rule  of  the  Establishment  was  to  mark 
them  with  chalk.  He  should  have  con- 
sidered it  better  to  have  marked  them 
with  something  more  durable  than  chalk, 
and  something  that  was  not  so  liable  to 
be  so  easily  rubbed  off.  Question  991 
was  this — 

*'  Mr.  Spice  used  to  come  round  with  Mr 
Tomlin ;  he  used  to  come  down  the  shop  and 
look  at  us.  This  note  (invoice)  of  hed  straps, 
for  instance,  he  came  down  and  actually  told  us 
not  to  mark  them — it  would  be  such  a  job  to 
get  the  chalk  mark  out. 

Who  told  you  that? — Mr,  Tomlin,  one  of 
the  partners  at  Ross's. 

Do  you  mean  that  he  comes  to  the  shop  P^ 
He  has  come  down  to  the  board  where  we  are 
sitting. 

What  did  he  say  to  you  ? — He  told  us  not  to 
chalk  them  too  much,  it  would  be  such  a  job  to 
get  tho  chalk  marks  out. 

Did  ho  mean  vou  not  to  mark  things  that 
had  been  rejected  too  much,  so  that  the  chalk 
marks  would  not  come  out  P—  Yes. 

^Ir.  Tomlin  came  and  requested  you  not  to 
put  too  much  chalk  on  P — Yes. 

What  did  you  understand  by  that  P— Because 
they  were  apt  to  come  in  again ;  these  notes 
have  been  in  over  and  over  again  with  our  own 
chalk  marks  on  these  bed  straps.  Even  if  re* 
jected  they  were  done  up  in  the  Department 
itself  at  the  Government  cost. 

Are  there  any  other  matters  that  you  would 
like  to  draw  my  attention  to  P — There  is  one 
thing  which  I  wish  to  mention,  to  show  that 
there  is  a  little  favouritism  with  regard  to 
lloss's  firm.  On  three  Saturday  afternoons  we 
were  put  on  overtime. 

What  year  are  you  speaking  of  P — 1886. 

What  month? — ^About  March.  On  three 
Saturday  afternoons  we  were  altering  a  lot  of 
pouches  ;  we  were  doing  this  for  Ross's  firm  ; 
they  had  been  passed  in  by  somebody  else  be- 
fore we  we  went  there. 

Let  me  understand  ;  they  had  been  passed  in 
by  somebody  else,  you  say  r— Yes. 
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You  were  altering  them  in  the  Goyemment 
collajr-maker*B  shop  ?  —  In  the  inspection 
branch. 

Do  they  work  in  the  inspection  branch  P — 
Yes,  we  did  anything  we  were  told  to  do ;  we 
were  sent  over  there  to  assist ;  we  did  not  know 
whether  it  was  our  duty  or  not. 

Is  it  the  rule  that  anybody  should  be  there  to 
alter  things  that  had  been  sent  in  ? — No. 

But  it  is  done  P— Yes.  There  is  a  class  of 
men  picked  out  for  those  jobs. 

Who  picks  them  out  P — I  suppose  the  In- 
spector. 

Mr.  Spice  ? — Mr.  Spice  ;  he  was  in  charge  at 
the  time.  Whether  he  has  ever  asked  them  to 
do  it,  or  whether  they  do  it  themselves,  I  can- 
not say. 

Things  come  in  which  are  not  up  to  sample, 
or  would  not  be  passed,  and  which  would  re- 
quire some  alteration,  and  a  man  in  the  Go- 
vernment employ  is  there  to  alter  them  P — He 
is  not  there  to  alter  them ;  but  he  does  alter 
them. 

Can  you  tell  me  the  name  of  any  people  who 
do  that  P— I  have  seen  Woodbridge  do  that. 

Any  other  P — No.  I  have  done  a  few  myself 
when  I  have  been  told." 

But  even  that  was  not  sufficient  to  in- 
sure that  the  primary  rejections  were 
iiltimately  passed  in.  If  articles  were 
rejected  by  one  viewer,  they  were  care- 
fully passed  over  to  someone  who  came 
from  Messrs.  Boss's  firm,  or  who  had 
got  a  father  or  a  brother  or  some  con- 
nection there.  Here  was  some  evidence 
in  regard  to  frogs — 

"Question  710.  Then  the  next  is  'Frogs, 
■word  bayonet ; '  the  number  at  the  side  is 
7,690  (No.  1  book)  *Ross'  (at  the  top)  *  125 
defective,  bad  work  and  material '  P — Yes ;  those 
were  frogs.  I  called  fc>pice's  attention  to  it, 
and  he  told  us  to  reject  them.  We  did  so,  and 
when  we  went  to  breakfast  he  had  them  given 
to  Biden ;  he  is  an  ordinary  viewer ;  they  were 
given  to  him,  and  he  passed  them. 

Are  those  the  125  ?— Yes. 

Those  125  you  rejected  P— Yes. 

Did  you  do  it  by  yourself  P— No ;  Chase  was 
with  me. 

Did  Chase  agree  with  you  P — Yes. 

That  they  should  be  rejected  P — Yes. 

Why  did  you  reject  themP — Because  they 
were  badly  stitched.  I  told  Spice  that  it  was 
Rome  youngster  that  was  half-time  at  school 
had  done  the  work,  that  no  man  could  have 
done  it. 

Colonel  Barrinoton  :  These  were  frogs  ? — 
Yes. 

The  Judge  Advocate  General  ;  You  called 
Spice's  attention  to  that  P — Yes. 

Did  he  agree  with  you  P— He  told  us  to  con- 
demn them,  and  when  ho  went  out  to  breakfast 
he  gave  them  to  Biden,  and  Bidon  passed  them. 

You  have  no  doubt  about  itP — Not  a  bit. 
Chase  will  say  the  same.*' 

That  was  how  the  inspection  was  ma^ 
naged.  But  there  was  another  way  also 
in  which  it  was  done.  Sometimes  goods 
were  sent  in  and  rejected,  and  subse- 
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quently  taken  in  at  reduced  price.  He 
maintained  that  that  ought  not  to  be 
the  case.  If  they  were  not  good  enough 
to  come  up  to  the  Government  standard, 
which  was  bad  enough  in  itself,  do  not 
let  them  have  these  shoddy  things  taken 
in  at  reduced  prices.  He  was  told  that 
not  long  ago  at  Pimlico  a  number  of 
helmets  were  taken  in  at  reduced  prices 
because  there  was  a  quantity  of  brown 
paper  in  them.  If  they  were  not  passed, 
they  were  sent  to  the  contractor  to  be 
re-dressed.  What  did  that  mean  ?  It 
simply  meant  that  part  of  the  glucose 
was  taken  out,  they  were  never  re- 
weighed,  and  consequently  the  full  price 
was  paid  fbr  that  which  was  half  the 
weight  it  ought  to  be.  If  it  were  not 
found  safe  to  send  in  things  within  a 
short  time,  they  were  put  by  for  a  year 
or  two,  and  sent  in  under  a  new  con- 
tract. That  might  sound  incredible ; 
but  it  was,  nevertheless,  the  fact.  In 
Question  415  the  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral asked — 


*<  Was  anything  else  passed  which  you  say 
ought  not  to  have  been  passed  P — Yes  ;  a  lot  of 
things.  For  instance,  there  were  500  pouches 
sent  in. 

Can  we  identify  those  pouches  P — It  would  be 
very  hard  to  do  so. 

Colonel  Mills  :  In  what  year  were  they  sent 
in  P— January,  1886,  I  think.  I  was  told  that 
the  contract  was  given  out  on  the  16th  of 
January,  and  the  things  were  sent  in  about  a 
fortnight  after  ;  they  were  very  bad  when  sent 
in ;  but  they  had  been  laid  by  in  the  store  a 
couple  of  years  ;  in  fact,  they  were  old  rejec- 
tions just  done  up  a  bit,  and  sent  in  again. 
Biden  was  senior  to  me,  and  I  drew  his  atten- 
tion to  them ;  I  said  they  were  not  fit  to  be 
passed  in,  and  he  drew  Spice's  attention  to 
them,  and  he  said,  '  There  is  an  order  from  the 
War  Oflice  that  they  are  to  bo  inspected.*  '* 

The  way  in  which  these  facts  becarao 
known  was,  that  in  a  subsequent  year, 
when  a  fresh  contract  was  being  made, 
these  things  were  sent  in  bearing  the 
mark  of  1884,  and  showing  that  they 
had  been  sent  in  at  that  time.  This 
was  not  the  mere  evidence  of  one  or 
two  viewers,  or  discontented  men  at 
Woolwich,  but  it  was  borne  out  liter- 
ally, and  year  after  year,  by  the  As- 
sistant Commissary  General  (Colonel 
Rawnsley),  who  complained  of  the  way 
in  which  rejected  goods  were  sent  in.  In 
question  2,825,  he  was  asked  by  the 
Judge  Advocate  General — 

''  I  understand  you  wish  to  add  something  to 
what  you  have  said  before  ?— I  wanted  to  bring 
to  your  notice  a  matter  wo  have  to  contend  with 
sometimes  in  the  inspection  branch,  and  I  think 
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it  ii  pertinent  to  Uie  inbject  of  Ihis  inqniiy. 
Wo  find  at  tioiea  that  when  articles  have  been 
rejected  they  are  aent  in  over  agaia.  They  are 
■ent  in  under  two  diSereot  circa m stances :  one 
U  when  thev  are  rejected  for  certain  faults 
which  can  be  remedied  :  the  other  is  when 
thoy  are  rejected  for  faults  which  cannot  be 
remedied.  I  divids  them  into  two  chtsaes.  I 
take,  first,  r^ections  for  faults  which  can  be 
remedied.  We  find  sometimeB  we  get  those 
articles  sent  in  over  again  without  any  attempt 
heiog  made  to  rectify  them  ;  that  is  bad  enough ; 
but  we  Gnd  what  is  worse  than  that,  that  eome- 
times  when  we  reject  articles  tor  faults  which 
cannot  be  Temedied  we  get  those  articles  in 
over  again.  We  have  known  that  that  baa 
actually  taken  place  by  private  marks  which 
have  been  placed  upon  those  which  wo  have  re- 
jected, because  we  have  hod  a  suspicion  that  they 
might  pethape  como  in  to  us  again  i  and  I  think 
you  will  see  that  it  places  the  inspection  brauch 
and  all  tbe  inspecting  staff  in  a  moat  invidious 
position,  because  if  by  any  overnight  or  any. 
thing  unforeseen,  any  one  of  those  articles 
should  he  passed,  an  unscrupulous  contractor 
might  at  once  sa^  that  the  inspection  branch 
was  most  inconsistent,  tbat  we  accepted  one 
day  what  we  rejected  a  week  or  two  before ; 
and  not  only  that,  but  the  whole  staff  hare  to 
waste  their  time  going  over  all  those  articlua 
again,  which,  in  fact,  bavo  already  boon  re- 
jected. I  submit  with  all  respect  that  it  is  a 
question  for  the  consideration  of  the  authorities 
which  have  to  deal  with  these  matters,  whe- 
ther some  drastic  measures  should  not  be 
adopted  to  put  a  stop  to  this  on  the  part  of  con- 
tractors by  tbe  infliction  of  some  puoiahmcnt 
which  might  be  decided  upon  by  the  authorities 
who  have  to  deal  with  these  matters,  either  by 
removing  them  for  a  time  from  the  list  of  con- 
tractors, or  striking  tbem  off  altogether,  accord- 
ing to  the  magnitude  of  the  ofience," 

He  had  two  remarks  to  mabe  upon  that 
matter.  The  first  was  tbat  the  puaish- 
ment  suggested  by  Colonel  Bawneley 
would  by  no  meauB  satisfy  him,  because 
he  held  that  nhen  people  sent  such 
■tores  to  a  Oovemment,  upon  which  tbe 
lives  of  the  troops,  and  even  the  safety 
of  tbe  oountry,  depended,  it  was  not 
enough  to  strike  them  off  tbe  list  of  con- 
tractors, or  even  to  dismiss  them,  but  a 
Bill  ought  to  be  brought  ia  by  the  Oo- 
vemment  inflioting  on  them  a  very 
heavy  penalty  indeed.  Colonel  Bairns- 
ley  deserved  little  credit  for  giving  this 
evidence  before  tbe  Judge  Advocate 
Qeneral;  he  ought  to  have  given  it 
before,  and  brought  the  whole  uf  tbe 
facts.  Why  did  they  not  have  puniah- 
meate  of  this  kind  inflicted  i*  Because 
it  was  a  high  official  of  the  War  Offloe 
himself  who  was  largely  responsible  for 
these  things.  The  high  official  who  gave 
out  the  contracts  was  himself  the  man 
who  appointed  as  Inspector  a  person 
who  oame  from  the  coatrootors  them- 


selves. Why  was  it  that  even  Colonel 
Sawneley  was  not  able  to  prevent  these 
articloa  from  being  sent  in  again  ?  He 
would  not  put  his  own  gloss  upon  the 
matter,  but  would  give  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Tomlio,  tbe  contraoter.  The  wit- 
ness Chase  said — 

"  There  are  other  things  I  have  seen  passed 
in.  I  saw  Mr.  Tomlin,  Ross's  manager,  come 
down  there  and  complain  about  the  things  we 
rejected— riSe  pouches.  He  was  allowed  to  take 
them  back  and  rub  dubbin  into  them  to  soften 
them.  They  were  rejected  as  being  hard  and 
heavy,  and  he  sent  them  in  again." 

What  do  you  say  to  that P— That  if  Mr. 
Spice  had  not  allowed  mo  to  do  that.  I  should 
have  appealed  to  the  Director  of  Contracts  ? 

On  what  ground  f  —  I  should  have  taken  them 
away,  dubbined  them,  sent  them  back  again, 
and  asked  for  them  to  be  re-issp«cted,  and  I 
should  have  beaten  the  department. 

Supposing  that  you  send  in  articles  at  first 
which  are   not  up  to  sample,  is  it  not  right  to 
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Were  not  these  up  to  sample  F— Thay  were 
bard.  They  were  up  to  sample  when  they 
came  back  again. 

That  is  not  the  point.  Were  they  np  to 
sample  at  first?  I  say  that  if  be  had  not  allowed 
me  to  re-deliver  them,  I  should  have  appealed 
to  the  Director  of  Contracts." 
Here  they  had  this  remarkable  mention 
of  Mr.  Nepean,  the  Director  of  Con- 
tracts at  the  War  Office,  who  found  that 
was  not  sufficient.  In  order  to  prevent 
the  possibility  of  tracing  bad  things 
from  such  a  firm  as  that,  when  they 
once  came  into  the  Oovernment  Esta- 
blishment, what  happened?  He  took 
the  case  of  hides,  for  instance.  After 
they  had  been  for  tvo  months  in  a  Qo- 
veinment  Establishment,  they  were  so 
badly  stored  that  it  was  utterly  impos- 
sible to  tell  the  condition  in  which  they 
were  sent  in,  and,  therefore,  it  was  im- 
possible to  trace  any  defects  home.  The 
Judge  Advocate  General  reported  as 
follows ; — 

"  In  considering  the  cue  of  these  hides,  it 
traOBpired  that  those  in  charge  of  them  keep 
them  iu  store  in  a  way  tbat  is  universally  con- 
demned by  everyone  acquainted  with  leather. 
Properly,  hides  in  store  should  be  laid  flat 
upon  one  another.  In  the  stores  at  Woolwioh 
the  hides  are  rolled  up  in  a  round  form,  and 
then  stand  on  one  end.  All  the  expert  wit- 
nesses expressed  their  strong  disapproval  of 
keeping  bides  in  store  in  this  fashion,  and  it  ia 
singular  that,  though  Mr.  Crutohley  told  ns 
ttiaC  ha  bad  complained  about  it  lots  of  times  to 
the  Inspectors,  it  had  oontinued  the  practice  for 

It  would,  therefore,  be  seen  pretty 
clearly  that  even  if  bad  things  were 
passed  in,  and  a  disturbance  was  made 


ft47 


Suppli^ — 


{ COMMONS  1  Army  SsiimaUi. 


84  ft 


about  tbem,  it  was  afterwards  impos- 
sible to  find  out  wbether  at  tbe  time 
they  were  passed  in  the  articles  were 
good  or  bad.  There  the  story  ended ; 
but  he  thought  the  Committee  would  be 
anxious  to  learn  what  view  the  War 
Office  took  in  the  matter.  It  was  not 
ancient  history,  but  the  system  was 
going  on  at  Woolwich  to  this  very  day ; 
nor  was  it  the  case  of  a  few  things 
having  been  delivered  in.  The  Secre- 
tary for  War  might  tell  him  that  some 
of  the  things  were  sent  in  at  the  time  of 
the  last  panic  in  1885.  Some  of  them 
might  have  been,  but  many  of  them 
were  not.  Take  the  case  of  the  hides. 
They  did  not  buy  unmanufactured  arti- 
cles in  a  time  of  panic,  but  manufac- 
tured articles.  Therefore  that  argument 
went  for  nothing.  What  had  been 
going  on  at  Woolwich  with  regard  to 
these  transactions,  and  how  had  the  facts 
come  out  at  all  ?  It  was  because  two 
men  named  Dunn  and  Moody,  workmen 
in  humble  positions,  could  not  stand  by 
and  see  sucn  scandals  going  on.  They, 
therefore,  disclosed  them  to  their  supe- 
riors, who  had  not  the  patriotism  to  bring 
them  before  the  public;  and  how  did  the 
Government  officials  treat  these  two. men 
who  were  honestly  trying  to  do  their 
duty  towards  this  Government  Depart- 
ment. He  had  already  shown  how  the 
Director  of  Contracts  bad  treated  them, 
and  he  would  now  show  how  they  were 
treated  in  the  Department  itself.  What 
did  Commissary  General  Moloney  say  to 
them  when  they  went  to  him  to  com- 
plain ?  He  told  them — **  It  is  no  busi- 
ness of  yours ;  I  am  responsible  and  not 
you."  However,  these  two  honest  men 
persisted,  and  what  happened  ?  One  of 
those  Departmental  Conmiittees,  of  which 
they  heard  so  much,  and  which,  he  was 
sorry  to  say,  the  Government  paid  more 
attention  to  than  to  all  the  independent 
Commissions  and  Committees  which  ever 
sat  —  a  Departmental  Committee  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  these  articles, 
and  Spice,  who  was  one  of  the  men 
against  whom  the  complaint  was  made, 
was  one  of  the  first  persons  appointed 
to  test  them.  The  report  sent  to  London 
was  that  the  two  workmen  had  made 
frivolous  complaints,  and  they  were  re- 
primanded accordingly.  When  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  held  his  in- 
quiry, the  original  complaint  was  exa- 
mined into,  and  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  himself  said,  that  so  far  from 
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being  a  frivolous  complaint  the  articles 
in  question  were  disgraceful,  and  he  was 
astonished  that  the  Woolwich  officials 
had  not  taken  up  the  matter  sooner,  as 
they  ought  to  have  done.  But  that  was 
not  nearly  all.  The  contractors  must 
have  their  little  spite  against  these  men. 
The  first  thing  they  did  was  to  send 
down  two  detectives  belonging,  he  was 
told,  to  a  Government  Department  itself 
— two  men  named  Kendle  and  Stammers 
— who  made  false  charges  against  these 
men — a  oharge  of  drunkenness  against 
Dunn  and  embezzlement  against  Moody. 
The  Judge  Advocate  General  inquired 
into  those  charges,  and  found  that  there 
was  not  a  particle  of  justification  for 
them.  But  the  contractors  were  not  satis- 
fied ;  they  knew  that  there  was  another 
inquiry  to  be  held,  and  they  got  their 
lawyers  to  send  threatening  letters  to  the 
men,  threatening  them  with  a  law  suit  and 
an  action  for  libel.  He  was  thankful  to 
say  that  tbe  men  were  brave  enough  to 
face  any  inquiry.  This  was  the  letter 
that  was  sent  to  Dunn  and  Moody — 


Sir, 


**4,  Bloomsbury  Square, 

7th  July,  1887. 


We  have  been  consulted  by  our  clients, 
Messrs.  Ross  and  Co.,  of  Grange  Mills,  Ber- 
mondsey,  with  regard  to  the  following  matter. 
They  have  been  informed  that  you  have  in 
league  with  others  maliciously  damaged  certain 
of  their  goods  after  they  have  passed  official 
inspection,  your  object  being  to  fahricate  evi- 
dence that  our  clients  have  supplied  inferior 
^oods  to  the  War  Office,  and  that  the  inspector 
in  collusion  with  them  has  improperly  passed 
such  goods.  We  have,  therefore,  to  demand 
from  you,  in  the  course  of  to-morrow,  a  full 
explanation  of  the  matter,  or  in  default,  wo 
shall  commence  criminal  proceedings  against 
you  for  conspiracy,  or  such  other  proceedings 
as  we  may  be  advised. 

Yours  obediently. 
Ford,  Lloyd,  Bartlett,  and  Micklemore.'' 

No  notice  was  taken  of  that,  and  up  to 
March  of  the  present  year  the  same  con- 
tractors went  on  supplying  goods  to  the 
Government  Department  at  Woolwich. 
But  it  was  not  only  the  contractors  who 
punished  the  men ;  they  were  charged 
with  having  acted  against  official 
etiquette  and  official  rules.  The  Judge 
Advocate  General  said  in  his  Beport 
that  the  men  Dunn  and  Moody,  who 
acted  as  viewers,  were  men  of  intelli- 
gence, who  thoroughly  understood  their 
work,  and  that  it  was  a  grievance  to 
them  that  they  had  men  put  over  their 
heads  as  overseers  who  had  no  idea  of 
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the  work,  and  who  had  been  brought  in 
from  Messrs.  Boss's.  And  as  distinctly  as 
any  man  oould  recommend  promotion,  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  recommended 
that  they  should  be  appointed  perma- 
nent viewers,  because  tney  knew  their 
duty  and  had  done  their  work  well. 
Yet  every  means  had  been  taken,  and 
the  reg^ations  had  been  strained  by  the 
Woolwich  Department,  to  prevent  these 
men  being  viewers ;  and,  in  spite  of  the 
reoommendations  of  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General,  they  were  doing  exactly 
the  same  work  at  the  same  pay  as  when 
they  disclosed  these  scandals.  He  did 
not  know  who  was  responsible  for  it, 
but  he  was  about  to  speak  of  the 
shabbiest  and  meanest  trick  that  was 
ever  played  by  a  Government  Depart- 
ment, and  he  devoutly  hoped  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  his  reply  would  be 
able  to  repudiate  all  responsibility  for 
it.  Here  were  two  men  who  had  done 
their  duty  boldly  and  at  great  risk  to 
themselves ;  one  of  them  was  called  as  a 
witness  before  a  Committee  sitting  in 
"  another  place "  ;  he  gave  valuable 
evidence  as  to  the  way  in  which  accoutre- 
ments were  supplied  to  the  Service ;  on 
that  Committee  there  sat  a  Government 
official,  Lord  Onslow ;  and  what  did  he 
say  ?  In  this  matter  the  noble  Lord 
could  have  no  official  information  of  his 
own,  because  he  was  attached  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  as  Under  Secretary,  and 
he  must  have  derived  his  information 
from  other  sources.  Lord  Onslow  asked 
this  man  if  he  had  ever  been  subjected 
to  the  ordeal  of  a  court- martial  and 
punished  for  having  refused  to  obey 
orders  and  telling  a  lie.  In  the  first 
place  he  (Mr.  Hanbury)  said  it  was  a 
dirty  thing  to  rake  up  that  incident  in 
the  career  of  a  man  because  he  had  been 
the  means  of  bringing  to  light  scandals 
which  had  reflected  so  badly  on  his 
superiors.  But  it  did  not  lie  in  the 
mouth  of  the  War  Office  to  bring  a 
charge  of  the  kind  against  that  witness. 
He  was  a  man  who  had  served  in  the 
Army  22  years  ;  he  had  served  his 
country  for  six  years  after  the  charge  was 
brought  against  him,  and  not  only  that, 
but  he  had  left  the  Army  with  as  good 
a  character  as  any  man  could  have,  and 
with  a  pension  which  he  had  drawn  up 
to  the  present  time.  Ho  had  also  been 
taken  on  at  Woolwich  because  he  was  a 
good  workman,  and  had  been  through 
the  furnace.    He  said,  even  if  there  had 


been  anything  in  that  charge  it  would 
have  been  a  shabby  and  dirty  trick  to 
rake  it  up  after  such  a  lapse  of  time. 
But  there  was  nothing  in  the  charge. 
In  the  first  place,  all  that  this  man  had 
been  charged  with  was  having  neglected 
to  obey  the  order  of  a  certain  riding 
master.  When  he  was  charged  with 
neglect  of  duty  in  that  respect,  he  said 
that  he  had  never  received  the  order — 
that  was  the  charge  and  that  was  the 
lie  alleged  against  him.  The  riding 
master  soon  after  left  the  regiment,  and 
that  man  had  since  undergone  one 
month's  imprisonment  in  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  gaols.  Therefore  he  did  not 
think  the  charge  was  one  which  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  have  brought  forward 
to  try  to  punish  him  for  having  done  his 
duty  to  the  public — because  doing  one's 
duty  to  official  superiors  and  doing  one's 
duty  to  the  public  was  not  always  the 
same  thing.  How  had  the  Government 
dealt  with  the  men  who  were  respon- 
sible for  this  state  of  things?  Had 
they  dismissed  anyone?  Was  Mr. 
Spice,  the  head  of  the  Inspection  Depart- 
ment, dismissed  ?  No,  he  was  there  at 
the  present  moment.  Were  the  men 
who  were  his  superiors,  and  who  were 
responsible  for  the  specifications  and 
samples,  and  who  knew  all  that  was 
going  on,  dismissed  ?  On  the  contrary  ; 
no  change  had  taken  place.  Yes,  one 
change  had  taken  place.  The  veracious 
Sergeant  Hawkins  had  been  dismissed. 
But  what  had  happened  ?  This  person 
had  appealed  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  and  had  gone  back  to  the  De- 
partment in  another  capacity.  The  con- 
tractors, he  was  told,  had  been  struck 
off  the  list ;  but  contractors  had  a  bad 
habit  of  getting  their  work  passed  in 
under  another  name,  and  he  was  told 
that  Messrs.  Boss  were  doing  exactly 
the  same  work  as  before,  although  their 
name  had  been  struck  off  the  Govern- 
ment list.  It  was  true  that  another 
punishment  was  to  have  been  put  upon 
them ;  the  bad  hides  were  to  have  been 
sent  back.  But  there  were  only  169  in 
stock,  and  it  was  stated  that  some  which 
were  at  out-stations  had  not  been  sent 
back,  but  used  for  fenders  in  the  Navy. 
Only  169  hides  were  sent  back,  and  he 
was  told  that  the  pack  saddles,  ordinary 
saddles,  valises,  wallets,  and  straps 
which  the  Judge  Advocate  General  con- 
demned as  being  so  bad,  were,  with  the 
exception  of  those  which  were  gradually 


851 


&ippfy — 


(COMMONS} 


jlrmy  JBstimaUs. 


852 


being    supplied    to    the   Army    when 
wanted,    at  Woolwich  at  the   present 
hour.     But  they  were  kept  so  carelessly 
that  it  was  somewhat  difficult  to  dis- 
tinguish them  from  other  stores,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  if  a  war  or  paoic 
were  to  arise  they  would  be  served  out 
to  the  troops,   and    that    some    great 
disaster  would  result.     But  it  was  not 
ouly  that  the  men  had  not  been  dis- 
missed;  they  had   been   actually  pro- 
moted.   They  had  seen  how  the  humble 
workman  was  punished  for  doiug  his 
duty,  and  they  now  saw  that  those  who 
had  not  done  their  duty  were  promoted. 
Colonel  Barrington,  who  was  responsible 
for  the  bad  articles  being  sent  in,  had 
been  promoted  to  a  higher  salary,  and 
not  only  that,  but  two  assistants  had 
been  created  to  help  him  in  doiug  his 
work.     Then,    again,   there   had  been 
other  appointments.    There  had  been 
complaints  with  regard  to  the  Inspector 
of  Saddlery  that  he  did  not  know  his 
work;    he   was   told  that  this    official 
being  unable  to  judge  of  the  quality  of 
leather,  there  had  been  advertisements 
in  the  newspapers  for  a  new  officer  to 
be  appointed  under  the  name  of  In- 
spector of  Leather.     This  was  the  way 
in  which  the  Government  dealt  with  the 
scandals  in  the  Department  in  question. 
Colonel     Eawnsley    and    Commissary 
General  Moloney  were  men  who  ought 
to  have  been  dismissed.    But  their  time 
was  up,  and  the  only  notice  that  had 
been  taken  of  them  was  that  they  had 
been  allowed  to  retire  on  large  pensions. 
He  said  that  all  these  things  constituted 
a  very  bad  case.    It  was  of  no  use  for 
the  Government  to  tell  him  that  these 
things  occurred  one,  two,  or  three  years 
ago;  because  he  had  shown  what  had 
been  done  by  the  War  Office  recently, 
and  what  was  going  on  at  that  moment. 
Until  the  Government  could  show  that 
the  money  asked  to  be  voted  was  to  be 
well  spent,   and  that  the  Department 
was  properly  organized,  he  said,  in  the 
interests  of  the  Army  itself,  it  was  in- 
cumbent upon  the  House  of  Commons 
to  insist  that  the  Army,  although  small, 
should  be  well  equipped,  not  only  in 
respect  of  weapons,    but  of   accoutre- 
ments on  which  very  often  the  lives  of 
our  soldiers  depended.      They  should 
see  that  the  lives  of  our  soldiers  and  the 
safety  of  the  country  were  not  imperilled 
either  to  please  the  Director  of  Contracts, 
the  viewers,  or  the  Commissary  General, 
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and,  least  of  all,  the  contractors  who 
sent  in  these  shoddy  articles.  Instead 
of  being  rewarded,  they  should  be 
punished,  and  as  the  only  means  the 
House  had  of  punishing  them  was  by 
reducing  the  Vote,  he  moved  its  reduc- 
tion by  the  sum  of  £1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Item  A,  £90,763,  Pay  of  Eatebliah- 
meDts  and  for  iDspeotion  and  Proof  of  Stores, 
be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £1,000." — {Mr,  Uan- 
bury.) 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhopb)  (Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle)  said,  he  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  facts  dealt  with  by 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hanbury)  oc- 
curred in  1 885  and  1 886,  and  that  neither 
he  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  nor  the  Government 
were  in  the  smallest  degree  responsible 
for  any  one  of  them.  How  did  those 
facts  come  to  light  at  all  ?  If  the  evidence 
was  to  be  trusted,  the  facts  must  have 
reached  over  a  considerable  number  of 
years.  It  was  a  Commission  appointed 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  and 
presided  over  by  Sir  James  Stephen, 
which,  in  the  first  place,  put  its  finger 
on  the  evils  now  complained  of.  But 
that  Commission  was  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  warlike  stores  passed  into  the 
Service.  The  Commissioners  did  not 
think  it  was  their  duty  to  make  any 
investigation  into  the  matters  now 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittee, but  recommended  that  a  special 
and  separate  inquiry  should  take  place. 
As  soon  as  he  saw  that  paragraph  in 
the  Report  he  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  special  and 
separate  inquiry,  and,  looking  to  the 
contradictory  nature  of  the  evidence 
going  to  be  brought  forward,  he  deter- 
mined that  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
judicial  inquiry  should  be  instituted,  and 
that  someone  should  be  appointed,  ac- 
customed to  weigh  and  present  con- 
clusions founded  on  careful  investigation  ^ 
of  the  facts  on  one  side  and  the  other. 
Accordingly,  he  requested  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  to  undertake  that  in- 
quiry. His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  did  so,  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  Government  and  the  country 
owed  a  considerable  debt  of  gratitude  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
for  the  time  and  trouble  expended  on 
the  inquiry.  He  did  not  think  that  it 
would  for  a  moment  be  disputed  that 
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ibis  inquiry  was  not  only  conducted  in  an 
impartial  spirit,  but  in  such  a  manner  as, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  exhaust  the  whole 
subject.  He  did  not  propose  to  follow 
the  hon.  Member  into  all  the  particulars 
which  he  had  brought  forward  ;  but  he 
admitted  at  once  that  the  Heport  of  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  contained  facts 
of  a  most  lamentable  kind,  and  disclosed 
a  state  of  things  which  urgently  called 
for  improvement  in  the  administration 
of  the  departments  concerned.  Now,  the 
two  questions  raised  were,  first  of  all, 
that  defective  articles  had  been  passed 
into  the  Service;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  the  question  of  the  whole  system 
of  inspection.  Before  proceed iug  to  dis- 
cuss these  two  questions,  he  should  like, 
at  the  outset,  to  put  before  the  Committee 
two  things  which  it  was  right  hon. 
Members  should  bear  in  mind  in  con- 
sidering the  facts  as  a  whole.  Of  these, 
the  first  was  that  a  great  portion  of  the 
articles  passed  into  the  Service  as  de- 
fective were  passed  at  a  time  when  there 
was  an  enormous  strain  on  the  Depart- 
ment. A  large  number  of  men  connected 
with  it  were  taken  off  to  Egypt  at  the 
time  of  the  war ;  and  also,  in  connection 
with  the  Expedition  to  Bechuanaland, 
the  Department  had  to  get  a  large  num- 
ber of  articles  in  a  great  hurry.  Secondly, 
a  difficulty  had  arisen  with  regard  to 
leather  goods  owing  to  the  complete 
alteration  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
system  of  tanning.  Under  the  old 
system,  six  months  were  required  to 
complete  the  hides.  We  moved  too 
fast  in  these  days  to  allow  six  months 
to  finish  the  process  of  tanning,  and, 
accordingly,  new  methods  were  devised 
which  made  it  very  difficult  for  any 
Inspector  of  leather  goods,  however 
skilful  and  desirous  of  doing  his  work 
properly,  to  detect  adulteration  by  mere 
handling.  Dealing,  then,  first  with  the 
individuals  concerned,  he  admitted  in 
the  fullest  way  that  the  evils  were  very 
serious  evils.  There  could  not  be  the 
least  doubt  that  the  number  of  defective 
articles  passed  into  the  Service  was  very 
large,  and  that  they  were  passed  by  more 
than  one  man  into  the  Service.  When 
they  came  to  examine  who  were  the 
individuals  responsible  for  this  state  of 
matters,  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  examined 
the  witnesses  himself,  and  that  he  could 
form  an  estimate  for  himself  what  re- 
liance to  place  upon  them,  and  there- 


fore the  conclusion  at  which  he  arrived, 
on  hearing  all  the  evidence  as  regards 
individuals,  even  more  than  as  regards 
the  system,  was  entitled  to  great  weight 
and  consideration.  Now,  to  take  the 
case  of  the  contractors.  He  thought  it 
showed  the  animus  with  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  spoken,  that  he  described 
Eoss  and  Co.  as  the  pet  firm  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  I  simply  called 
them  the  pet  firm  of  the  Government, 
because  they  got  nearly  two-thirds  of  the 
whole  Government  contracts. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  went  on  to  say 
that  Boss  and  Co.  were,  if  not  the 
largest,  certainly  in  some  departments 
the  chief  manufacturers  of  these  goods 
in  the  country.  They  had  been  em- 
ployed for  a  great  number  of  years  after 
competition  with  other  firms,  not  only 
by  the  War  Office,  but  by  other  Depart- 
ments in  connection  with  various  large 
contracts.  They  supplied  a  great  num- 
ber of  articles  which  were  rejected,  and 
with  respect  to  which  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  had  made  a  Report.  On 
looking  carefully  into  that  Report,  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  circum- 
stances under  which  some  of  these 
articles  had  been  supplied  were  such 
that  it  was  impossible  to  retain  Messrs. 
Ross  on  the  list  of  contractors  of  the 
War  Office,  and  accordingly  he  struck 
their  name  oflF.  He  wrote  to  the  Admi- 
ralty and  asked  them  to  take  the  same 
step,  and  the  Admiralty  also  struck 
Messrs.  Ross  off  the  list  of  Admiralty 
contractors. 

Mr.  HANBURY :  When  was  that  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  do  not  know 
the  date.  To  take  the  other  people 
mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion, there  was  the  case  of  Sergeant 
Hawkins,  who  was  condemned  for  being 
an  untruthful  witness.  Although  Haw- 
kins had  always  been  a  good  workman, 
and  had  been  constantly  commended  as 
such,  he  felt  after  what  had  been  said 
by  the  Judge  Advocate  General  that  he 
could  not  allow  the  man  to  remain  in 
the  responsible  post  of  viewer,  and  he 
directed  his  name  to  be  struck  off  at 
once.  After  this  there  came  tb  him 
from  Hawkins  a  humble  petition,  repre- 
senting that  after  the  number  of  years 
in  which  he  had  served  the  Department 
and  had  done  thoroughly  good  service, 
it  would  be  absolute  ruin  to  him  if  he 
was  absolutely  excluded  from  employ- 


65« 


Supptf/— 


{CoiiMoiTSi 


Army  JBstmaiss, 


^6 


ment.  In  reply,  he  declined  to  allow 
Hawkins  to  hold  any  responsible  posi- 
tion, but  said  he  might  be  allowed  to 
do  some  work  in  one  of  the  Establish- 
ments in  order  that  he  might  not  be 
absolutely  depriyed  of  bread. 

Mk.  BRADLAUGH  :  Is  that  not  the 
Establishment  where  a  great  deal  of  the 
adulteration  has  taken  place  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  No  ;  no  adul- 
teration has  taken  place  there. 

Mr.  BEADLAUQH  :  I  mean  where 
the  adulterated  material  has  been  used. 

Mr.  B.  stanhope  :  I  take  it  that 
the  viewers  are  thoroughly  competent  to 
discharge  their  duty,  and  Hawkins  is 
not  one  of  them.  There  was  next  the 
case  of  Mr.  Spice,  and  he  came  to  the 
conduflion  that  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  was  entirely  right  in  his  con- 
tention that  Spice  ought  not  originally 
to  have  been  appointed.  Spice,  it  was 
true,  had  some  connection  with  the  con- 
tractors Boss ;  but  if  they  wanted  to  get 
a  practical  man,  they  must  have  one  who 
had  been  employed  by  some  firm  or 
another  in  this  country.  But  Spice's  con- 
nection with  the  firm  of  Boss  was  cer- 
tainly too  intimate  to  make  the  choice  a 
proper  one.  His  hoo.  Friend  (Mr.  Han- 
bury)  put  it  all  on  Mr.  Nepean,  and  said 
that  gentleman  appointed  him,  but  that 
was  absolutely  not  the  fact.  Originally, 
it  was  proposed  by  Commissary  General 
Young  that  a  man  should  be  selected  to 
fill  the  office  ;  but  Mr.  Nepean  objected, 
and  insisted  on  advertising  in  order 
to  get  the  best  man  for  the  post.  Five 
candidates  were  selected,  and  Commis- 
sary General  Young  recommended  that 
Spice  was  the  best  man  ;  so  that,  at  any 
rate,  he  was  selected  in  the  fairest  way 
that  could  possibly  be  conceived,  and 
was  chosen  honestly  as  being  the  best 
man. 

Mr.  HENEYH.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  asked,  whether  it  was  to 
be  understood  that  Mr.  Nepean  was  over- 
ruled ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Practically, 
Commissary  General  Young  over-ruled 
Mr.  Nepean.  Mr.  Spice  was  appointed 
Inspector  of  Accoutrements.  There  was 
an  enormous  amount  of  work  to  be  done 
in  the  Department,  and  Mr.  Spice  was 
thoroughly  well  qualified  to  attend  to  his 
own  proper  work.  But  it  was  impossible 
for  him  during  the  last  few  weeks  of 
1885  personaUy  to  superintend  all  the 
work  which  it  was  his  duty  to  inspect. 

Mr.  E.  Stanhope 


He  had  therefore  come  to  the  conclusion 
that,  although  Mr.  Spice  did  his  best, 
he  was  physically  incapable  of  doing  all 
the  worK  which  he  was  called  upon  to 
do.  He  knew  it  had  been  said  that  Mr. 
Spice  did  not  make  sufficient  complaint 
to  the  higher  authorities  that  he  was 
overtasked,  and  in  that  he  was  wrong. 
But,  in  his  opinion,  the  main  blame 
attached  to  those  who  imposed  all  these 
duties  on  Mr.  Spice.  One  of  the  gravest 
errors  in  the  whole  business  was  the 
appointment  of  Captain  Plunkett,  who 
was  absolutely  unfitted  in  every  way  for 
the  appointment. 

Mh.  E.  T.  EEID  (Dumfries,  &c.) : 
Who  was  responsible  for  the  appoint- 
ment? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  He  was  ap- 
pointed in  1 883  by  General  Eeilly.  Mr. 
Spice  had  now  been  eight  years  in  the 
service  of  the  Department,  and  it  had 
been  proved  that,  so  far  as  his  physical 
powers  allowed,  he  had  done  his  work 
exceedingly  well ;  and  it  could  not  be 
shown  that  Mr.  Spice  had  used  his  posi- 
tion to  favour  any  person,  even  including 
the  Messrs.  Eoss.  He  came,  therefore, 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  justice  of  the 
case  would  be  metby  employing  Mr.  Spice 
at  the  work  to  which  he  was  originally 
appointed,  that  of  inspecting  accoutre- 
ments. The  next  case  was  that  of  Colonel 
Eawnsley.  The  hon.  Member  had  done 
quite  right  in  tracing  out  the  various 
people  connected  with  this  matter,  and 
it  was  only  proper  that  the  House  should 
know  the  steps  which  the  Government 
had  taken.  He  found  nothing  in  the 
evidence  to  justify  the  condemnation  of 
Colonel  Eawnsley.  No  doubt,  he  was 
responsible  for  the  inspection ;  but  he 
had  asked  for  additional  viewers,  and 
there  was  no  evidence  whatever  that  he 
had  shown  any  partiality  towards  any 
particular  contractors,  or  that  he  was 
personally  responsible  in  the  matters 
complained  of.  Commissary  General 
Moloney  was,  no  doubt,  also  a  man  as  to 
whom  inquiry  should  be  made.  He  was 
closely  examined  before  the  Commissioa 
by  Mr.  Justice  Stephen,  but  he  was  un- 
able to  discover  that  the  Commission 
formed  an  unfavourable  opinion  of  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  discharged  his 
duties.  The  extraordinary  pressure 
made  it  very  difficult  for  a  proper  view 
to  be  made ;  and  Commissary  General 
Moloney,  when  he  recognized  this,  autho- 
rized the  employment  of  23  additional 
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viewers  according  to  Mr.  Spice's  request. 
There  was,  indeed,  one  point  on  which 
he  had  felt  bound  to  ask  for  additional 
explanations  from  Colonel  Moloney.  This 
was  as  to  the  discrepancy  between  the 
specifications,  patterns,  and  samples, 
which  was  quite  indefensible.  But  the 
explanation  given  to  him  was  this.  There 
were  3,700  specifications  to  be  examined, 
and  when  Colonel  Moloney  came  to  the 
Office  in  1883,  he  found  that  there  was 
an  enormous  amount  of  this  work  to  be 
done,  and  he  was  obliged  to  put  aside 
the  work  on  which  he  was  engaged  in 
order  to  attend  to  it,  and  the  evidence 
fully  proved  that  he  did  do  a  great  deal, 
during  his  term  of  office,  to  improve  the 
state  of  things.  According  to  Mr.  Dunn, 
the  men  against  whom  the  grave  charge 
was  made  of  passing  unsound  work  were 
tmployis  of  Koss  and  Co.  These  men 
appeared  to  be  respectable  working  men 
of  a  good  class,  and  they  had  excellent 
characters.  Every  opportunity  was  given 
for  making  out  a  case  against  these  men, 
but  no  case  was  established  against  them. 
With  respect  to  the  information  fur- 
nished by  Dunn  and  Moody,  he  was 
fully  satisfied  that  their  statement  of 
insufficiency  of  inspection  was  well 
founded,  and  on  this  point  he  fully  ac- 
cepted the  statement  of  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General.  Particular  instructions 
had  been  issued  that  Messrs.  Dunn  and 
Moody  should  be  dealt  with  with  the 
utmost  fairness;  but  the  question  of 
their  promotion  could  only  lie  with  those 
who  were  competent  to  say  what  they 
were  qualified  for.  In  a  matter  like  this 
he,  of  course,  could  not  interfere.  How 
could  he  hold  others  to  be  responsible  to 
himself  if  he  insisted  on  the  appointment 
by  them  of  particular  men  ?  Adverting 
next  to  the  other  branch  of  the  subject, 
he  remarked  that  he  was  not  going  to 
say  a  word  in  defence  of  the  system  as  it 
had  existed.  In  times  past  it  had  re- 
sulted in  a  large  number  of  inferior 
articles  being  introduced  into  the  Service, 
and  he  admitted  that  it  required  a  good 
deal  of  overhauling.  He  would  try  to 
point  out  the  main  defects  which  ap- 
peared to  exist.  The  first  defect  in  the 
system  wastheBule  requiring  all  articles 
to  pass  in  order  that  they  might  be  paid 
for  before  the  31st  of  March  in  each 
year.  That  had  been  complained  of 
over  and  over  again,  and  especially  by 
Lord  Morley's  Committee  and  Sir  James 
Stephen'^   Commission,    wd    the    Qo» 


vernment  had  taken  the  Eule  into  serious 
consideration.  He  had  been  in  come 
munication  with  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  he 
believed  that  before  the  time  arrived  next 
year,  an  arrangement  would  be  arrived 
at  which  would  put  an  end  to  the  evil. 
The  second  point,  and  one  of  the  gravest 
problems  in  his  judgment,  was  the 
difference  between  the  specifications 
and  the  sealed  samples.  There  was  a 
terrible  discrepancy  there,  and  one 
which  nobody  could  justify  for  a  moment. 
The  present  Commissary  Qeneral  of 
Ordnance  had  taken  up  the  matter 
earnestly,  and  in  the  short  time  he  had 
devoted  to  the  work  he  had  satisfied 
himself  that  the  samples  brought  in 
were  in  accordance  with  the  specifica- 
tions, and  he  himself  was  quite  certain 
that  the  attention  which  that  officer  had 
given  to  the  subject  would  afford  a  good 
guarantee  that  the  former  state  of  things 
would  not  be  allowed  to  recur.  As  to 
the  inefficiency  of  the  tests  for  weapons, 
he  might  say  our  tests  were  much  more 
severe  than  the  tests  by  Foreign  Govern- 
ments. As  an  instance  of  that  he  might 
mention  that  some  years  ago  a  large 
contractor  for  a  very  important  artide 
sent  in  goods  several  of  which  were  re- 
jected; and  on  his  being  asked  whether 
it  was  worth  while  to  go  on  opening  the 
parcels,  he  replied — **  No ;  I  will  take 
them  back,  and  they  shall  go  to  the 
French  Government.*'  The  contractor 
evidently  thought  that  the  French  Go- 
vernment would  accept  them — which 
they  actually  did — and  this  circumstance 
showed  that  our  test  was  more  severe 
than  that  employed  by  Foreign  Govern- 
ments. He  now  came  to  the  system  of 
inspection,  which  had  undoubtedly  been 
very  defective.  Some  hon.  Members 
had  suggested  that,  instead  of  this  sys- 
tem of  inspection,  we  should  try  to 
enforce  the  responsibility  of  contractors. 
He  thought  the  War  Department  would 
be  well  advised  if  they  struck  contractors 
off  the  list  when  there  were  many  re- 
jections; but  that  was  not  enough, 
because  warlike  stores  stood  upon  a 
special  footing.  If  the  Department 
were  to  rely  on  the  responsibility  of  the 
contractors  for  warlike  stores  sent  abroad 
the  country  would  be  put  in  a  terrible 
difficulty,  as  the  defects  would  not  be 
found  out  until  an  expedition  had 
started  or  the  troops  were  engaged.  It 
was,  therefore,  impossible  to  do  without 
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a  system  of  inspection  ;  but  tlie  inspec- 
tion must  be  as  thorough  as  it  could  be 
made. 

Mb.  BEADLAUQH,  interposing, 
saidy  that  was  what  happened  in  the 
Egyptian  Campaign.  The  articles  were 
inspected  here,  and  were  afterwards 
found  to  be  altogether  inefficient. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  fully  ad  • 
mitted  that  in  the  past  the  inspection 
had  been  lamentably  deficient.  All  these 
goods  had  been  inspected  under  the 
responsibility  of  the  Commissary  General 
of  Ordnance  ;  but  the  responsibility  of 
that  official  had  been  altogether  nominal. 
He  had  now  been  relieved  of  this 
nominal  responsibility,  and  a  competent 
officer  had  been  appointed  to  act  as 
Superintendent,  directly  responsible  to 
the  Military  Heads  of  the  War  Office. 
He  had  been  chosen  as  a  man  of  un- 
doubted experience,  and  he  would  be 
responsible  for  the  whole  conduct  of  the 
inspecting  branch  for  these  articles. 

Mb.  HANBUEY  asked,  what  was 
the  name  of  the  officer  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  replied,  that  it 
was  Colonel  Harrington.  His  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Hanbury)  had  made  an 
attack  on  this  officer ;  but  he  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  challenged  him  to  find  any 
ground  for  the  imputation.  There  was 
to  be  a  special  inspection  of  leather, 
which,  in  consequence  of  the  system  of 
adulteration  and  the  new  methods  of 
tanning,  had  been  very  difficult  to  deal 
with.  The  manner  of  storing  leather 
would  likewise  be  improved.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  also  alluded  to  the  sys- 
tem of  viewing  and  the  difficulty  of 
tracing  who  passed  defective  articles. 
It  was  now  intended  that  each  viewer 
when  he  inspected  an  article  should  put 
a  special  mark  upon  it,  so  as  to  bring 
home  the  responsibility  for  its  accept- 
ance to  him.  The  hon.  Member  had 
attacked  Mr.  Nepean,  a  public  servant 
of  many  years'  standing ;  but  he  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  might  mention  that  neither 
Lord  Morley's  Committee  nor  Sir  James 
Stephen's  Commission  found  anything 
adverse  to  Mr.  Nepean,  nor  had  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  said  a  word 
against  him.  The  hon.  Member  at- 
tacked Mr.  Nepean  because  he  said  he 
gave  a  number  of  contracts  to  Messrs. 
Boss,  who  employed  sweaters.  Messrs. 
Boss  obtained  the  contracts  in  the  ordi- 
nary way  because  they  tendered  at  a 
lower  price  than  others ;  and  it  was  not 
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until  the  recent  evidence  given  before 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
that  he  had  any  idea  that  such  an  accu- 
sation was  made  against  them.  He  felt 
bound  to  say,  in  justice  to  that  firm, 
that  their  side  of  the  case  had  not  yet 
been  heard  before  the  Committee.  He 
could  say,  however,  that  the  War  Office 
never  sanctioned  the  giving  of  contracts 
to  sweaters,  and  g^eat  care  was  taken 
in  the  Clothing  Department  that  the 
clothing  needed  should  be  specially  or- 
dered from  factories  in  order  to  prevent 
the  work  getting  into  the  hands  of  the 
sweaters.  As  to  the  charge  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  that  Mr.  Nepean  had 
allowed  contractors  to  take  articles 
away  after  they  had  been  condemned, 
in  order  to  alter  them,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  referred  to  the  Answer  to  Ques- 
tion 3,364  he  would  have  seen  that  the 
answer  to  that  charge  was  that  goods 
were  frequently  rejected  for  a  defective 
stitch  or  two,  but  that  the  contractors 
always  had  an  opportunity  given  them 
of  putting  those  stitches  right.  So  it 
was  in  this  case.  What  the  hon. 
Member  alleged  against  Mr.  Nepean 
amounted  to  nothing  less  than  criminal 
conspiracy. 

Mb.  hanbury  said,  the  exolana- 
tion  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  the  contractor's  own  explanation. 
Mr.  Boss  distinctly  stated,  with  regard 
to  the  hides,  that  if  he  had  been  allowed 
to  take  them  back  and  re-dress  them  he 
would  have  appealed  to  the  Director  of 
Contracts  and  beaten  the  Department. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  could 
not  offer  any  personal  opinion  on  the 
subject,  but  if  the  hides  wore  re-dressed 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  satisfy  the  pro- 
per tests,  he  could  see  no  objection  to 
their  reception.  Therefore,  he  could 
not  help  feeling  that  it  was  a  little  hard 
upon  a  public  servant  like  Mr.  Nepean 
that  he  should  be  attacked  in  the  way 
the.  hon.  Member  had  attacked  him.  He 
thought  that  if  his  hon.  Friend  had 
thought  a  little  more,  he  would  hardly 
have  attacked  a  gentleman  who  had 
done  such  good  service  without  basing 
his  attack  upon  a  little  better  case.  He 
himself  was  not  responsible  for  parti- 
cular transactions,  but  he  was  respon- 
sible for  the  system  now  being  estab- 
lished at  the  War  Office,  and  he  was 
perfectly  prepared  to  accept  that  respon- 
sibility. If  nothing  else  could  be  said 
to  have  been  done  during  the  time  be 
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had  fulfilled  the  duties  of  his  present 
Office,  he  should,  at  any  rate,  have  the 
satisfaction  in  his  own  mind  of  knowing 
that  he  had  done  his  utmost  to  make 
the  inspection  of  all  war- like  stores  in 
all  Departments  of  the  Armj  indepen- 
dent and  real. 

LoM)  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  said,  he  believed  the 
Committee  would  agree  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  had,  in  a  perfectly 
fair  manner,  laid  his  statement  before 
them,  and,  if  he  might  be  allowed  to  say 
so,  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
spoken  with  great  fairness,  and  ex- 
plained with  great  facility  and  ability 
the  steps  he  had  taken  to  guard  against 
the  repetition  of  a  state  of  things  which 
could  not  but  be  regarded  as  constitu- 
ting a  great  public  danger.  He  was 
bound,  however,  to  remark  that  the 
Committee  must  still  be  left  in  a  state 
of  some  bewilderment  and  almost  as- 
tonishment, at  the  remarkable  eyidence 
laid  before  them  as  to  the  system  which 
had  prevailed,  and  was  still  prevailing, 
in  the  Department.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  has  stated  that  there  could  be 
no  doubt  whatever  that  the  system  in 
past  years  had  been  extremely  bad,  and 
that  under  that  system  a  very  large 
number  of  defective  articles  had  been 
passed  into  the  Public  Service,  that  very 
large  number  represeuting,  he  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  supposed,  a  very 
large  sum  of  public  money  wasted.  But 
it  was  most  extraordinary  that  even  the 
Secretary  of  State,  with  all  his  desire  to 
re-organize  the  Department  and  assist  the 
public,  had  not  been  able  under  the 
peculiar  system  prevailing  to  place  his 
finger  on  one  single  person  as  being 
responsible  for  that  great  public  crime. 
He  was  not  going  to  argue  against  the 
conclusion  at  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  arrived,  when  he  said  that 
Sergeant  Hawkins  was  an  untrustworthy 
witness,  and  he  agreed  with  the  judg- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  was  perfectly  unreliable.  But  still 
he  remained  in  his  position.  Colonel 
Rawnsley  apparently  had  held  a  posi- 
tion of  some  control,  and  would  in  a 
private  capacity,  no  doubt,  have  pre- 
vented what  had  occurred  to  some  ex- 
tent, yet  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  bring  the  smallest 
accusation  against  Colonel  Rawnsley. 
Theu,  as  to  Commissary  General  Molo- 


ney, the  Secretary  of  State  said  that| 
although,  perhaps  he  did  not  do  all 
that  he  ought  to  have  done  with  re- 
gard to  the  articles  supplied  being  equal 
to  the  specifications,  yet  Colonel  Moloney 
had  a  great  deal  of  work  to  perform, 
that  he  did  all  he  could  that,  on  the 
whole,  he  was  doing  good  work  for  the 
State,  and  that  ho  could  not  get  rid  of 
Colonel  Moloney.  Then  there  was  Mr. 
Spice.  His  conduct  was  reviewed,  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  no  blame  could 
legitimately  be  attached  to  him.  Then 
they  came  to  the  case  of  Colonel  Bar« 
rington,  who  also  occupied  a  position  of 
high  control  in  this  Department,  and 
might  be  held  in  some  way  responsible 
for  what  had  occurred.  But  no.  It 
appeared  there  was  not  a  particle  of  evi- 
dence in  the  Report  of  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  to  show  that  any  respon- 
sibility attached  to  him  or  that  there  was 
anything  that  reflected  upon  him  in  the 
slightest  degree,  so  that  Colonel  Bar- 
rington  was  now  in  a  more  responsible 
position  than  before.  Of  course,  this 
might  all  be  very  right,  and  he  did  not 
think  the  Committee  was  in  a  position 
to  dispute  the  conclusion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  But  what  he  was 
most  concerned  about  was  this — he 
wanted  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  state  of  things  under 
which  an  immense  sum  of  money  for 
many  years  past  had  been  utterly  wasted 
and  thrown  away.  The  occurrences  had 
been  brought  to  light,  and  yet  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  with  all  the  machinery 
at  his  disposal,  and  the  Hoiise  of  Com- 
mons with  all  the  great  powers  at  its 
command,  were  unable  to  visit  a  single 
individual  with  the  smallest  penalty. 
That  was  the  moral  to  be  drawn  from 
what  had  transpired.  He  had  only  one 
further  remark  to  make,  and  it  was  in 
reference  to  it,  that  he  made  a  strong 
and  special  appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend 
not  to  divide  the  Committee  on  his 
Amendment.  I  f  his  hon.  Friend  divided 
one  of  two  things  would  happen,  either 
he  would  put  the  Government  in  a 
minority  which  would  be  attended  by 
much  inconvenience,  and  that  after  the 
explanation  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  certainly  be  a  course  of  some  in- 
justice. On  the  other  hand,  his  hon. 
Friend  might  be  put  in  a  minority,  and 
if  that  were  so,  the  public,  instead  of 
drawing    the   conclusion  they    wished 
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them  to  draw,  would  oome  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  was  not  much  in 
the  complaint  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston,  and  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
had  completely  disposed  of  it.  And  there 
was  this  further  consideration — that  if 
the  Committee  adopted  the  Motion  by  a 
large  majority  it  might  be  understood 
outside  that  the  Committee  had  con- 
demned the  changes  that  had  been  made 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  with  a  view  to 
guarding  against  a  repetition  of  these 
occurrences.  That  was  what  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  do.  The  Com- 
mittee upstairs  had  guarded  itself  from 
expressing  the  slightest  opinion  on  the 
various  changes  the  Secretary  of  State 
had  made  with  a  view  to  the  better  or- 
ganization of  our  military  affairs.  No 
opinion  could  be  properly  expressed 
until  those  changes  had  been  tried. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  consti- 
tuted, and,  for  all  he  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  knew,  properly  constituted, 
at  very  considerable  cost,  a  large  Depart- 
ment charged  with  the  independent  in- 
spection of  the  articles  manufactured  for 
the  use  of  Her  Majesty's  troops.  The 
changes  might  or  might  not  work  well, 
and  they  might  or  might  not  preserve 
us  in  the  future  from  the  grave  scandals 
which  had  up  to  now  occurred.  But,  if 
the  Committee  divided  on  the  Motion, 
and  carried  the  Vote  by  a  large  majority, 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  the  future,  should  the  ar- 
rangements turn  out  badly,  would  be 
perfectly  able  to  turn  round  on  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  say — **Well, 
I  told  you  of  the  changes  I  had  made, 
and  you  approved  them  by  a  large  ma- 
jority." Under  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  and,  as  the  only  motive  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hanbury)  was  the 
good  of  the  Public  Service,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  rest  satisfied 
with  the  debate  he  had  originated,  and 
with  the  assurance  that  the  Committee 
was  grateful  to  him  for  the  great  atten- 
tion he  had  bestowed  upon  this  matter, 
and  not  seek  to  press  his  Motion  further, 
because,  if  the  Division  was  hostile  to 
him,  the  result  would  be  that,  instead  of 
doing  good,  he  would  be  doing  a  positive 
evil  to  the  public  interest. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
bom)  said,  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  stated  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  that  oral  testimony  was  more  im- 
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pressive  than  written  testimony.  Perhaps 
as  he  was  a  member  of  Lord  Morley's 
Committee,  and  also  of  the  Special 
Committee  on  Saddlery,  he  might  be 
permitted  to  detail  his  experiencos.  The 
impression,  which  was  left  on  the  minds 
of  Lord  Morley's  Committee  was  that, 
while  there  had  been  a  great  deal  of  in- 
competency among  the  Government  offi- 
cials, there  had  been  no  corruption ; 
and  the  result  of  the  inquiry  conducted 
by  the  Judge  Advocate  General  gene- 
rally tallied  with  that  of  the  former 
Committee.  The  hon.  Member  for  Pres- 
ton (Mr.  Hanbury)  had  said  that  the 
Government  ought  to  be  loyal  to  the 
country  as  well  as  loyal  to  its  officials ; 
he  (Colonel  Duncan)  maintained  that 
the  Government  ought  to  be  loyal  to 
its  officials  when  they  were  good,  but 
not  loyal  to  them  when  they  were  bad. 
Two  or  three  men  who  had  been  so 
severely  attacked  were,  to  the  best  of 
their  ability,  doing  the  work  for  which 
they  were  engaged,  and  certainly  they 
were  absolutely  free  from  corruption  as 
far  as  the  Committee  could  ascertain. 
The  name  of  the  Director  of  Contracts  had 
been  mentioned;  that  gentleman  was 
examined  by  the  Committee  on  Saddlery; 
the  whole  system  at  work  was  put  be- 
fore the  Committee  in  the  most  open 
way ;  no  question  was  left  unanswered ; 
and  he  thought  that  a  more  worthy  and 
excellent  public  servant  did  not.  exist  in 
the  country.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  omitted  to  mention  one  thing. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
among  the  discoveries  he  had  made  was 
the  great  difficulty  of  getting  specifica- 
tions to  agree  with  the  sealed  pattern. 
The  difficulty  the  Committee  experienced 
was  to  get  the  article  manufactured  to 
agree  with  the  sealed  pattern,  and  that 
was  a  much  more  important  thing. 
They  found  that  some  thousands  of 
certain  articles  had  been  accepted  by 
the  viewers  which  were  of  a  totally 
different  pattern  to  the  sealed  pattern 
which  was  given  to  the  viewers  to 
follow.  That  showed  incompetency  on 
the  part  of  the  viewers.  Although 
great  temptations  had  been  thrown  in 
tiie  way  of  viewers  in  their  dealings  with 
wealthy  contractors,  no  corruption  on 
their  part  had  ever  been  shown.  As 
one  who  had  sat  on  the  Special  Com- 
mittees, and  heard  the  evidence  given, 
and,  as  one  quite  conscious  of  the  great 
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weakness  of  our  system,  he  rejoiced  to 
find  that  now  efforts  were  being  made 
to  improve  that  system. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  said, 
he  quite  understood  the  advice  given  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Hanbury)  not  to  divide  the  Committee 
by  the  noble  Lord  (Jjord  Eandolph 
Churchill).  The  noble  Lord  was  an  in- 
dependent supporter  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government;  and  although,  no  doubt, 
he  liked  them  to  get  a  lesson  now  and 
then,  he  thought  that,  as  they  had  been 
beaten  twice  last  week,  it  was  hardly 
fair  to  beat  them  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. He  (Colonel  Nolan)  l)elieved  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Hanbury)  were  to  go  to  a  Division  it 
was  very  likely  that  he  would  get  a 
majority;  certainly  he  would  if  there 
were  any  Conservatives  who  really 
valued  the  efficiency  of  the  Service  more 
than  the  interests  of  their  own  Party. 
The  Committee  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  referred  was  not  ono  on 
which  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  served ;  but 
he  could  quite  understand,  from  his  ex- 
perience on  other  Committees,  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
was  very  much  within  the  facts.  Now, 
he  took  a  much  broader  view  of  this 
question  than  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston.  The  defective  supply  of  saddles 
and  accoutrements  was  only  a  small 
part  of  this  question.  Again,  saddles 
and  accoutrements  were  put  out  to  some 
sort  of  competition.  Would  the  Com- 
mittee believe  that  out  of  the  £1,500,000 
worth  of  stores  there  was  hardly  a 
single  item  put  out  to  competition,  but 
that  the  lists  wore  drawn  up  by  Mr. 
Nepean  ?  Mr.  Nepean  was  a  man  who 
had  a  great  fancy  for  a  restricted  list  of 
contractors;  certainly  he  had  declared 
he  would  like  to  retain  the  list,  but  he 
had  never  gone  in  for  open  competition. 
Pressure,  too,  was  put  on  him  by  the 
Superintendents  of  the  different  depart- 
ments in  Woolwich  to  have  restricted 
lists.  It  was  only  proper  that  all  the 
stores  should  be  bought  in  the  open 
market,  and  until  that  was  done  the 
country  would  spend  20  or  30  or  40  per 
cent  more  than  the  value  of  the  articles 
it  received.  Frequently,  if  they  bought 
in  the  open  market,  they  would  get 
goods  at  20,  30,  or  40  per  cent  below 
cost  price,  because  manufacturers  must 
manufacture,  must  keep  their  establish- 
ments going,  hoping  to  make  something 
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out  of  the  country  in  time  of  war  or  of 
great  pressure.  An  enormous  saving 
on  this  Vote  would  be  effected  if  the 
principle  of  open  competition  were 
adopted.  Of  course,  in  the  case  of 
machine  guns,  there  ought  to  be  some 
reward  given  to  the  inventor,  and  such 
things  he  would  exempt  from  the  prin- 
ciple of  open  competition  by  order  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  But  take  the  case 
of  such  a  rough  ai'ticle  as  coal.  It  was 
proved  to  Lord  Morley's  Committee  that 
a  large  part  of  the  coal  in  the  Arsenal 
was  not  bought  in  the  open  market; 
there  was  one  kind  which  was  submitted 
to  open  contract,  while  there  was  an- 
other kind  which  was  not.  Pig  iron, 
steel,  and  other  rough  articles  supplied 
in  the  factory  were  never  put  up  to  open 
competition.  Sometimes  there  was  a 
long  list  of  contractors,  and  sometimes 
a  very  short  one ;  it  was  a  notorious  fact 
that  a  number  of  contractors  argued 
that  it  was  no  use  to  get  on  the  list ; 
certainly  there  would  be  no  economy 
until  they  adopted  the  simple  plan  of 
having  open  contracts  in  all  cases,  ex- 
cept where  a  reason  could  be  given  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  why  it  should  not 
be  adopted.  There  was  a  tremendous 
tendency  on  the  part  of  the  War  Office 
to  narrow  the  contracts  in  every  way. 
Take  the  case  of  steel.  The  manufacture 
of  steel  had  been  set  up  in  the  Eoyal 
Arsenal  almost  surreptitiously  —  that 
was  to  say,  the  War  Office  did  not  ex- 
actly forbid  the  authorities  to  set  it  up, 
but  simply  closed  its  eyes  to  their  action. 
But  the  moment  they  succeeded  in 
manufacturing  steel  in  the  Eoyal  Gun 
Factory  they  were  met  with  the  objec- 
tion— **  We  have  promised  eight  or  10 
contractors  to  give  them  for  the  future 
the  greater  portion  of  the  steel  supply 
for  the  Eoyal  Arsenal."  He  (Colonel 
Nolan)  believed  that  a  sort  of  promise 
had  been  given  to  some  steel  manufac- 
turers. It  was  said  in  the  House  that 
there  was  encouragement  to  be  given  to 
certain  manufacturers  to  set  up  steel 
works,  and  that  this  encouragement 
would  take  the  shape  of  giving  them 
the  orders  of  the  future.  He  (Colonel 
Nolan)  remembered  rising  in  the  House, 
and  saying  that  what  was  proposed 
would  lead  to  a  tremendous  monopoly 
and  tremendous  profits  to  the  manufac- 
turers of  steel.  The  War  Office  now 
contended  that  they  had  only  given  a 
half  promise  to  six  or  ei^ht  people,  and 
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that  there  was  another  list  to  whom 
they  had  not  given  a  promise  at  all. 
There  was  not  the  slightest  doubt,  how- 
ever, that  the  War  Office  had  gone  out 
of  its  way  to  create  a  monopoly  in  steel, 
which  was  to  be  the  chief  material  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  the  guns  of  the 
future.  There  was  only  one  remedy  for 
that  state  of  things,  and  it  was  for  this 
reason  that  he  wished  the  hon.  Meml)er 
for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  would  ignore 
the  advice  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill),  and  go  to  a  Division. 
The  whole  system  of  contract  in  this 
country  required  thorough  overhauling ; 
and  until  the  country  was  more  awake 
to  the  fact  that  stores  were  not  put  out 
to  open  contract,  but  were  given  to 
different  people  as  a  sort  of  favour,  the 
War  Office  would  be  strong  enough  to 
enforce  itself  against  the  principle  of 
open  contract.  It  was  not  that  the  men 
concerned  got  any  advantage  out  of  the 

S resent  system,  the  most  they  got  was  a 
ttle  power  or  influence  in  being  able 
to  distribute  these  contracts.  Mr. 
Nepean,  the  Director  of  Contracts, 
assigned  the  contracts,  but  the  Superin- 
tendents were  able  to  recommend  con- 
tractors. A  Superintendent  certainly 
could  not  safely  recommend  anybody 
during  his  first  two  years  of  Office; 
and,  therefore,  what  he  had  to  do 
was  to  go  to  the  manager  —  the  ma- 
nager was  very  often  advised  by  the 
foreman,  and,  consequently,  the  ma- 
nager and  foreman  had  really  the  giving 
of  the  contracts.  The  Superintendents, 
although  they  got  no  pecuniary  advan- 
tage out  of  the  present  system,  incurred 
enormous  responsibility.  Certainly,  if 
the  country  paid  20  or  30  per  cent  more 
for  an  article  than  it  was  worth,  it  was 
pretty  certain  they  would  get  a  good 
article,  though  they  would  not  get  value 
for  their  money,  and  there  would  not  be 
the  same  trouble  in  inspecting  it  as  if 
they  went  into  the  open  market  for  it. 
Superintendents  argued  that  they  did 
not  like  the  sjstem  of  open  contracts, 
because  they  were  not  sure  of  a  good 
article.  It  seemed  to  him,  however, 
that  they  did  not  care  to  take  the 
trouble  or  to  incur  the  responsibility  of 
inspecting  the  articles,  or  else  their  con- 
tention meant  that  they  could  not  tell 
a  good  article  from  a  bad  one.  Now, 
Lord  Morley^s  Committee  recommended 
certain  economies;  they  recommended 
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there  should  be  an  inspecting  Staff,  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  had  gone  so  far 
as  to  appoint  an  inspecting  Staff  at  a 
cost  of  £8,000  a-year.     Surely,  if  they 
were  to  have  such  a  Staff,  they  ought 
to  get  some  value  out  of  it.     He  had  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that  if  they  threw 
upon   that   Staff  the   responsibility  of 
judging    whether    materials    supplied 
were  good  or  bad  they  would  certainly 
save  more  than  £8,000  a-year.     If  this 
responsibility  were  not  cast  upon  them, 
then  £8,000  would  simply  be  added  to 
the  other  expenses  of  the  country.     As 
Lord    Morley's    Committee   had   been 
more  than  once  referred  to,  he  desired 
to  ask  one  or  two  questions  in  respect 
to    its    recommendations.     That   Com- 
mittee reported  in  favour   of   civilian 
heads    at    the   Arsenal.     He    (Colonel 
Nolan)    signed    the    Minority   Beport 
which  was  opposed  to  that  recommenda- 
tion, because  he  thought  the  Secretary 
of  State  ought  to  appoint  the  best  men 
he  could  get,  whether  military  or  civi- 
lian. The  Committee  also  thought  there 
should  be  one  mechanical  engineer  at 
the  Arsenal,  and  that  struck   him    as 
being  a  very  good  suggestion.  Ho  would 
like  to  know  whether  that  portion  of 
the    Beport    had    been    carried     out ; 
indeed,  there  was  nothing  to  which  the 
Committee  attached  such  importance  as 
that    there    should    be  one    first-class 
mechanical     engineer     at    the    Boyal 
Arsenal  to  advise.     He  saw  that  in  the 
Vote  £8,000  was  to  be  taken  for  new 
buildings.     As  he  said,  Lord  Morley's 
Committee  were  very  anxious  to  secure 
economy,   and   they   made   recommen- 
dations  which    he    thought,     on     the 
whole,  tended  greatly  to  economy.    Yet 
the    very    first    thing  they  saw,   not- 
withstanding  those    recommendations, 
was  that  new  buildings  were  to  be  put 
up.     He  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  a  very 
good  knowledge  of  Woolwich  Arsenal, 
and  it  struck  him  that  many  of  the  old 
buildings  could  be  utilized  for  the   ac- 
commodation  of  the  clerks  and  Com- 
mandant.    If   they    wanted    to  spend 
money    in    putting    tramways    in    the 
workshops,  or  in  building  new  and  im- 
proved workshops,  well  and  good ;  but 
he  scarcely  saw  the  necessity  of  expend- 
ing the  £3,000  in  the  way  now  proposed. 
The  Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
seemed  to   think  he    had  instituted  a 
good  many  reforms  during  his  compara- 
tively short  tenure  of  Office.    On   the 
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wliole,  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  really  thought 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  good 
work  m  the  cause  of  economy ;  certainly, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  about  to 
effect  a  change  which  was  of  the  greatest 
importance.  He  was  going  to  take 
power  to  carry  on  the  money  over  the 
financial  year.  Now,  that  was  of  im- 
portance, because,  to  a  great  extent, 
matters  of  finance  in  that  House  were 
managed  by  men  who  were  at  the  Trea- 
sury. A  great  many  hon.  Members 
had  passed  through  the  Treasury,  so 
that  it  might  really  be  said  that  one- 
half  of  the  men  who  voted  on  this 
question  were  connected  with  the  Trea- 
sury, and  that  they  looked  at  these 
matters  from  a  Treasury  point  of  view. 
They  consequently  wished  all  money 
that  was  left  over  on  the  different  Votes 
to  be  surrendered  into  the  Treasury, 
and  to  go  to  the  Sinking  Fund.  Now, 
in  the  opinion  of  many  people,  all 
the  money  which  was  left  over  at  the 
end  of  the  financial  year  was  wasted,  so 
that  pressure  was  brought  to  bear  on  the 
Superintendents  and  managers  at  the 
Arsenal  to  spend  all  the  money  which 
was  noted  just  before  the  end  of  the 
financial  year.  Lord  Morley's  Com- 
mittee received  a  large  amount  of  evi- 
dence upon  the  point,  it  was  shown  that 
the  Arsenal  Authorities  used  to  go  into 
the  market  and  get  articles  ;  whereas,  if 
they  had  waited  a  few  months  longer, 
they  could  have  got  them  much  cheaper. 
The  plan  suggested  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  by  which  the  money  could  be 
carried  over  the  31st  of  March,  was  one 
of  great  practical  importance,  and,  in  his 
(Colonel  Nolan's)  opinion,  would  lead 
to  considerable  saving.  Some  of  the 
officers  who  gave  evidence  were  in 
favour  of  a  settlement  every  four  or  five 
years,  but  that  was  not  assented  to  by 
the  Committee,  because  it  was  felt  that 
in  that  case  Parliament  would  virtually 
surrender  control  over  military  matters. 
He  was  glad  to  see  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  decided  to  carry  over 
the  money  for  three  or  four  months. 
There  always  must  be,  at  the  end  of 
the  financial  year,  an  accumulation  of 
money  in  the  hands  of  the  Department, 
and  for  the  very  good  reason  that  if  the 
Department  spent  its  money  at  the 
beginning  of  the  year,  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  came  down  towards  the 
close  of  the  year  with  some  urgent  de- 
piand^  they  would  hc^ve  no  qionej  out  of 


which  to  defray  the  cost.  They,  there- 
fore, must  have  some  money  in  hand  to 
meet  any  sudden  requirement  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State.  As  the  year  came  to  a 
close,  however,  they  were  anxious  to 
spend  the  money,  and  frequently  they 
did  spend  it  almost  recklessly.  He  was 
exceedingly  glad  the  Secretary  of  State 
had  taken  some  steps  to  remedy  that 
state  of  things,  by  which  remedy  he 
(Colonel  Nolan)  did  not  hesitate  to  say 
the  country  would  gain  £40,000  or 
£50,000  a-year. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Han- 
bury)  accepted  the  advice  offered  to  him 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
the  Committee  would  stand  ma  very  lame 
and  impotent  fashion  before  the  country 
to-morrow.  The  charges  made  were 
very  specific ;  they  had  been  dealt  with, 
he  quite  agreed,  with  perfect  frankness 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) ;  still  he  reminded  the  Committee 
that  when  the  present  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  it  was  his  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh's)  duty  to  submit  to  him 
some  similar  charges  in  relation  to 
similar  matters,  and  yet,  although  the 
same  things  were  constantly  recurring, 
no  one  had  been  punished.  The  con- 
tractors, in  some  of  these  cases  which 
had  been  mentioned,  must  have  been 
guilty  of  fraud ;  if  the  statements  alleged 
were  true,  they  must  have  been  guilty 
of  deliberate  and  intentional  dishonesty. 
Although  it  was  perfectly  true  that  to 
press  this  matter  to  a  Division  would  put  a 
number  of  Members  who  sat  on  the 
Government  side  of  the  House  in  an  un- 
pleasant position,  because  they  would 
then  have  to  vote  against  the  Govern- 
ment they  supported,  yet  he  ventured  to 
suggest  that  there  was  another  view  of 
the  matter  to  be  taken.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  said  that  if 
there  were  a  majority  in  favour  of  the 
Vote  they  would  endorse  the  arrange- 
ments the  Secretary  of  State  had  stated 
he  had  made  in  order  to  prevent  these 
things  happening  in  the  future.  But, 
on  the  contrary,  he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
submitted  they  would  be  putting  on 
record  a  very  distinct  protest  against 
people  being  allowed  to  escape  who 
ought  to  have  been  punished,  against, 
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in  fact,  people  absolutely  beingrewarded, 
notwithstanding  their  neglect  of  duty. 
He  certainly  was  of  opinion  that  upon 
this  question  the  Committee  ought  to  go 
to  a  Division.  He  knew  that  they  were 
largely  in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  moved  the  Amendment  and  those 
who  co-operated  with  him  as  to  what 
kind  of  expression  of  opinion  there 
should  be ;  but  the  country  would  read 
the  names  given  in  the  Division  List, 
and  would  understand  how  far  Members 
carried  their  adhesion  to  the  true  in- 
terests of  the  country  as  against  their 
allegiance  to  the  Government.  He  main- 
tained that  there  ought  to  be  no  alle- 
giance to  men  in  the  position  of  Messrs. 
Koss.  One  could  not  be  sure  that  the 
adulteration  of  leather  was  not  going  on 
at  the  present  moment.  He  did  not  pre- 
tend to  say  the  Government  were  not 
taking  steps  to  check  it,  but  he  did 
allege  that  when  Motions  of  this  kind 
were  brought  before  the  House,  time 
after  time,  only  to  be  withdrawn,  the 
country  would  regard  them  as  simply 
trifling  with  matters  of  this  character. 
The  adulterations  were  so  skilfully  con,- 
trived  that  the  contractors  must  have 
paid  skilled  people  to  effect  them. 
Poor  people  who  defrauded  the  nation 
were  sent  to  the  place  where  fraudulent 
persons  received  punishment,  but  not  so 
with  wealthy  contractors.  He  main- 
tained that  the  Government,  in  not 
taking  proceedings  against  the  con- 
tractors, and  punishing  all  those  upon 
whom  responsibility  fell,  while  they 
admitted  the  chief  counts  of  the  indict- 
ment, were  merely  stultifying  them- 
selves. As  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
was  certainly  strongly  disposed  to  chal- 
lenge a  Division  when  the  Question  was 
put  from  the  Chair.  He  thought  that 
everyone  ought  to  vote  for  the  Motion, 
as  a  protest  against  the  system  which 
allowed,  year  aSter  year,  these  things  to 
go  on,  because  these  things  were  the 
same  in  1882,  when  our  soldiers'  lives 
were  lost  by  them,  and  they  were  the 
same  even  before  then.  As  long  as  no 
example  was  made,  as  long  as  Motions 
of  this  kind  were  simply  introduced  to 
be  withdrawn,  so  long  would  these 
things  be  repeated. 

Mb.  LAFONE  (Southwark,  Bermond- 
sey)  said,  that  if  the  Committee  would 
bear  with  him  he  would  like  to  make 
a  few  comments  upon  this  matter, 
especially    as    he    had  some    practical 
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knowledge  of  the  subject.  He  was 
rather  surprised  at  the  junior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh), 
practical  man  as  he  was,  taking  such  a 
strong  view  with  only  one  side  of  the 
evidence  before  him.  It  was  not  like 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  upon  such  insuffi- 
cient evidence,  to  say  that  there  had 
been  shameful  and  disgraceful  fraud  on 
the  part  of  the  contractors.  He  (Mr. 
Lafone)  thought  that  he  would  be  able 
to  show  that  there  was  not  the  slightest 
justification  for  any  such  statement.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind,  in  the  first 
place,  that  Messrs.  Boss  and  their  im- 
mediate predecessors  had  been  contrac- 
tors for  the  Government  for  the  last  40 
years,  and  that,  without  exception,  they 
had,  before  the  present  charges  were 
made,  carried  out  their  contracts  in  the 
most  admirable  manner.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  had 
made  statements  founded  upon  evidence 
contained  in  the  Blue  Book ;  he  had 
taken  the  evidence  corroborating  the 
charges  he  had  made ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  take  the  trouble  to 
look  at  the  Blue  Book,  he  would  see 
that  the  statements  he  relied  upon  were 
not  made  on  oath.  Those  statements 
were  made  by  Messrs.  Dunn  and 
Moody,  and  other  people  who  gave  evi- 
dence. In  the  first  place,  there  was  a 
charge  made  before  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission of  gross  and  wilful  corruption 
in  the  Department  at  Woolwich.  For 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  founda- 
tion ;  there  was  no  evidence  whatever 
in  support  of  it ;  indeed,  all  the  evidence 
was  in  a  contrary  direction.  One  or 
two  witnesses,  in  giving  their  evidence, 
stated  that  it  was  utterly  impossible 
that  the  corruption  such  as  was  spoken 
of  could  pass  at  Woolwich  without  de- 
tection. There  were  50  viewers  and  6 
overlookers,  and  the  viewers  examined 
the  goods  in  pairs,  so  that  it  would  be 
absolutely  necessary  to  bribe  two,  if  not 
more,  of  the  viewers.  Then,  again,  the 
question  was,  whether  certain  viewers 
were  not  so  interested  by  previous 
knowledge  of  certain  contractors  that 
they  passed  goods  they  should  not  have 
done  simply  to  favour  such  contractors  ? 
Beference  had  been  made  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Spice.  He  was  not  going 
into  the  question  whether  the  appoint- 
ments were  judicious  or  not,  but  all  the 
evidence  tended  to  prove  one  thing,  and 
that  was  that  Mr.  Spice  was  a  thoroughly 
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oompetent  person  for  the  position  to 
which  he  was  appointed.  But  it  was 
almost  impossible  for  Mr.  Spioe  to  do 
the  whole  of  his  work  in  a  proper  and 
satisfaotorj  manner.  What  were  the 
real  facts  of  the  case  relating  to  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
called  collar-hides,  but  which  were  really 
collar-backs  ?  The  goods  were  delivered 
hurriedly,  and  it  was  stated  that  they 
were  not  properly  examined.  There 
were  1,120  hides  to  be  delivered  for  the 
purpose  of  completing  the  contracts.  Of 
these  240,  not  159,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  stated,  were 
rejected  as  not  being  up  to  the  standard  ; 
120  of  the  hides  sent  back  to  the  con- 
tractor, after,  of  course,  being  injured 
in  the  process  of  examination,  were  sold 
at  the  rate  of  la.  Id,  per  pound.  The 
fact  of  the  matter  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment got  good  value  for  their  money. 
They  could  not  expect  to  get  hides  of 
the  value  of  2«.  per  pound  for  1«.  ^Id, 
per  pound.  The  best  collar- backs  were 
sold  at  2«.  Zd,  per  pound,  and  those  of 
the  second  quality  were  sold  at  Is,  lOd, 
per  pound.  But  the  Government  wanted 
the  contractors  to  deliver  such  goods  at 
1«.  Q\d,  per  podnd.  At  the  same  time, 
they  did  not  give  either  the  contractors 
or  tihe  viewers  a  fair  chance,  for  the  speci- 
fications, sealed  pattern,  and  the  con- 
tract pattern  were  all  dififerent.  The 
question  therefore  was,  whether  the 
viewer  or  the  contractor  should  take  the 
specification,  or  the  sealed  pattern,  or  the 
workingpattern  to  guide  him  as  to  the  de- 
livery ?  He  (Mr.  Lafone)  did  not  hesitate 
to  say,  as  an  old  leather  manufacturer, 
that  no  one  could  possibly  deliver  such 
goods  as  those  described  in  the  specifica- 
tion under  2«.  or  Is,  \\d,  per  pound. 
As  he  had  said,  the  Government  expected 
the  hides  to  be  delivered  at  Is,  Q^d,  per 
pound.  Unquestionably  they  got  value 
for  their  money,  and  the  best  proof  of 
that  was  that  the  hides  which  were  re- 
jected by  the  Government  were  sold 
afterwards  in  the  open  market  at 
Is,  Id,  per  pound.  What  was  the 
process  to  which  they  were  sub- 
jected? Instead  of  being  laid  in  bulk, 
with  grease  put  between  them  to 
keep  them  in  proper  order,  they  were 
all  rolled  up,  and  exposed  to  the  air. 
The  result  of  treating  leather  in  this 
way,  more  particularly  leather  of  this 
description,  was  that  the  quality  was 
deteriorated.    The  grease    became  ab- 


sorbed, and  the  leather  became  quite 
hard.  That  was  the  appearance  of  the 
goods  when  they  were  seen  by  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  nearly  two  years  after 
they  were  delivered.  Now  he  came  to  the 
question  of  glucose.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  used  the  term  very  glibly. 
The  Judge  Advocate  General  gave  at 
the  end  of  his  Heport  the  result  of  an 
exhaustive  analysis  made  by  Mr.  Wright 
on  the  subject  of  glucose:  Mr.  Wright 
very  properly  said  that  it  was  a  new 
field  of  investigation  for  him,  and  that 
he  was  not  at  all  certain  of  the  results. 
He  carefully  guarded  himself,  and  very 
properly  so,  because  his  results  were 
entirely  fallacious,  and  that  he  (Mr. 
Lafone)  could  prove  to  demonstration, 
for  he  had  in  his  possession  an  analysis 
made  by  men  who  knew  all  about  the 
subject.  It  had  been  said  that  it  was 
very  easy  to  detect  glucose  in  leather ; 
but  he  could  take  hon.  Members  to  a 
warehouse  with  5,000  hides,  and  defy 
them  to  say  whether  there  was  glu- 
cose in  the  leather  or  not.  It  was 
very  difficult  to  detect  the  presence 
of  any  foreign  material  in  leather,  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  weight,  without 
a  chemical  analysis.  No  such  ana- 
lysis was  made  at  Woolwich,  neither 
was  it  expedient  that  there  should  be. 
But  it  would  be  easy  in  the  future  to 
prevent  differences  between  the  speci- 
fications and  the  sealed  samples.  Befer- 
ence  had  been  made*to  the  pack  saddles 
which  were  made  for  Egypt.  The  con- 
tractors had  not  time  to  make  the  saddles 
according  to  the  specifications,  and  the 
result  was  they  were  obliged  to  make 
them  as  near  to  the  pattern  as  they  pos- 
sibly could.  The  person  who  supplied 
the  hair,  supplied  it  on  condition  that  it 
passed  Government  inspection,  and  it  was 
proved  in  evidence  that  the  proper  quan- 
tity had  been  sent  in,  delivered,  and  paid 
for.  The  Government  had  not  time  to 
pass  the  saddles ;  they  were  obliged  to 
ship  them  on  a  certain  day,  and  to  take 
them  as  they  were  delivered.  One  of  the 
misfortunes  of  the  time  and  of  the  system 
which  now  existed  was  that  this  House 
and  the  country  had  hot  and  cold  fevers. 
At  one  time  they  had  a  fit  of  economy, 
and  would  not  keep  the  stores  up  to  a 
proper  height.  In  the  time  of  the  Crimean 
War  his  firm  had  to  go  into  the  market 
and  buy  40,000  or  50,000  hides,  at  an 
extra  cost  of  between  £8,000  and 
£10,000,  to  supply  the  denuded  stores  of 
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the  Goyernment.  It  was  utterly  impos- 
sible, when  men  were  working  day  and 
night  manufacturing  stores,  that  the 
stores  could  be  of  the  very  best  descrip- 
tion. The  question  of  sweating  had 
been  introduced.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  had  made  a 
great  use  of  certain  wild  statements 
made  before  a  Committee  of  the  other 
House  by  Mr:  Dunn  and  Mr.  Wright. 
Mr.  Wright  had,  fortunately  for  himself, 
put  the  sea  between  him  and  this  country. 
He  had  made  statements  it  was  utterly 
impossible  for  him  to  substantiate. 
When  he  (Mr.  Lafone)  spoke  of  what 
took  place  at  Bermondsey,  he  spoke  of 
a  place  with  which  he  was  most  inti- 
mately acquainted,  and  he  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that,  instead  of  sweating 
going  on  there,  there  was  nothing  what- 
ever of  the  kind.  He  had  been  in  the 
so-called  sweating  rooms.  They  were 
large  and  lofty  rooms ;  15  or  20  young 
women  and  girls  worked  there  with 
machines  and  by  hand.  He  asked  them, 
one  after  another,  what  wages  they  were 
earning.  One  young  woman,  who  had 
just  commencea  the  business,  said  she 
earned  Ss,  a- week.  There  were  people 
there  who  had  been  12  and  15  years  in  the 
trade,  and  they  would  not  take  any  other 
employment  when  there  were  no  con- 
tracts out,  because  they  were  continu- 
ally hoping  that  the  work  would  return. 
The  oldest  hands  were  making  12«.  and 
14«.  a- week.  Haying  regard  to  the 
allegation  made  in  the  Committee  that 
these  people  worked  excessively  long 
hours,  he  asked  them  what  their  hours 
of  labour  were.  They  told  him  they 
came  to  work  at  8  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing and  left  at  half-past  5  in  the  even- 
ing, an  hour  being  allowed  for  dinner. 
Therefore,  he  said  there  was  no  founda- 
tion whatever  for  the  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hanbury),  at 
least  so  far  as  Bermondsey  was  con- 
cerned. He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  contractors  had  been  hardly 
dealt  with.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  scarcely  done  them  justice. 
They  had  had  to  labour  under  great 
difHculties,  for  they  had  been  required 
to  deliver  the  goods  under  great  stress. 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENERAL 
(Sir  William  Marriott)  (Brighton)  said, 
he  had  no  intention  of  detaining  the 
Committee  at  any  length ;  but  it  would 
be  hardly  right,  considering  the  part  he 
had  played  m  the  matter,  if  he  did  not 
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offer  a  few  observations.  Perhaps  it 
was  as  well  that  he  should  say  what 
was  the  origin  of  this  matter.  The 
Committee  of  Inquiry  went  down  to 
Woolwich,  and,  by  mere  accident,  saw 
some  hides.  They  asked  a  man  casually 
concerning  them,  and  his  answer  was  so 
unsatisfactory  that  their  suspicions  were 
at  once  aroused.  Sergeant  Hawkins' 
name  had  been  mentioned ;  but  it  was 
right  to  say  that  he  was  in  no  way  re- 
sponsible for  these  hides.  He  (Sir 
William  Marriott)  examined  the  man, 
and  formed  the  opinion  that  he  was  a 
person  who  under  no  possibility  could 
tell  the  truth,  or  perhaps  he  ought  to 
say  give  satisfactory  answers.  That 
seemed  to  be  the  character  the  man 
possessed  at  Woolwieh.  At  the  same 
time,  he  was  an  excellent  worker,  and 
that  was  the  reason  why  his  services 
were  retained.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  however,  was  quite  right  in 
keeping  him  out  of  any  position  of  re- 
sponsibility. It  had  been  said  that 
goods  had  been  received  which  ought 
never  to  have  been  received,  and  that 
therefore  the  money  paid  for  them  had 
been  wasted.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  went 
further,  and  stated  that  officials  had 
been  rewarded  who  had  been  guilty  of 
negligence,  and  who  ought  to  have  been 
punished.  He  (Sir  William  Marriott) 
was  not  aware  that  any  officials  who 
ought  to  have  been  punished  had  been 
rewarded.  He  knew  there  were  many 
people  who  always  thought  that  some- 
one must  be  hanged.  This  reminded 
him  of  a  common  practice  in  the  East. 
If  a  crime  was  committed  there,  half-a- 
dozen  people  must  be  punished,  it  being 
quite  a  matter  of  detail  whether  the 
right  man  was  punished.  But  we  could 
not  do  here  what  was  done  in  the  East. 
If  a  person  was  found  to  be  really 
guilty,  then  he  ought  to  be  punished ; 
but  it  was  very  improper  to  lay  blame 
on  the  wrong  person.  Now,  corruption 
had  been  charged  against  the  Estab- 
lishment, and  against  certain  manu- 
facturers. That  was  the  main  charge 
which  brought  about  the  inquiry.  But 
throughout  the  inquiry,  however,  there 
was  not  one  word  of  corruption  uttered 
against  the  Establishment  or  the  manu- 
facturers. The  very  accusers  themselves 
—  Mr.  Dunn  and  Mr.  Moody  —  were 
asked  if  they  had  any  proof.  Mr. 
Moody  said  that    he  never  said  that 
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there  was  any  comiption,  and  Mr. 
Dunn  said  it  was  only  a  suspicion  upon 
his  part.  The  charge  of  corruption 
certainly  failed,  both  against  the  manu- 
facturers and  against  the  Department. 
Then  came  the  question  whether  any 
individuals  were  to  blame.  The  evidence 
undoubtedly  went  to  prove  that  it  was 
the  system  which  was  at  fault.  The 
system  was  extremely  bad ;  but  if  they 
ayisked  him  who  was  responsible  for  the 
system  he  should  say  it  was  the  House 
of  Commons.  It  was  very  well  for  hon. 
Members  to  say  they  were  not  to  blame. 
They  were  responsible.  They  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  Government,  and  the 
Goyemment  were  responsible  for  the 
system.  Take  the  case  of  these  hides. 
In  1885  there  was  a  panic,  and  there 
was  a  great  demand  for  public  money. 
XJp  to  that  time  the  stores  had  been 
kept  very  low,  far  lower  than  they  were 
ever  kept.  Who  was  responsible  for 
them  ?  In  his  opinion,  the  House  and 
the  Government  of  the  day  were  respon- 
sible. All  at  once  a  large  number  of 
goods  were  ordered.  The  Establish- 
ment at  Woolwich  had  a  sufficient  num* 
ber  of  viewers  for  ordinary  times  ;  but 
upon  this  occasion  so  many  goods  were 
coming  in  that  they  had  to  put  on  extra 
men  ;  that  was  why  Mr.  Dunn  was  put 
on.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  these  hides 
never  were  inspected.  The  officials  said 
they  had  not  time  to  inspect  them,  and 
not  even  time  to  count  them.  There 
were  certain  rules  of  the  Treasury  which 
necessitated  some  pressure.  Millions  of 
money  were  voted  by  that  House,  and 
the  Departments  felt  that  they  must 
spend  the  money  before  the  3l8t  of 
March,  whether  they  wanted  goods  or 
not.  They  felt  that,  whether  they  could 
get  good  or  bad  articles,  the  money 
must  be  spent.  It  would  be  seen, 
therefore,  tnat  it  was  the  system  which 
was  to  blame,  and  not  individuals. 
They  must  not  expect  men  to  do  im- 
possibilities. If  they  put  upon  them 
more  than  they  could  do,  they  must 
not  blame  them  ;  they  must  blame 
the  Government  and  Parliament.  The 
contractors  themselves  complained,  in 
writing,  of  the  hurry ;  and  that  ought  to 
be  borne  in  mind  by  an  impartial  As- 
sembly. Then,  with  regard  to  Mr.  Spice. 
Mr.  Spice  had  done  his  work  well.  He 
had  had  extra  duties  put  upon  him 
without  extra  pay,  and  it  was  only  fair 
to  him  to  bear  in  mind  that  when  those 


extra  duties  were  put  upon  him  he  had 
asked  for  extra  assistance  to  enable  him 
to  cope  with  the  work  and  did  not  get  it. 
He  (Sir  William  Marriott)  did  not  know 
who  was  to  blame  individually  for  this 
state  of  things,  but  to  speak  generally 
it  was  the  War  Department  of  1883 
that  was  responsible.  If  the  House 
chose  to  pass  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon 
the  Administration  of  that  year  well  and 
good ;  but  they  must  always  bear  in 
mind  that  such  Vote  of  Censure  could 
have  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  pre- 
sent Administration.  As  to  the  charge 
that  Mr.  Spice  had  appointed  as  viewers 
men  who  were  connected  with  Messrs. 
Boss  and  Company  the  contractors  it 
had  broken  down  entirely  at  the  in- 
quiry, and  it  was  there  shown  that 
though  they  had  worked  for  half-a- 
dozen  different  firms,  and  though  they 
might  have  been  employed  by  the  sub- 
contractors under  Messrs.  Koss  and 
Company,  that  they  had  never  been  in 
the  employ  of  that  firm  at  all.  As  to 
Messrs.  Dunn  and  Moody,  they  had  un- 
questionably done  good  service  by  call- 
ing attention  to  these  matters.  Dunn, 
for  himself,  did  not  claim  that  high  in- 
spiration which  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  moved  this  Amendment  (Mr.  Han- 
bury)  had  suggested.  The  cause  of 
Mr.  Dunn's  action  was  unquestionably 
disappointment,  and  Mr.  Dunn  himself 
had  admitted  it.  What  happened  was 
this — in  1885,  when  all  this  extra  work 
was  put  upon  the  Department,  several 
people  were  taken  out  of  the  collar  shop, 
where  they  received  £1  2«.  Qd,  a- week, 
and  made  viewers  at  wages  of  £1  Idt. 
rising  to  £2  a- week.  Amongst  the  men 
taken  out  of  the  collar  shop  and  made 
viewers  by  Mr.  Spice  were  Messrs. 
Dunn  and  Moody.  These  men  viewed 
for  a  whole  year,  and  no  doubt  they 
had  done  there  work  very  well.  They 
were  very  good  men  and  very  intelligent, 
as  he  (Sir  William  Marriott)  could  vouch, 
having  had  to  examine  them.  No  doubt, 
they  were  very  excellent  viewers ;  but 
when  new  viewers  had  to  be  appointed 
as  permanent  officials,  Mr.  Spice,  in- 
stead of  appointing  Mr.  Dunn  or  any  of 
the  others  who  were  taken  out  of  the 
collar  shop,  brought  in  men  from  out- 
side. Mr.  Dunn  and  the  other  men  were 
naturally  very  much  disappointed,  and 
had  said  so.  They  had  thought  that  if 
new  viewers  were  to  be  permanently  ap- 
pointed they  ought  to  have  had  the  ap- 
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pointmonts.  Personally,  he  (Sir  William 
Marriott)  thought  that  Mr.  Dunn  ought 
to  haye  had  one  of  the  appointments, 
and  that  the  fact  of  passing  him  over 
was  a  great  error  of  judgment  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Spice.  Moody  was  a  much 
older  servant,  he  had  seen  a  great  deal 
of  service,  and  soon  after  retired  from 
the  Department,  so  that  the  mistake  was 
not  so  great  in  his  case,  although  both 
of  them  had  a  fellow-motive,  and  there 
was  no  evidence  whatever  of  corruption 
in  what  Mr.  Spice  had  done.  He  (Sir 
William  Marriott)  certainly  thought 
that  those  men  ought  not  to  be  punished, 
but  rather  rewarded  in  some  way  con- 
sistent with  the  well-being  of  the  De- 
partment, and  he  was  sure  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  was  of  that  opinion  also.  That 
was  all  he  had  to  say  on  the  matter. 
There  were,  no  doubt,  great  evils  in  the 
system  which  had  been  in  existence 
at  Woolwich,  but,  in  his  (Sir  William 
Marriott's)  opinion,  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  taken  every  possible  step  to 
remedy  them. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN(Wolver. 
hampton  W.)  said,  he  should  like  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  War  Office  to  a 
matter  to  which  their  attention  had 
already  been  directed,  but  with  regard 
to  which  he  thought  the  Committee  had 
aright  to  ask  for  some  further  assurance 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State.  The  subject  to  which 
he  referred  was  this — it  had  been  ad- 
mitted by  the  Secretary  of  State  that 
there  had  been  disagreement  between 
the  specifications,  sealed  patterns,  and 
samples.  The  Secretary  of  State  stated 
that  he  was  so  much  struck  by  these 
remarkable  differences  that  he  had 
called  the  attention  of  the  late  Com- 
missary General  to  the  matter,  and 
had  obtained  from  him  some  explana- 
tion of  what  was  going  on.  With  re- 
ference to  some  remarks  which  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  he  (Sir  William  Plowden) 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  would  allow 
the  inquiry  to  go  somewhat  further.  It 
was  quite  clear,  from  the  evidence  which 
was  taken  at  the  inquiry,  that  they 
ought  to  be  able  tolay  their  hands  on 
the  various  officers  in  the  Department 
who  were  responsible  for  what  had  oc- 
•urred.  It  was  admitted  in  the  evidence — 
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which  he  had  very  carefully  read — by 
the  Commissary  General  and  others  that 
the  responsibility  rested  upon  them  ;  but 
though  the  Commissary  General,  on 
page  82,  remarked  that  he  himself  was 
responsible,  yet  he  pointed  distinctly  to 
subordinate  officers  who  had  the  im- 
mediate charge  of  this  duty.  It  seemed 
to  him  (Sir  William  Plowden)  that  in 
late  years  immediately  preceding  those 
in  which  these  unfortunate  circumstances 
occurred,  there  must  have  been  instance 
after  instance  where  specifications,  sealed 
patterns,  and  samples  were  made  use  of, 
and  that  there  must  have  been  some 
responsible  officer  capable  of  acting  with 
authority  in  the  event  of  there  being 
any  serious  discrepancies  in  these  things. 
He  (Sir  William  Plowden)  sincerely 
trusted  that  before  that  discussion  closed 
the  Committee  would  have  an  assurance 
from  the  War  Office  that  they  would  not 
allow  this  matter  to  drop,  but  would 
attempt  to  bring  home  to  all  those  who 
were  responsible  the  errors  which  it  was 
admitted  that  somebody  in  the  Depart- 
ment had  been  guilty  of. 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  said, 
he  desired  to  supply  what  appeared  to 
him  to  be  an  omission  in  an  observation 
which  had  been  made  with  regard  to  the 
chemical  test.  He  had  listened  with  great 
interest  to  the  debate  on  this  point,  as  it 
vQry  closely  affected  some  of  his  consti- 
tuents, and  the  point  to  which  he  would 
draw  attention  was  that  on  the  inquiry 
an  analyst  was  called  upon  to  give  a  cer- 
tificate as  to  the  quantity  of  glucose  that 
had  been  put  in  the  leather  for  the  pur- 
pose of  increasing  the  weight.  He  had 
been  told  that  it  was  hardly  fair  to  expect 
the  viewers  to  judge  by  the  mere  ap- 
pearance of  the  leather,  or  even  by  the 
face  upon  it,  of  the  amount  of  glucose 
which  was  in  it,  and  that  viewers  were 
not  furnished  with  any  chemicals  in 
order  to  make  an  efficient  test.  Now, 
he  thought  that  the  Government  might 
learn  two  lessons  from  the  inquiry  which 
had  been  held.  One  of  these  lessons 
was  that  the  present  method  of  testing 
was  not  sufficient  in  order  to  detect  the 
presence  of  glucose  in  leather,  and  that 
unless  a  chemical  test  were  adopted  the 
same  evil  which  was  discovered  at  the 
inquiry  would  happen  again ;  and  the 
next  lesson  the  Government  should  learn 
was  that  they  ought  not  to  adhere  to  the 
foolish  system  of  insisting  upon  a  lot  of 
orders  being  executed  at  the  latter  end 
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of  March.  The  orders  should  be  given 
earlier.  If  the  goods  were  wanted  they 
might  just  as  well  be  ordered  earlier, 
and  if  they  were  not  wanted  they  should 
not  be  ordered  at  all.  At  the  end  of  the 
financial  year  it  did  not  matter  whether 
the  "  remain  "  were  goods  or  money,  so 
that  in  the  latter  case,  at  least,  another 
three  months  were  allowed  for  its  ex- 
penditure. He  entirely  concurred  with 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  He  felt  sure  that  the  men  had 
been  thoroughly  exonerated,  and  that  it 
was  the  system — although  he  did  not 
know  under  what  Government,  perhaps 
under  many  Governments — which  was 
responsible.  The  reduction  of  the  pre- 
sent Vote  would  only  prevent  improve- 
ments which  had  been  already  initiated 
£rom  being  carried  out.  Therefore,  the 
Amendment  was  illogical,  and  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Hanbury)  would  withdraw  it,  con- 
sidering the  interesting  discussion  they 
had  had. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr)  said, 
that  he  held  a  contrary  view  to  that  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down,  and  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  would  not  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  If  the  hon.  Member 
should  withdraw  his  Amendment  the 
observations  he  had  made  and  the  cases 
he  had  substantiated  would  be  utterly 
futile.  He  (Mr.  Molloy)  thought  it  was 
desirable  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  give  some  expression  of  its  opi- 
nion with  regard  to  the  management  of 
some  of  these  public  Departments.  Now, 
for  some  years  past^and  this  was  his 
oiily  excuse  for  intervening — he  had 
taken  considerable  interest  in  these 
questions,  and  he  would  point  out  to 
those  who  were  inclined  to  think  that  it 
was  not  desirable  to  take  a  Division 
upon  the  Amendment,  and  that  any  de- 
fence which  might  be  set  up  was  suffi- 
cient, that  he  and  one  of  his  Friends 
some  time  ago  had  drawn  attention  to 
the  evils  existing  in  one  of  the  Depart- 
ments, and  had  been  met  with  constant 
denials  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
and  yet,  during  the  following  Session, 
an  examination  having  been  made  into 
certain  matters  in  the  Department  in 
question,  the  result  was  that  everything 
he  had  stated  was  absolutely  proved, 
and  certain  gentlemen  in  the  Depart- 
ment were  turned  out  of  the  Service. 


He  had  listened  to  the  defence  made  by 
the  Judge  Advocate  General,  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  anything  weaker 
he  had  never  heard.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  interesting 
story  on  Untruthful  Tommy,  who  was 
turned  out  of  the  Service  for  his  ques- 
tionable veracity  and  then  admitted  into 
the  Service  again  because  he  was  a  com- 
petent workman,  might  be  altogether 
put  aside.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  said  that  he  had  judged 
men  by  looking  at  them,  and  in  that 
way  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  no  corruption  in  the  Depart- 
ment— a  most  extraordinary  thing  for 
a  Member  of  the  Government  to  say 
in  the  face  of  the  overwhelming  evi- 
dence referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  moved  the  Amendment.  To 
get  up  and  offer  such  a  statement  as 
that  it  was  possible  to  judge  of  the  cor- 
ruption of  officials  by  looking  at  them, 
in  the  face  of  the  declaration  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury),  was 
utterly  unworthy  of  one  holding  the 
high  position  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Judge  Advocate 
General.  Not  to  detain  the  Committee 
too  long,  he  (Mr.  Molloy)  would  draw 
attention  to  what  appeared  to  him  to  be 
the  only  defence  raised  that  night  as 
against  the  charges  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston,  and  that  was  by  a 
Gentleman  sitting  on  the  Government 
side  of  the  House,  who,  as  far  as  he 
(Mr.  Molloy)  could  understand,  had 
spoken  on  behalf  of  a  certain  contractor. 
He  (Mr.  Molloy)  had  no  particular 
charge  to  make  against  the  contractors 
by  name;  but  what  did  the  evidence 
amount  to  ?  Here  was  one  fact— it  was 
notorious  in  the  trade,  and  in  com- 
mercial circles — that  leather,  like  linen 
goods  and  many  other  materials,  was 
loaded  when  it  was  sold  by  weight. 
Glucose  was  largely  used  for  this  pur- 
pose, and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke 
in  defence  of  the  contractors  said — **  No  ; 
there  is  no  glucose  in  the  leather ;  but 
some  chemical  reaction  takes  place  in 
the  leather  itself  and  forms  sugar — 5 
or  10  percent."  So  that  it  practically 
came  to  this — that  anyone  aesirous  of 
exercising  economy  in  his  domestic  ar- 
rangements had  only  got  to  take  a  piece 
of  leather  and  stir  his  tea  with  it  to  ob- 
riate  the  necessity  of  buying  sugar. 
Could  anything  more  ridiculous  be  ima- 
gined?    It  was    said    that    the    only 
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chemical  used  upon  the  leather  was 
used  for  the  purpose  of  washing  it  and 
obtaining  a  surface,  that  chemical  being 
sulphuric  acid,  one  part  in  ten,  they 
were  told,  being  used. 

Mb.  LAFONE  said,  his  contention 
was  that  the  sulphuric  acid  was  used  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  a  finish  to  the 
leather,  and  that  the  effect  of  its  use 
was  to  produce  a  chemical  change  in  the 
substance  of  the  material,  portion  of 
this  change  consisting  in  the  formation 
of  sugar  in  the  leather. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member's  interruption  was  perfectly  un- 
necessary, as  it  had  not  in  the  least  cor- 
rected anything  that  he  (Mr.  Molloy) 
had  said.  A  face  was  put  upon  the 
leather  in  order  to  deceive  the  buyer. 
Chemicals  were  used,  in  spite  of  the 
fact  that  they  injured  tne  leather, 
in  order  expeditiously  and  cheaply 
to  produce  a  face  which  could  only 
be  produced  genuinely  by  a  proper 
system  of  tanning.  Let  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman go  into  the  market,  and  endea- 
vour to  purchase  leather  cured  in  the 
old  way,  and  not  in  the  modem  way, 
and  let  him  mark  the  difference  in  price 
that  he  would  have  to  pay  for  it.  He 
would  pay  much  less  for  the  leather 
cured  by  chemical  process^  for  the 
curing  was  effected  much  more  quickly, 
there  was  a  readier  return,  and  con- 
sequently a  larger  profit  made.  The 
effect  of  this  chemical  process,  which 
involved  the  use  of  sulphuric  acid, 
was  that  the  quality  of  the  leather  was 
seriously  deteriorated,  and  that  in  use 
it  was  found  to  rot  after  a  very  few 
months  wear.  ["No,  no!"]  Hon. 
Oentlemen  who  aisputed  that  nad  only 
to  go  into  the  office  of  the  gaa  works 
and  look  at  the  leather  backs  of  the 
books  there.  They  would  find  to  what 
a  remarkable  degree  the  leather  rotted 
away  owing  solely  to  the  amount  of 
sulphuric  acid  in  the  air,  combiniDg 
with  the  moisture  of  the  atmosphere 
and  soaking  into  the  leather — a  solution 
which  was  much  more  damaging  to 
leather  than  the  mild  wash  put  upon  the 
material  by  the  manufacturer  in  the  old 
process  of  tanning.  He  trusted  that 
the  Amendment  would  be  pressed  to  a 
Division,  and  looking  at  the  weak  nature 
of  the  defence  which  had  been  offered,  he 
hoped  that  every  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  consider  it  his  duty  to  sup- 
port it. 


Gekzbal  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) said,  that  there  was  no  doubt 
that  in  the  past  stores  had  been  passed 
into  the  Service  which  should  not  have 
been  passed.  There  was  also  no  doubt 
that  the  examination  had  not  been  pro- 
perly conducted,and  that  our  soldiers  had 
suffered  in  consequence.  He  himself 
had  on  several  occasions  called  attention 
to  this  matter  in  the  House,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  and  other  indepen- 
dent Members  had  done,  for  they  were 
as  desirous  as  possible  that  there  should 
be  efficiency  in  the  Army,  and  that  our 
troops  should  have  their  accoutrements, 
arms,  and  equipments,  and  everything 
necessary  of  the  best  and  in  perfect 
order.  But  the  present  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  inaugurated  a  system 
which  he  believed  would  conduce  to 
that  end,  and  much  as  he  (General 
Goldsworthy)  found  fault  with  what 
had  been  done  in  the  past,  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  go  against  anything  that 
was  likely  to  embarrass  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  his  efforts  to  put  matters 
to  rights.  The  system  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Army  had  in  every  respect 
for  years  past  been  defective;  but  he 
believed  that  the  country  was  now  fully 
alive  to  the  fact,  and  was  determined 
that  the  Government,  the  Commander- 
in-Chief,  the  Adjutant  General,  and  all 
other  responsible  authorities,  should 
remedy  the  existing  evils,  and  do  their 
duty  in  regard  to  the  Army.  If  a  Divi- 
sion was  taken,  he  should  not  go  against 
the  Government,  and  in  taking  up  that 
position  he  believed  he  would  have  the 
support  of  his  constituents,  and  of  the 
people  of  the  country  generally.  He 
was  not  afraid  of  putting  the  Govern* 
ment  in  a  minority  when  he  believed 
that  circumstances  demanded  it.  He 
had  helped  to  do  so  before,  and  if  the 
necessity  should  arise  he  would  do  so 
again.  He  believed,  however,  that 
there  was  no  necessity  on  this  occasion, 
and  he  could  not  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  in  a  minority,  as  he  was 
sure  the  common  sense  of  the  Members 
of  the  Committee  could  be  depended 
upon.  He  was  bound  to  say  that  when 
the  Government  was  doing  its  best  to 
put  matters  to  rights,  and  when  they 
had  a  Secretary  of  State  for  War  who 
was  unceasing  in  his  endeavours  to  per- 
fect the  equipment  and  organization  of 
the  Army  as  was  admitted  even  by  hon. 
Gentlemen   on    the  other  side  of  the 
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House,  it  would  be  unfair  to  pass  any 
thing  in  the  nature  of  a  Yote  of  Censure 
on  them. 

The  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(G-eneral  Goldsworthy),  who  had  just 
spoken,  that  little  was  to  be  gained  by 
putting  into  a  minority  a  Goyernment 
whieh  was  simply  endeavouring  to 
remedy  defects  which  it  had  found  to 
exist,  and  for  which  it  was  in  no  way 
responsible.  There  were  one  or  two 
points  which  had  been  raised  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion  which  it  would 
not  be  courteous  to  those  who  had  raised 
them  altogether  to  ignore — ^points  which 
were,  perhaps,  not  as  germane  to 
the  subject  immediately  before  the  Com- 
mittee as  they  might  be.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan)  had 
spoken  of  the  advantage  of  extending 
the  system  of  open  contracts.  Well,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  fully  alive  to  the  desirability  of  ex- 
tending the  system  of  open  contracts  in 
eyery  way  they  could.  It  had  been 
mentioned  that  coal  was  now  largely 
obtained  by  open  tender.  Hitherto,  ho 
was  aware  that  for  the  three  classes  of 
best  gas  coal  there  had  been  limited 
competition,  but  the  system  of  limited 
competition  had  been  abandoned,  and  in 
the  present  year  the  supply  was  obtained 
by  open  competition.  Then  with  regard 
to  the  inspecting  Staff  that  had  been 
created.  It  was  true  that  it  had  been 
created  at  some  additional  cost  to  the 
country,  the  present  Estimates  bearing  a 
charge  of  something  like  £5,000  a-year 
— not  £8,000,  as  had  been  mentioned 
— for  that  Service.  The  Service  would 
henceforward  be  put  into  a  state  of 
efficiency,  and  the  weapons  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  troops  would  be  properly 
inspected  and  tested.  Then  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  said  that 
mechanical  engineers  should,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Report  of  the  Committee, 
be  appointed  at  the  Arsenal.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
appointed  mechanical  engineers  in  the 
Ordnance  Department,  and  that,  he 
thought,  would  meet  the  views  of  the 
Committee.  The  Government  were  as 
anxious  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber could  be  that  new  buildings  should 
be  put  up  at  the  Arsenal,  in  consequence 


of  the  new  arrangements  and  develop- 
ments which  had  been  there  effected,  and 
he  thought  that  they  had  now  the 
means  of  making  an  increase  in  the 
Staff.  If  he  might  say  a  word  before 
he  sat  down  as  to  the  appeals  which  had 
been  made  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  to  press  his 
Amendment,  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Birr  Division  of  King's  County 
(Mr.  Molloy)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  he 
would  say  only  this — he  would  venture 
to  ask  the  Committee  to  consider  the 
remarks  which  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  as 
to  the  necessity  for  receiving  with  great 
consideration  the  views  put  forward  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  respecting  the  indi- 
vidual liability  of  those  concerned,  which 
remarks  had  not  been  rebutted  by  any 
Member  of  the  House.  If  they  asked 
the  Goyernment  to  make  examples,  and 
thought  they  would  get  justice  by  mak- 
ing examples,  he  would  submit  to  the 
Committee  that  they  would  do  more  harm 
than  good  if  they  committed  a  gross 
act  of  injustice  to  any  individual  in  con- 
demning the  system  which  had  been  set 
up.  In  regard  to  all  the  officers  in 
question,  it  had  been  abundantly  proved 
that  they  were  over- laden  by  the  task 
put  upon  them.  Not  only  as  to  Mr. 
Spice,  but  as  to  Colonel  Rawnsley  and 
other  officials,  it  had  been  shown  that 
they,  from  time  to  time,  had  made 
reiterated  demands  in  the  Department 
for  additional  assistance,  and  Colonel 
Rawnsley  pointed  out  in  his  Report  that 
he  was  working  until  12  o'clock  at  night» 
or  1  in  the  morning,  and  sacrificing  his 
health  in  order  to  get  through  the 
business.  The  difficulty  was  that  the 
Department  was  not  sufficiently  strong 
to  cope  with  the  strain  put  upon  it,  and 
at  the  War  Office  they  had  not  men  to 
send  to  supplement  its  strength,  and  he 
could  not  believe  that  the  Committee 
would  proceed  to  condemn  officers 
because,  in  the  face  of  a  very  great  pres- 
sure and  difficulty,  they  had  struggled  on 
to  the  best  of  their  ability,  and  had  en- 
deavoured to  perform  their  duty  so  that 
the  Service  of  the  country  might  not  be 
brought  to  a  standstill.  He  would  sub- 
mit that  after  an  inquiry  of  a  judicial 
character,  in  which  fraud  had  been  found 
to  have  been  committed  by  none  of  the 
officios  concerned,  it  would  not  only  be 
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a  strong  thing  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
mittee, but  also  a  very  dangerous  pre- 
cedent, if  they  were  to  proceed  to  pass 
a  censure,  akin  to  a  judicial  censure,  on 
those  of&cials  who  had  been  exonerated 
after  a  fair  and  impartial  trial. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  would  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  does 
not  think  the  supply  of  adulterated 
leather  by  a  contractor  is  fraud  ? 

Mr.  HANBUBY  said,  he  thought  no 
one  would  suppose  if  he  did  not  take  a 
Division  that  he  was  swayed  by  other 
motives  than  those  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men sitting  below  him.  It  was  not 
from  a  fear  of  putting  the  Government 
in  a  minority  that  he  should  refrain 
from  going  to  a  Division  if  he  thought 
they  were  in  the  wrong.  If  they  only 
had  before  them,  in  reply  to  his  Motion, 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  he  should  cer- 
tainly go  to  a  Division,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  the  hon.  Member's  speech 
had  weakened  the  statement  made  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  As 
an  independent  Member,  he  did  not 
bring  the  question  forward  to  put  the 
Government  in  a  minority,  but  to 
put  the  Government  officials  in  a 
proper  state  of  mind,  and  he  was  bound 
to  say  that,  as  regarded  the  Secretary  of 
State,  he  believed  his  Motion  had  had 
that  happy  effect.  They  did  not  wish 
to  punish  people  for  what  had  happened 
in  the  past,  if  any  apology  or  excuse 
could  be  offered ;  but  what  they  did 
intend  by  this  Motion  was  to  put  Go- 
vernment officials  into  the  position  of 
admitting  that  what  had  been  done  in 
the  past  was  wrong.  No  attack  upon 
anyone  was  meant  when  Motions  of  this 
sort  were  brought  forward.  One  reason 
which  would  induce  him  not  to  press  the 
Motion,  he  must  confess,  was  the  very 
candid  speech  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  Unlike  some  officials,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  thought 
it  part  of  his  duty  to  defend  everything 
which  had  been  done  in  the  past.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  so, 
he  (Mr.  Hanbury)  should  have  thought 
it  necessary  to  go  to  a  Division ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  him,  as  Secre- 
tary of  State,  that  there  might  have 
been  evils,  but  that  he  was  doing  his 
best  to  remedy  them ;  and,  under  those 
circumstances,  he  was  bound  to  believe 
the  righthon.  Gentleman,  and,  therefore, 

i/r.  Brodriok 


he  did  not  intend  to  press  his  Motion. 
At  the  same  time,  he  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
was  not  one  of  those  who  liked  to  run 
away  when  he  had  placed  a  Motion 
before  the  Committee.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  gone  far  enough  to 
satisfy  him ;  and,  though  he  should  ask 
the  permission  of  the  Committee  to 
withdraw  the  Motion,  in  common  honesty, 
were  it  pressed  from  the  other  side,  he 
should  feel  bound  to  support  it. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  should  like  to 
say  just  one  word  in  regard  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston. 
He  could  make  no  complaint  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  having  brought  forward  the 
Motion  and  being  desirous  to  vote  upon 
it ;  but  he  (Mr.  Smith)  wished  to  say 
that  the  Government  welcomed  the 
assistance  of  hon.  Members  in  any  part 
of  the  House  in  pointing  out  evils  that 
they  were  able  and  which  it  was  their 
duty  to  remedy.  That  was  not  the  first 
time  that  he  had  said  so  in  the  House. 
Last  year  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  had  desired  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  to  investigate  certain 
matters  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Smith),  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  had  cordially  ac- 
cepted the  proposal,  in  the  confident 
belief  that  good  would  result  from  an 
examination  of  the  Estimates  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons.  In 
the  same  way  he  had  cordially  welcomed 
from  hon.  Members  in  all  parts  of  the 
House  assistance  in  pointing  out  abuses 
which  were  discovered  and  enabling  the 
Government  to  remedy  them.  The  Go- 
vernment upheld  the  principle  of  per- 
sonal individual  responsibility  on  the 
part  of  servants  of  the  State,  and  they 
were  prepared  to  enforce  that  responsi- 
bility to  the  utmost  of  their  ability ;  and 
he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  brought  forward  the  Motion 
and  the  Committee  at  large  that  they 
desired,  when  a  system  was  shown  to 
be  bad,  to  effect  a  remedy,  and  they 
accepted  the  full  responsibility  whicli 
belonged  to  the  Government  in  the 
effort  to  do  so.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  had  frankly 
and  fully  acknowledged  the  evils  which 
belonged  to  the  system  they  were  dis- 
cussing. The  Government  desired  to 
cast  no  blame  upon  their  Predecessors. 
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The  system  was  one  which  had  grown 
up  in  the  course  of  years,  aud  one  for 
which  Secretaries  of  State  in  the  past 
must  have  been  responsible,  as  all  State 
servants  were  responsible  for  the  con- 
dition of  things  which  existed  in  their 
Departments.  But  there  was  a  difference 
as  to  the  character  of  the  responsibility. 
A  man  was  responsible  for  that  which 
he  had  authorized  or  knew  and  had 
brought  about ;  he  was  also  responsible 
if  he  shut  his  eyes  to  the  facts  which 
were  brought  to  his  knowledge.  Well, 
the  present  Government  had  thought  it 
their  duty  to  open  their  eyes  to  all  the 
facts  brought  to  their  notice  as  to  the 
defects  in  the  Public  Service,  and  to  do 
all  they  could  to  remedy  those  defects, 
and  to  punish  the  people  who  were 
guilty,  if  guilt  could  be  brought  home 
to  them.  He  thought  the  discussion 
which  had  taken  place  had  been  of  great 
advantage  to  the  Public  Service.  It 
would  tend  to  strengthen  their  hands  in 
enforcing  responsibility,  and  he  thought 
it  would  act  as  a  valuable  warning  to 
public  servants  that  if  they  were  in  any 
degree  guilty  of  neglecting  their  duty 
by  an  absence  of  vigilance,  or  of  abso- 
lute corruption,  they  would  be  called  to 
account,  and  probably  punished  most 
severely.  He  was  glad  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  moved  the  Amendment 
was  satisfied  with  the  reply  he  had  re- 
ceived from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  He  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  thought  that  a  Division 
upon  the  subject  would  be  more  likely 
to  work  for  evil  than  for  good,  as  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  had  pointed  out.  If  there  was 
a  majority  against  the  Motion,  it  might 
possibly  be  claimed  in  future  years  on 
the  part  of  someone  as  a  sanction  of  a 
had  system  by  a  majority  of  the  House. 
The  Government  entirely  deprecated 
Buch  a  conclusion  or  result.  They 
acknowledged  that  the  system  was  a 
bad  one,  and  regretted  that  the  evils 
connected  with  it  had  not  been  discovered 
before,  and  they  would  do  their  best  to 
grapple  with  those  evils  now,  and  pre- 
vent any  repetition  of  them  in  the 
future. 

The  OHAIEMAN  :  Is  it  your  pleasure 
that  the  Motion  be  withdrawn  ?  [**  No, 
no  ! "]  The  Question  is,  That  the  Item 
"A,"  £90,763,  Pay  of  Establishments 
and  for  Inspection  and  Proof  of  Stores, 
be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £1,000. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  95; 
Noes  131:  Majority  36.— (Div.  List, 
No.  172.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  a  question  as  to  the  sum  of  £327,000 
for  the  manufacture  of  small  arms. 
Could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
give  them  any  approximate  date  when 
the  Magazine  rifle  would  be  issued  to  the 
troops  ?  The  question  was  one  of  great 
importance,  inasmuch  as  foreign  Armies 
were  becoming  familiar  with  the  use  of 
these  magazine  rifles,  and  because  they 
could  not  only  tire  eight  or  10  shots  to 
the  minute,  which  was  double  as  fast  as 
the  ordinary  breech-loader,  but  had  a 
trajectory  which  enabled  them  to  hit 
twice  as  many  men  at  500  yards  as  the 
best  rifle  in  use  in  the  Service  now,  in 
addition  to  which  it  was  said  that  a 
much  better  aim  could  be  taken  with  the 
new  arm.  From  these  facts,  and  also 
from  the  fact  that  the  Bell  rifle  was 
being  issued  in  such  enormous  quan- 
tities, the  Committee  would  see  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject.  He  was  aware 
that  it  was  necessary  to  institute  experi- 
ments before  it  was  safe  to  order  large 
quantities  of  a  new  weapon,  but  these 
experiments  ought  not  to  be  carried  too 
far  in  point  of  time.  Experiments  had 
been  going  on  for  a  year  and  a- half. 
When  he  had  gone  down  to  Enfield,  he 
had  heard  that  they  had  been  on  foot 
for  a  considerable  period— experiments 
had  been  made,  in  fact,  for  over  two 
years.  In  the  United  States  it  was  a 
fact  that  after  guns  were  ordered  no 
less  than  six  months  elapsed  before  any 
of  them  were  delivered,  although  when 
they  did  begin  to  arrive  they  poured  in. 
He  desired  to  know  if  the  construction 
of  the  magazine  rifle  would  take  place 
at  once  ? 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
two  questions.  He  endorsed  what  had 
been  said  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Galway 
(Colonel  Nolan) ;  but  he  would  like  par- 
ticularly to  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  how  many 
of  these  new  Magazine  rifles  were  now 
being  manufactured ;  when  it  was  pos- 
sible that  the  First  and  Second  Army 
Corps  would  be  armed  with  them ;  what 
was  the  class  of  ammunition  that  was  to 
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be  used;  would  that  ammunition  be 
available  for  any  other  weapon  besides 
the  Magazine  rifle;  and  did  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  propose  to  arm  as  speedily  as 
he  was  able  the  rest  of  the  Army  as 
well  as  the  Eeserve  Forces  with  the  new 
weapon?  These  subjects  were  at  the 
present  day  matters  of  very  great  and 
very  grave  importance,  because  if  it 
should  happen  that  we  should  be  called 
upon  at  a  moment's  notice  to  take  the 
field,  it  was  necessary  that  we  should  be 
absolutely  prepariBd  to  do  so.  Obviously, 
then,  it  was  of  the  greatest  importance 
that  we  should  know  that  we  possessed 
the  best  arm  of  any  Service  in  the  world, 
and  that  we  were  issuing  it  to  our  troops 
as  quickly  as  possible.  The  other  ques- 
tion he  would  like  to  ask — because  he 
did  not  like  to  detain  either  the  Com- 
mittee or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  this  Vote  any 
longer  than  could  possibly  be  helped — 
was  whether  the  Artillery,  both  Horse 
and  Field  batteries,  were  to  be  armed 
with  the  new  gun— that  gun  which  was 
Bald  tobe  the  very  best  of  all  the  guns  which 
had  yet  been  issued  to  any  troops  in  the 
world  ?  Even  if  we  had  a  large  number 
of  batteries  armed  with  those  guns,  still 
we  were  told  on  high  authority  that 
others  were  armed  with  the  very  worst 
arm  which  any  troops  could  possibly 
possess.  He  was,  therefore,  specially 
anxious  to  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend 
how  soon  he  thought  our  Horse  Artillery 
and  Field  batteries  would  be  armed  with 
the  gun  which  was  supposed  to  be  the 
best  that  could  be  produced  ?  He  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
able  to  give  him  some  satisfactory 
answer. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  with  regard 
to  the  Artillery,  six  batteries  of  Horse 
Artillery  were  armed  with  the  new  12- 
pounder  gun.  There  were  besides  at  the 
present  moment  14  field  batteries  armed 
with  that  gun,  and  14  more  were  armed 
with  the  13 -pounder  gun,  which  was  also 
an  exceedingly  good  weapon — he  be- 
lieved a  better  arm  than  any  in  Europe, 
except  our  own  12-pounder  gun.  He 
might  inform  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  that  they  were  pushing  on  with 
the  manufacture  of  the  12-pounder  gun 
as  rapidly  as  they  could,  and  that  he  was 
in  very  great  hopes,  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  would  have  patience  for 
9  or  10  months  longer,  that  he  would 
see  that  enormous  steps  had  been  taken 
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in  advance  with  regard  to  arming  all  the 
Field  batteries  at  home  with  the  new  12* 
pounder.  With  regard  to  the  new  rifle 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
opposite  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  inquired 
aoout,  he  should  like  to  say  that,  upon 
the  whole,  he  was  satisfied  with  the 
results  which  had  been  obtained.  They 
hoped  to  be  able  to  issue  a  certain  num- 
ber of  weapons  for  final  trial  on  Mon- 
day next,  and  it  was  hoped  that  these 
final  trials  would  result  in  their  coming 
to  a  conclusion  as  to  whether  there 
were  any  details,  and,  if  so,  what 
they  were,  in  which  the  weapon  re- 
quired improvement.  [An  hon.  Me^- 
BSB :  How  long  will  the  final  trial 
last  ?]  He  could  not  answer  that  ques- 
tion. It  might  be  that  some  alterations 
would  be  required.  They  expected  to 
receive  the  Beports  of  those  conducting 
the  investigation  very  soon,  and  he  had 
every  hope  that  the  time  required  for 
the  final  trial  would  not  be  a  long  one. 
[Colonel  Nolan  :  Two  or  three  months?] 
Yes.  They  were  making  every  pre- 
paration for  the  manufacture  of  the 
rifle  as  soon  as  the  final  selection  was 
made.  They  had  a  large  number  of 
machines  which  they  were  ready  to  put 
in  order,  and  which  would  be  prepared 
to  start  the  manufacture  when  the 
pattern  was  settled.  The  fact  was  that 
there  might  be  many  details  which  might 
require  a  little  alteration,  and  it  was 
necessary  that  they  should  adopt  such 
alterations  as  were  beneficial.  The  main 
details  were  already  settled,  and  he  was 
confident  that  they  would  be  able  to  com- 
mence the  manufacture  of  the  guns 
within  a  reasonable  time.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  knew  that  a  certain 
time  was  required  for  this  work.  It 
was  necessary  to  fit  the  machines  to  the 
precise  kind  of  rifle  required,  and  they 
could  not  get  their  outfit  at  once.  They 
intended  to  manufacture  not  only  at  the 
Government  manufactory,  but  they  were 
also  going  to  ask  the  trade  to  assist 
them,  and  they  confidently  expected  that 
in  that  way  they  would  have  a  large 
number  of  the  rifles  in  use  soon  after 
the  pattern  was  settled.  As  to  the 
ammunition,  it  was  proposed  that  at 
first  it  should  not  contain  chemical 
powder.  It  was  proposed  that  the  first 
ammunition  should  be  compressed 
powder,  but  he  hoped  that  at  a  very 
early  date,  after  the  issue  of  the  rifle, 
they  would  b^  ablQ  to  eee  their  w^y  to 
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the  use  of  chemical  powder.  As  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  knew,  there  were  many 
difficulties  connected  with  this  question 
of  ammunition.  It  was  true  that  some 
foreign  countries  had  succeeded  in 
adopting  chemical  powder,  but  that 
powder  had  never  yet  been  tested  under 
conditions  such  as  powder  served  out  to 
the  British  troops  would  have  to  be  sub- 
jected to.  We  had  to  send  our  ammuni- 
tion into  different  climates,  and  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  be  justified  in  send- 
ing it  out  until  they  had  thoroughly 
teated  its  keeping  powers. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  spoken  about  the  Home 
Artillery  being  supplied  with  the  new 
1 2-pound er  gun.  Oould  he  give  the 
Committee  any  information  as  to  the 
extent  to  which  it  had  been  supplied  to 
India? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  the 
necessity  for  having  the  gun  was  not  so 
great  in  India  as  at  home,  for  in  all 
human  probability  our  Army  in  India 
would  not  be  called  upon  to  operate 
against  a  European  enemy.  A  less 
effective  weapon,  at  any  rate  for  some 
time  to  come,  would  meet  the  purposes 
of  the  Indian  Army. 

Sir  WILLIAM  GROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) said,  he  wished  to  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  give  the 
Committee  any  information  as  to  the 
large  increase  which  appeared  in  the 
Votes  under  the  head  of  Sub-Marine 
Mining  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  asked, 
whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
Indian  Government  had  expressed  a 
desire  to  have  all  its  batteries  re- 
armed? 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
that  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
answered  those  questions,  he  should  like 
to  know  in  what  condition  we  were  in  with 
regard  to  new  gunpowder  for  the  larger 
guns  ?  Many  statements  had  been 
been  made  as  to  our  having  no  means 
to  supply  ourselves  with  powder  of  that 
sort,  and  as  to  our  being  obliged  to  go 
to  foreign  countries  for  it.  It  would  oe 
satisfactory  not  only  to  the  Committee, 
but  to  the  country  at  large,  to  know  that 
we  were  in  a  position  to  supply  ourselves 
with  powder  of  this  description. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he  was 
obliged  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 


for  putting  this  question  to  him,  as  it 
enabled  him  to  assure  the  Committee 
that  we  were  proceeding  very  satisfac- 
torily indeed  in  regard  to  the  manufac- 
ture of  powder,  and  that  we  were  able 
to  get  the  supply  we  wanted  in  this 
country.  It  was  quite  true  that  some 
years  ago  there  was  some  doubt  as  to 
whether  the  supply  we  wanted  could  be 
obtained  here ;  but  he  was  now  happy 
to  say  that  all  doubt  had  been  removed 
on  that  point.  As  to  the  question  which 
had  been  put  to  him  with  reference  to 
the  increase  in  the  Votes  under  the  head 
of  Sub- Marine  Mining,  that  was  entirely 
owing  to  the  attempt  which  was  being 
made  to  put  our  military  and  mercantile 
ports  into  a  satisfactory  condition  of 
defence 

Mr.  wood  all  (Hanley)  said,  he 
had  heard  with  great  satisfaction  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  with 
reference  to  the  new  Magazine  rifle.  He 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  not 
be  precipitate  in  determining  upon  a 
pattern  before  they  were  perfectly  satis- 
fled  that  they  had  obtained  the  most 
satisfactory  weapon  they  could  get.  He 
very  much  questioned  the  wisdom  of  the 
precipitate  resolve  which  was  come  to 
some  time  ago  with  regard  to  the  En- 
fleld- Martini  rifle.  Enormous  expendi- 
ture had  been  incurred  in  consequence 
of  the  decision  to  adopt  the  Enfleld-Mar- 
tini  pattern,  as  machinery  had  to  be 
altered  for  its  production,  and  had  to  be 
re-altered  when  it  was  decided  to  re-con- 
vert the  weapon  to  the  old  pattern.  He 
trusted  that  we  should  not  have  a 
repetition  of  this  experience.  He  believed 
the  responsibility  of  the  hasty  deter- 
mination in  the  case  he  referred  to  was 
due  to  the  action  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  jumped  at  the  conclusion  that  we 
had  arrived  at  a  satisfactory  arm,  and 
had  caused  a  great  expenditure  to  take 
place  all  to  no  purpose.  He  (Mr. 
Woodall)  trusted  that  in  the  selection 
of  a  new  rifle  now  the  Government 
would  act  with  deliberation,  so  that 
when  they  had  made  a  final  selection 
it  would  prove  satisfactory  and  they 
could  rest  content  with  it. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  must 
deny  the  accuracy  of  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Woodall)  that 
the  expense  in  connection  with  the 
Enfield  Martini  had  been  to  no  purpose. 
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It  was  true  that  the  Enfield-Martini  had 
been  abandoned  as  the  weapon  for  the 
defence  of  the  country;  but  all  the 
weapons  had  been  utilized  at  a  small 
cost.  They  were  in  use  by  the  troops 
until  the  Magazine  rifle  was  introduced. 

Mr.  WOODALL  asked,  whether  it 
was  not  true,  that  all  the  small-arm 
machines  at  Enfield  had  to  be  altered  to 
produce  the  new  gun,  and  then  had  to 
be  altered  back  again,  when  the  pattern 
was  changed  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  was  so; 
but  he  wished  to  correct  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber when  he  said  that  the  expenditure 
was  to  no  purpose.  The  100,000  rifles 
which  had  been  couTerted  were  most 
useful. 

Mb.  WOODALL  said,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  those  weapons  had  been  re-con- 
verted 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  they  had 
been  re-bored  from  04  to  045.  The  es- 
sential point  was  to  decide  the  boring  of 
the  new  rifle.  If  they  found  it  was 
necessary  that  some  modifications  would 
have  to  be  made,  that  would  determine 
the  character  of  the  machinery ;  but  so 
long  as  they  had  the  same  boring  as  that 
for  which  the  machines  were  filled,  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  or  delay  in  turning 
out  the  weapons. 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  that  as  they 
were  about  to  adopt  what  would  be  com- 
paratively speaking  a  permanent  arm 
ms  hope  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  carry  out  the  policy  intimated 
to  the  Committee,  and  would  be  sure  of 
his  pattern  before  incurring  largo  costs 
in  the  alteration  of  the  machines  in  the 
Government  factories. 

Sib  henry  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.)  said,  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  would  disregard  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Woodall).  They  should 
decide  first  the  boring  and  then  proceed 
to  the  manufacture  of  the  guns,  and  the 
case  cited  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  the  slightest  analogy  to  the  changes 
which  might  be  thought  necessary  to 
introduce  into  the  arm  about  to  be 
adopted  in  the  Service.  Whatever  the 
decision  arrived  at  as  to  the  use  of 
chemical  powder  might  be,  it  did  not 
bear  upon  the  question  of  the  arm ;  and, 
a  pattern  once  decided  upon,  he  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  would  allow  nothing 
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to  stand  in  his  way  in  putting  as  large  a 
number  of  these  rifles,  which  were  un- 
doubtedly the  best  in  the  world,  in  the 
hands  of  our  troops,  With  regard  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  answer  as 
to  the  use  by  the  Artillery  in  India  of 
the  new  12-pounder,  it  did  not  seem  to 
him  (Sir  Henry  Haveluck- Allan)  to  be 
as  satisfactory  as  it  might  have  been. 
He  did  not  think  anyone  could  say  whe- 
ther the  new  gun  was  likely  to  be  re- 
quired first  in  India,  or  in  any  other 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Possessions.  It 
seemed  to  him,  indeed,  far  more  likely 
that  the  necessity  for  a  large  supply  of 
the  new  arm  would  arise  in  India  before 
it  could  arise  in  this  country.  He 
doubted  whether  Sir  Frederick  Roberts 
and  other  Indian  experts  would  agree 
with  the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  statement  he  had  made. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  if 
India  should  order  the  guns  and  pay  for 
them  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
supplying  them. 

Colonel  BLUNDELL  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Ince)  said,  he  believed  that  if  we 
had  had  the  Magazine  rifle  long  ago  our 
history  in  Egypt  and  South  Africa  would 
have  been  a  totally  different  one.  How- 
ever, all  European  nations  had  hesitated 
considerably  in  adopting  the  new  rifles, 
and  he  did  not  think  the  Government 
were  to  blame  for  the  delay  which  had 
taken  place  in  changing  from  the  Mar- 
tini-Henry. It  was  a  serious  step  to 
take ;  but  he  trusted  that  now  that  it 
had  been  decided  upon  the  work  of 
manufacturing  the  new  arm  would  be 
pushed  on  with  all  possible  rapidity,  and 
that  not  only  the  Army  but  the  Eeserve 
Forces  would  be  armed  with  it. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £58,300,  Chaplain's  Department. 

(3.)  £32,400,  Staff  of  Military 
Prisons. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £30,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Ordnance  Factories,  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3Ist  day  of  March  1889." 

Mr.  broad aUEST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  a  reduction  of  £500  on  this  Vote, 
and  his  only  object  in  doing  so  was  to 
call  attention  to  a  matter  on  which  he 
had  questioned  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  April 
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of  the  present  ^ear,  and  whioh  had  rela- 
tion to  the  discharge  of  an  engineer 
artixan  in  the  Hojal  Arsenal  in  January. 
The  engineer  in  question  was  engaged 
in  making  very  delicate  machinery  in 
connection  with  gun  horing.  The  com- 
plaint of  this  engineer  was  that  he  was 
discharged  because  he  would  not  work 
in  company,  or  take  shifts  bout  and  bout, 
with  a  man  who  worked  this  machinery, 
who  was  not  an  artizan  and  not  an  en- 
gineer; but  who  was,  in  fact,  an  un- 
skilled labourer  imported  into  the  work- 
shop through  the  influence  of  some  of 
the  leading  men  there,  foremen  or 
managers,  in  order  to  teach  him  the 
trade.  The  engineer  concerned  was 
wanted  to  spend  his  time  imparting  his 
knowledge  to  this  labourer.  Now,  that 
was  a  matter  which  might  appear  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  one  of  not  yery  great 
importance ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it 
was  a  question  of  very  great  importance 
indeed.  This  man  refused  to  do  the 
work  nnder  the  circumstances.  He  was 
discharged  from  his  employment  because 
he  refused,  and  not  only  discharged  from 
that  Department  in  the  Koyal  Arsenal, 
but  prevented  from  being  employed  in 
any  other  part  of  the  works.  Now,  that 
was  a  matter  which  he  must  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  pay  some  attention 
to,  and,  if  possible,  to  give  him  some  fur- 
ther assurance  that  investigation  would 
be  made  more  than  that  which  had  been 
conveyed  to  him  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  in 
April  last.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  told  him  that  this  engineer  was  dis- 
charged for  disobeying  orders,  or  for 
refusing  to  obey  orders ;  and  in  some 
correspondence  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  permitted  him  (Mr. 
Broadhurst)  to  have  with  him  on  this 
question,  he  reiterated  the  reply  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  to 
these  serious  allegations.  Well,  no  one 
had  denied  that  for  a  moment — that  was 
not  his  (Mr.  Broadhurst's)  point.  The 
man  undoubtedly  was  discharged  for 
disobeying  orders ;  but  the  point  was, 
whether  those  orders  were  not  orders 
which  he  was  justified,  amply  juBtified, 
in  disobeying.  He  (Mr.  Broadhurst) 
contended  that  they  were.  This  case 
was  only  one  of  a  series  of  cases  where 
men  in  certain  positions  in  the  Arsenal, 
and  in  other  places  of  the  kind,  had  im- 
ported non- skilled  relatives  and  friends 
into  the  Government  Service,  using  Go- 
vernment mechanics.  Government  time, 
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and  Government  wages  to  teach  poor 
unskilled  relatives  a  skilled  trade,  if  it 
was  possible  to  do  so.  Now,  that  was 
rather  a  serious  statement  to  make; 
and  he  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  would 
admit  that  after  what  they  heard  that 
night  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  proceed- 
ings, this  case  should  obtain  a  larger 
share  of  sympathy  and  attention  fromUm 
than  it  otherwise  would  have  received. 
He  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  had  with  him  three 
distinct  statements.  The  first  was  the 
case  of  a  man  named  Joseph  Yaughan, 
who  was  brought  into  the  Government 
employment  to  do  the  work  of  an  engi- 
neer-—an  engine  artificer.  The  former 
employment  of  Joseph  Yaughan  was 
that  of  a  house  painter,  but  he  was 
brought  in  to  assist  in  the  delicate  and 
difficult  process  of  gun  manufacture. 
Here  was  another  case— and  he  trusted 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  listen  to 
these  cases,  because  it  was  impossible 
for  the  Committee  to  be  satisfied  with  a 
mere  denial  of  these  things  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  next  case 
was  that  of  a  man  named  Walter  Cope- 
land,  who  appeared  to  be  a  nephew  of 
Henry  Gardner,  a  principal  foreman. 
Well,  up  to  the  time  of  Walter  (Topeland 
being  employed  in  the  Public  Service, 
his  business  was  that  of  a  Thames 
waterman.  A  Thames  waterman  em- 
ployed in  boring  guns  and  in  setting 
this  important  work  in  motion !  The 
next  ease  was  that  of  George  Green, 
who  was  alleged  to  be  brother  of  Henry 
Green,  a  foreman,  and  who,  up  to  the 
time  of  his  apprenticeship,  was  a  general 
labourer.  The  next  case  was  that  of 
Thomas  Jennings,  also  a  general 
labourer.  These  were  a  sample  of  the 
cases  where  men  had  been  taken  into 
the  Hoyal  Arsenal  workshops  at  Wool- 
wich, through  the  influence  of  relatives 
who  were  formerly  managers  in  the 
works,  and  put  amongst  the  engineers 
to  learn  the  trade.  He  wanted  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  to  remember 
that  the  work  of  a  skilled  artizan  engi- 
neer was  very  important ;  it  was  work 
to  which  he  had  devoted  the  whole  of  his 
life  from  boyhood,  his  parents  in  all 
probability  having  paid  a  very  high 
premium  for  him  to  be  taught  the  trade ; 
he  had  probably  devoted  five,  six,  or 
seven  years  to  his  apprenticeship,  and  he 
(Mr.  Broadhurst)  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  thought  it  rea*. 
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sonable  that  sach  a  man  should  be 
placed  in  the  position  he  had  described 
— that  skilled  artizans  should,  at  the 
sweet  will  of  the  manager  of  the  Gun 
Factory,  be  required  to  teach  unskilled 
men  their  trade.  He  had  put  a  question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  April 
last  on  this  subject,  and  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  had  not  been  at  all  civil 
not  only  in  regard  to  the  text  of  his 
reply,  but  with  regard  to  the  manner  in 
which  he  delivered  it.  The  letter  also 
(rhich  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
written  on  the  subject  was  very  curt;  he 
simply  contented  himself  with  the  de- 
claration that  orders  must  be  obeyed. 
Of  course,  they  knew  that  discipline 
must  be  enforced;  but  the  orders  in  this 
case  were  such  that  no  man  with  a 
spark  of  self-respect,  or  respect  for  his 
trade,  would  for  one  moment  obey,  and 
anyone  who  did  obey  them  would  render 
himself  unworthy  to  associate  with  his 
fellow-craftsmen.  The  case  in  point 
was  where  the  labourer  had  been 
brought  in  to  assist  in  the  boring  of 
guns.  They  had  heard  a  good  deal 
about  gun  explosions ;  that  guns  burst 
at  various  parts,  and  no  one  could  tell 
how  it  came  about ;  he  would  not  be 
surprised  if  some  of  the  Thames  water- 
men, labourers,  and  others  who  were 
employed  in  the  Gun  Factory  were  the 
origin  of  these  accidents.  He  hoped  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  would  be 
able  to  give  him  an  assurance  that  there 
would  be  further  investigation  into  this 
matter.  It  was  a  serious  allegation,  as 
affecting  the  safety  of  the  men  in  the 
Service  of  the  nation  and  of  the 
enormously  expensive  guns  for  which 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country  had  to  pay 
heavily,  and  he  said  they  ought  to  have 
some  assurance  that  no  men  should  be 
employed  in  the  manufacture  of  these 
expensive  weapons  who  were  not 
capable  of  doing  the  work  of  manufac- 
ture and  especially  the  work  of  finish- 
ing. He  had  in  his  hand  a  record  of 
the  whole  proceedings.  The  statement 
was  one  that  could  be  very  well  vouched 
for,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
see  that  it  bore  the  stamp  of  an  authority 
which  would  not  permit  its  stamp  to  be 
affixed  unless  the  facts  stated  therein 
had  been  thoroughly  verified.  He  asked 
at  the  hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
a  proper  consideration  of  the  grave  in- 
justice and  wrong  done  to  the  skilled 
artizans  at  Woolwich  in  the  oircum- 
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stances  which  he  had  stated,  and  in 
order  that  the  Committee  might  mark 
its  sense  of  the  proceedings  he  would 
move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  a  sum 
of  £500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £29,500, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr, 
Broadhurat,) 

Thk  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  said,  he  was  extremely  sorry 
that  the  hon.  Member  should  have 
thought  him  in  any  way  discourteous, 
because  that  was  far  from  his  intention. 
In  his  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  he 
had  aimed  at  brevity,  because  he 
thought  there  was  not  much  to  be  said 
in  the  case ;  but,  as  he  had  stated,  he 
offered  his  apology  to  the  hon.  Member, 
if  he  thought  that  he  had  been  in  any 
way  discourteous.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman's  contention 
was  that  they  ought  not  to  employ  un- 
skilled workmen  to  do  work  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  manager  of  the 
Factory,  might  be  done  by  unskilled 
workmen.  If,  in  the  opinion  of  the  head 
of  the  Factory,  certain  work  could  be 
done  by  men  who  were  not  specialists, 
he  thought  they  were  bound  to  employ 
unskilled  and  not  highly  skilled  labour. 
He  had  said  before  that  in  a  factory 
orders  must  be  obeyed.  He  did  not 
think  he  was  going  too  far  in  saying 
that  the  Committee  would  agree  with 
him  that  it  was  utterly  impossible  to 
carry  on  the  work  of  a  factory,  and 
much  more  so  when  in  competition  with 
private  manufacturing  establishments, 
unless  the  authorities  were  left  a  per- 
fectly free  hand  with  regard  to  labour. 
That  being  so,  they  would  be  obliged  to 
insist  that  in  the  future,  as  in  the  past, 
the  orders  of  the  managers  should  be 
carried  out.  The  hon.  Member  had 
handed  to  him  a  table  of  certain  cases 
which,  he  said,  ought  to  be  inquired 
into.  He  would  readily  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  would  inquire  into  the 
circumstances,  with  a  view  to  seeing  if 
there  was  anything  in  them  to  induce 
him  to  alter  the  decision  at  which  he 
had  arrived,  and  he  would  give  the 
hon.  Gentleman  an  answer  on  a  future 
occasion. 

Mh.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.)  said,  he  rose  to  move 
that  the  Chairman  do  now  report  Prq- 


doi 


Supply^ 


{June  21,  1888}  Army  Estimates. 


902 


greaa.  He  did  so  on  the  ground  of  the 
understanding  which  had  been  come  to 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and 
himself  at  the  commencement  of  the 
proceedings,  and  which  had  not  been 
adhered  to.  He  had  then  stated  that 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Boyal 
Commission,  presided  over  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington, 
on  Votes  2  and  3  and  some  of  the  other 
Votes  put  down  for  that  evening,  had 
not  been  circulated.  The  First  Lord 
promised  that  these  votes  should  not  be 
taken  until  the  evidence  was  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members.  Belying  on 
this  assurance  he  left  the  House  for 
two  hours,  and  on  his  return  he  found 
that  the  Committee  had  passed  Votes 
2  and  3,  in  regard  to  which  important 
evidence  had  been  taken,  but  not  circu- 
lated— more  especially  Vote  3,  involving 
the  whole  of  the  cost  of  military  prisons. 
Tet,  in  the  absence  of  many  Members 
who  were  known  to  take  an  interest  in 
this  question,  the  Government  had  ob- 
tained the  Votes  under  circumstances 
which  he  had  described.  He  therefore 
felt  it  his  duty  to  move  that  Progress  be 
reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  (Mr, 
Henry  H,  Fowler,) 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
Committee  that  there  had  been  no  in- 
tentional breach  of  any  understanding 
arrived  at.  He  was  not  present  when 
the  engagement  was  made.  That,  how- 
ever, did  not  absolve  him  from  any  re- 
spoDsibility ;  but  he  might  point  out 
with  regard  to  Vote  2  that  all  the  evi- 
dence had  been  given. 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLER  said, 
perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
allow  him  to  correct  him.  The  last 
evidence  reported  was  Question  1,327, 
and  in  the  marginal  note  to  the  Report 
on  this  Vote  reference  was  made  to 
Question  1,370  up  to  1,486,  or  more  than 
100  Questions  in  advance.  Reference 
was  also  made  to  Questions  1,415,  1,399, 
and  1,495.  Upon  Vote  3,  the  whole  of 
the  evidence,  beginning  with  Question 
2,500,  was  referred  to  in  the  Report. 
The  last  number  circulated  was  1,372. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  was 
fully  under  the  belief  that  the  evidence 
in  regaird  to  Vote  2,  which  they  con- 


sidered important,  had  been  circulated  ; 
but  it  was  not  so  with  regard  to  Vote  3. 
Under  the  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment would  undertake  that  an  opportu- 
nity should  be  afforded  on  Report  for  a 
discussion  of  the  Vote ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consent  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  said,  it  was  much  to  be 
regretted  that  the  statement  as  to  the 
course  of  Public  Business  made  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  at  half-past  4 
should  be  departed  from  in  any  way ; 
because  hon.  Members  had  regpilated 
the  whole  course  of  their  attendance 
during  the  night  on  that  statement. 
There  were  many  hon.  Members  who 
had  gone  away  on  the  understanding 
that  certain  Business  would  not  come 
on  for  discussion.  He  could  not  too 
strongly  express  his  regret  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  agreement  entered  on  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  a  very 
solemn  manner ;  but  he  would  say  that 
if  there  were  no  further  discussion  on 
Vote  3,  he  should  look  upon  it  as  a 
great  public  misfortune,  and  to  some 
extent  he  blamed  hon.  Members  for  not 
having  remained  in  the  House  and 
trusted  to  their  eyes,  rather  than  rely- 
ing on  the  statement  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  However,  the  mis- 
chief kad  been  done,  and  it  was  not  his 
own  intention  or  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  to  interfere  with 
the  course  of  Business.  It  was  obvious 
from  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  that  there  had  been  an  unfor- 
tunate omission  when  the  Vote  was 
taken,  in  not  abiding  by  the  precise 
words  used  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  offered  to  give  an  opportunity 
hereafter  of  discussing  the  matter, 
which  promise  he  hoped  would  be 
carried  out,  and,  in  these  circumstances, 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  though  perfectly  justified  in 
calling  attention  to  the  matter,  would 
not  press  his  Motion,  but  trust  to  the 
good  faith  of  the  Government  to  remedy 
the  mistake  and,  to  some  extent,  their 
own  short-sightedness. 

Colonel  BLUNDELL  (Lancashire 
S.W.,  Ince)  said,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  stated  that  he  would  not  bring 
forward  any  vote  which  was  objected  to, 
but  when  the  Vote  was  put  from  the 
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Chair,  no  objection  had  been  raised  on 
the  front  Opposition  Bench. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  if 
he  were  guided  by  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite,  he 
would  certainly  divide  the  Committee 
on  his  Motion.  But  he  apprehended 
that  he  was  the  only  Member  on  the 
opposite  Benches  who  would  take  that 
view  of  the  case.  If  it  had  been  denied 
that  a  distinct  pledge  had  been  given, 
he  should  have  been  obliged  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  Committee  on  the  Motion 
for  Progress.  But  as  he  took  it  to  be 
the  admission  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  a  mistake  had  been  made, 
and  as  he  understood  that  an  opportu- 
nity would  be  given  for  discussing  Vote 
2,  and  also  the  very  grave  questions 
connected  with  Vote  3,  he  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  said,  as  he 
understood  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man undertook  that  further  inquiries 
should  be  made  into  the  matters  of 
which  he  had  complained,  he  was  not 
desirous  of  pressing  his  Motion  for  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote.  But  he  might 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  did  not 
complain  of  unskilled  labour  in  un- 
skilled work.  It  was  their  deliberate 
statement  that  unskilled  labour  had 
been  imported  into  skilled  work.  They 
complained  that  skilled  artizans  had 
been  compelled  by  the  managers  at  the 
Arsenal  to  teach  unskilled  men  and  to 
make  them  skilled  workmen. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  proposed. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  had  taken 
great  interest  in  the  purchase  of  Spark- 
brook  at  Birmingham  a  short  time  ago, 
and  at  the  time  he  had  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  then  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  what  he  intended  to  do 
at  the  works.  He  had  impressed  on 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  fact  that 
having  got  so  central  and  advantageous 
a  position,  they  had  a  good  opportunity 
of  making  in  the  locality  in  question  a 
central  Arsenal.  He  had  pointed  out 
that  skilled  labour  could  be  obtained 
close  to  the  factory,  and  also  that  in 
case  of  difficulty  and  danger  a  central 
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Arsenal,  in  the  position  he  reoommended, 
would  be  less  liable  to  attack  than 
either  Woolwich  or  Enfield.  In  reply, 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had 
stated  reasons  why  Sparkbrook  had 
been  purchased,  and  had  indicated  that 
a  certain  amount  of  work  was  to  be 
done  there.  He  saw  by  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain) 
that  he  thou  eh  t  an  injustice  had  been 
done  to  Sparkbrook,  the  injustice  being 
that  some  machinery  had  been  taken 
away  from  that  place  and  sent  to  En- 
field. He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  information  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  had 
placed  a  Notice  on  the  Paper,  and  that  he 
had  also  communicated  with  him  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  on  that  subject.  He  was  very 
anxious  to  press  forward  the  manufac- 
ture of  the  new  rifle  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible in  the  interests  of  the  country; 
and,  that  being  so,  the  Government  had 
decided  that  it  was  desirable  to  manu- 
facture a  certain  number  of  the  rifles  at 
Sparkbrook. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  said,  he  thought  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  come  to 
a  wise  decision.  The  Committee  knew 
that  Enfield  prided  itself  upon  being 
able  to  make  a  rifle  cheaper  than  Bir- 
mingham. The  National  Small  Arms 
Factory  succeeded,  after  some  years  of 
acute  contest  with  the  Sparkbrook  esta- 
blishment, in  extinguishing  it  as  a 
private  concern,  and  since  then  there 
had  been  no  rival  in  Birmingham  which 
could  at  all  compete  with  the  Small 
Arms  Factory  in  the  manufacture  of 
rifles.  He  had  been  able  to  prove  by 
figures  that,  at  Enfield,  where  labour 
and  material  bad  to  be  imported  from  a 
distance,  the  Factory  had  been  able  to 
produce  a  cheaper  article  than  Birming- 
ham, whose  labour  and  material  were 
close  at  hand,  and  it,  therefore,  looked 
as  if  the  private  manufacturers  were 
making  a  far  larger  profit  than  was 
right  out  of  the  Government.  It  was 
clear  that  if  the  Gt>vernment  intended 
to  make  rifies  at  Sparkbrook  they  ought 
to  be  able  to  compete  with  and  under- 
sell the  Small  Arms  Company.  He  was 
very  glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  acceded  to  the  reprosentations  ma^Q 
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to  bim,  and  he  hoped  he  would  reduce 
the  Ordnance  Factory  Vote  by  the 
amount  taken  for  the  remoyal  of  ma- 
chinery from  Sparkbrook  to  Enfield. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  was 
afiraid  he  could  not  promise  that  the 
Vote  would  be  reduced.  He  would 
consider  the  question.  He  was  very 
anxious  to  press  forward  the  manufac- 
ture of  the  new  rifle. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  understood  that  a  certain  sum 
of  money  was  taken  in  the  Vote  for 
removing  the  machinery  from  Spark- 
brook  to  Enfield.  [Mr.  E.  Stanhope  : 
Tea.]  He  now  understood  that  the 
machinery  was  not  to  be  removed,  in 
consequence  of  the  decision  to  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
arrived 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  explained  that 
he  had  to  order  some  machinery  at  En- 
field to  be  taken  to  Sparkbook. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  although  the  action  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  turn  out 
for  the  good  of  the  public,  it  seemed  to 
raise  a  very  serious  question.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  statement  which 
had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
undertook  to  do  certain  things,  and  he 
then  proceeded  to  execute  changes  be- 
fore the  House  of  Commons  had  con- 
sented to  their  being  made.  He  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  thought  it  a  very 
serious  thing  that  the  public,  having 
been  called  upon  to  pay  for  the  re- 
moval of  machinery  from  Sparkbrook 
to  Enfield,  should  now  have  to  pay  for 
new  machinery,  in  order  that  the  plan 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  be 
carried  out.  That  was  a  lax  way  of 
doing  business,  and  especially  serious 
when  taken  in  connection  with  other 
subjects  that  had  been  brought  before 
the  House. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  look  at  the  Estimates, 
he  would  see  that  the  cost  of  removing 
the  machinery  was  very  small.  He  had 
ordered  machines  for  Enfield,  and  he  was 
now  going  to  place  them  at  Sparkbrook 
with  the  object  of  facilitating  work  which 
appear  to  him  very  necessary,  although 
a  little  more  cost  might  be  involved. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.)  said,  that  the  noble  Lord, 
although  not  approving  all  the  steps 
taken  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
had  put  before  the  (Committee  an  in- 


genious argument  in  defence  of  the 
policy  the  Government  had  adopted 
with  regard  to  the-  Sparkbrook  factory. 
That  policy,  stated  in  naked  terms,  was 
that  they  were  going  to  set  up  another 
factory  for  small  arms  at  Birmingham 
in  addition  to  that  which  they  had  al- 
ready at  Enfield.  He  was  one  of  those 
who  had  been,  from  the  first,  very  sus- 
picious and  very  doubtful  about  the  ad- 
vantage of  acquiring  the  Sparbrook 
factory.  It  was  quite  true  that  Bir- 
mingham was  the  great  centre  of  the 
gun  trade;  but  if  the  Government 
wished  to  encourage  the  trade  of  Bir- 
mingham, or  to  procure  rifles  at  a 
cheaper  rate  than  they  could  be  manu- 
factured at  Enfield,  l^e  proper  course 
would  have  been  to  give  orders  to  the 
trade  at  Birmingham,  and  trust  more 
largely  to  private  factories  and  much  less 
to  Government  establishments.  If  the 
noble  Lord  found  fault  with  Enfield  and 
the  great  growth  given  to  it  of  late 
years,  he  (Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman) 
was  entirely  in  accord  with  him.  Still 
Enfield  existed — they  had  it  as  a  legacy 
from  the  past  with  all  its  machinery  and 
plant — and,  therefore,  he  was  in  favour 
of  retaining  the  Establishment  and  of 
keeping  it  up  on  the  smallest  possible 
scale  consistent  with  the  efficiency  of  a 
Government  Establishment.  But  if  they 
wished  to  give  a  great  impetus  to  the 
manufacture  of  rifles,  the  Government, 
as  he  had  said,  should  go  to  the  private 
trade,  and  not  set  up  a  second  factory  at 
Birmingham. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  the  only  check  on  the  cost  of 
private  manufacture  was  to  set  up  a 
factory  at  Sparkbrook,  and  it  was  for 
that  purpose  that  the  plan  was  advo- 
cated. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN 
said,  the  idea  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
very  ingenious;  but  he  repeated  that 
they  ought  to  look  to  private  manufac- 
ture for  their  rifle  supply.  It  came  to 
this — that  they  were  going  to  have  two 
small-arm  factories  instead  of  one.  He 
did  not  think  that  that  was  quite  in 
accordance  with  the  understanding  which 
had  been  arrived  at  with  the  House  of 
Commons  when  it  was  first  proposed  to 
establish  the  Sparkbrook  Factory  — 
namely,  that  that  factory  should  only  be 
used  for  the  repair,  and  not  for  the  manu- 
facture, of  small  arms.  He  had  been 
I  against  this  proposal  from  the  first ;  but 
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he  thought,  at  any  rate,  that  it  would 
have  been  more  coneistent  not  only  with 
the  understanding  entered  into  with  the 
House  of  Gommons,  but  with  the  gene- 
ral interest  of  the  public,  if  Sparkbrook 
had  only  been  maintained  for  the  pur- 
pose of  repairs.  The  factory  at  Enfield 
had  been  increased  a  few  years  ago  at 
considerable  cost,  and  so  much  money 
having  been  spent  upon  it,  he  was 
obliged  to  express  his  regret  that  the 
Oovemment  nad  not  stood  to  their 
original  proposal,  and  that  they  should 
have  been  led,  in  a  very  plausible  and 
ingenious  way,  he  admitted,  into  a  course 
which  might  lead  to  the  establishment 
of  another  small-arms  manufactory. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's G-overnment  were  as  anxious  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  to 
encourage  private  trade,  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  they  were  going  to  utilize  pri- 
vate manufacture  as  much  as  possible. 
It  was,  however,  absolutely  necessary  to 
issue  large  numbers  of  the  new  rifles  to 
our  troops  within  a  reasonable  time, 
and  the  Oovemment  were  bound  to 
manufacture  these  small  arms  them- 
selves, as  well  as  place  orders  with  the 
private  trade.  They  were  desirous  of 
putting  out  as  much  work  as  they  could, 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
look  into  the  matter,  he  would  see  that 
they  were  employing  private  firms  to  a 
larger  extent  than  had  formerly  been 
the  case. 

OoLONEL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  neither  the 
Government  nor  the  private  manufaci- 
turers  of  small  arms  ought  to  be  handi- 
capped in  the  matter  of  the  price  of 
the  weapons. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  said, 
the  office  of  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  had  been  created  by  Statute 
passed  shortly  after  the  Crimea  War. 
Recently  two  Royal  Oommissiops  had 
reported  fully  on  the  position  of  the 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance,  and 
although  each  Commission  had  ap- 
proached the  subject  from  a  different 
point  of  view,  both  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  Office  of  Surveyor 
Oeneral  of  Ordnance  should  not  be 
abolished.  They  both  thought  that  the 
Office  should  be  filled,  not  by  a  civilian, 
but  by  a  man  of  high  military  positon, 
who  should  not  be  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  should  not  go  out  of  Office 
with  the  Government  of  the  day.    But 
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in  face  of  those  two  Reports,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  seen  fit  to  adopt  a 
totally  different  course.  He  had  abo- 
lished the  Office  of  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance,  and  had  substituted  a  new 
Office  in  its  place.  The  Committee 
which  was  presided  over  by  the  noble 
Lord,  had  reported  on  the  increase 
of  cost  to  the  public  which  had  re- 
sulted from  the  new  organization — 
and  he  need  hardly  observe  that  all 
changes  in  our  Departments  were  at- 
tended with  an  increase  of  cost.  The 
evidence  upon  which  that  Report  was 
founded  was  not  yet  before  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  he  was,  therefore,  not  in  a 
position  to  allude  to  it.  He  thought  it 
was  due  to  the  Committee  and  the  two 
Commissions  which  had  considered 
this  question  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  state  the  reasons  which 
had  led  him  to  adopt  a  course  totally 
opposed  to  their  recommendations. 
There  was  another  point  to  which 
he  desired  to  refer,  and  which  might, 
perhaps,  be  regarded  as  one  of  detail. 
In  their  investigation  upstairs,  the  Com- 
mittee found  that  the  accounts  of  the 
Ordnance  Department  were — he  scarcely 
knew  what  adjective  to  use — in  a 
discreditable  condition.  The  Com- 
mittee, therefore,  called  in  two  pro- 
fessional accountants  to  investigate  the 
accounts,  and  although  they  were  in 
a  position  to  submit  the  Report  of  the 
accountants  to  the  Committee,  their 
evidence  had  not  yet  been  circulated. 
Under  the  circumstances,  it  would  be 
a  violation  of  the  understanding  arrived 
at  if  the  Vote  were  taken  before  the 
Committee  had  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  Report.  The  accounts  of 
the  Department  which  had  just  been 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  were  two 
years  old — that  was  to  say,  they  were 
the  accounts  of  1885-6.  The  Com* 
mittee  had  before  them  the  evidence 
of  the  Accountant  General  of  the  Army 
to  show  that  the  preparation  of  those 
accounts,  which  were  valueless  and 
illusory,  had  coat  the  country  from 
£15,000  to  £20,000  a-year.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  press  the  Vote 
on  that  occasion,  in  order  that  hoo. 
Members  might  have  an  opportunity  for 
full  discussion.  He  thought  the  Co 
mittee,  the  Royal  Commission,  and  tho 
public,  had  some  reason  for  asking  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  deter- 
mined   to    re- constitute    the  Ordnance 
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Department  in  the  manner  he  had  done, 
and  what  reasons  had  induced  him  to 
disregard  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  re- 
ffretted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
nad  made  such  a  statement  as  the  Com- 
mittee had  just  listened  to.  For  his 
part,  he  was  perfectly  ready  to  consent 
to  Progress  being  reported  at  the  time 
the  Motion  was  made,  and  he  was  now 
ready  to  repeat  that  offer.  There  were, 
however,  one  or  two  remarks  which  he 
had  to  make.  One  was  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made,  if  he  might 
say  so,  a  grossly  unfair  statement  as 
regarded  the  Beport  made  by  the  accoun- 
tants upon  the  accounts  of  the  Ordnance 
Department. 

Ma.  HENEY  H.  FOWLER  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  charged  him 
with  making  a  grossly  unfair  statement. 
He  had  made  no  statement  whatever 
with  regard  to  the  accountants.  He 
merely  said  that  the  accountants  had 
given  evidence,  and  that  that  evidence 
had  not  been  circulated. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  far  beyond 
that.  He  had  said  that  the  accounts 
were  in  a  discreditable  condition. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  said, 
he  pledged  himself  that  he  had  merely 
expressed  his  own  opinion  on  the  evi- 
dence. He  had  never  said  that  that 
was  the  accountants'  statement.  He 
repeated  his  statement  that  the  accounts 
were  in  a  discreditable  condition. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  had 
read  the  first  paragraph  of  the  Keport 
referred  to,  which  was  to  the  effect  that 
the  accounts  of  the  Manufacturing  De- 
partment of  the  Ordnance  were  kept 
with  care  and  accuracy. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  said, 
he  must  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  read  the  whole  of  the  statement  in  the 
Report. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  not  dictate  to  him 
what  to  read  in  a  matter  of  that  kind. 
The  portion  of  the  Report  to  which  he 
had  referred  showed,  as  clearly  as  pos- 
sible, that  the  main  object  had  been 
attained,  and  that  the  House  had  been 
told  the  cost  with  sufficient  accuracy. 
Undoubtedly,  there  were  minor  defects 
in  the  accounts  which  deserved  and 
which  were  receiving  consideration. 
But  that  did  not    affect    the  general 


system  on  which  they  were  made  out. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  him 
why  there  was  no  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  at  the  present  time?  His 
reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
question  was,  that  he  saw  no  reason  for 
continuing  an  Office  at  a  cost  of  £1,500 
a-year  which  was,  in  his  opinion,  un- 
necessary. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  pointed  out  that  two  Royal  Com- 
missions had  reported  in  favour  of  con- 
tinuing the  Office  of  the  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance.  '  It  was  true  that 
Lord  Morley's  Commission  had  gone 
out  of  their  way  to  recommend  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  Office ;  but  he  thought 
he  was  right  in  saying  that  the  second 
Commission,  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred,  considered  the 
question  of  the  continuance  of  the  Office 
as  outside  the  scope  of  their  inquiry,  and, 
although  they  had  most  carefully  in- 
quired into  the  organization  of  the 
Department,  they  had  expressed  no 
opinion  upon  it.  He  thought  it  was  a 
great  source  of  weakness  that  the  men 
who  were  to  use  the  weapons  supplied 
were  not  the  men  responsible  for  them. 
The  reason,  therefore,  that  bad  induced 
him  to  abolish  the  Office  was  that  he 
thought  it  would  be  the  best  course  to 
make  the  Military  Authorities  respon- 
sible, and  that  view  he  believed  was  in 
accordance  with  the  best  opinions  that 
had  been  expressed  on  the  subject.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  best  course  was 
to  abolish  the  Office  and  make  the 
Military  Authorities  responsible  for  the 
weapons  they  used,  and  he  believed  that 
that  would  tend  not  only  to  economy, 
but  to  efficiency,  in  the  Public  Service. 
Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a 
personal  attack  upon  him,  and,  there- 
fore, he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
allow  him  to  quote  one  or  two  passages 
from  the  Accountants'  Report  which,  it 
was  quite  evident,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  had  not 
taken  the  trouble  to  read.  The  ac- 
countants reported — 

'*  The  last  completed  accounts  of  the  Depart- 
ments available  for  our  examination  were  those 
of  the  year  ending  Slst  March,  1885,  which, 
though  ordered  by  the  House  of  Commons  to 
be  printed  on  the  13th  April,  1886,  were  not 
completed  and  ready  for  distribution  until 
August  of  that  year.  It  is  to  these,  therefore, 
relating  to  a  period  which  ended  considerably 
more  than  two  years  ago,  that  we  have  had  t» 
direct  an  examination.*' 
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He  asked  mercaDtilo  men  who  were 
Members  of  the  House  what  they 
thought  of  aocounts  two  years  old  whioh 
had  to  be  examined  ?  Let  them  see  what 
were  these  correct  accounts  of  which  the 
right  hon.  G-entleman  spoke.  The  ac- 
countants said  that  these  aocounts — 

"  Consist  of  the  balance  sheets  with  the 
accompanying  schedules  and  capital  accoant 
printed  in  the  Blue  Book,  described  briefly  in 

paragraph  10 The  term  *■  Balance  Sheet  * 

IS  incorrectly  applied  to  these  accounts.  They 
are  not  statements  setting  out  the  balances  of 
the  books,  but  accounts  showing  in  a  somewhat 
confused  manner  the  whole  transactions  of  the 
Department  for  the  year.  Thej  g^ve  on  the  one 
side  the  stores  and  semi-manufactured  stock  in 
hand  at  the  beginning  of  the  year,  and  the 
materials,  wages,  stores,  obtained  from  various 
sources,  and  other  charges  which  make  up  the 
total  cost  of  the  articles  manufactured  during 
the  year.  On  the  other  side  are  inserted  the 
total  manufactures  completed  and  services  per- 
formed, and  the  value  of  the  stores  and  semi- 
manufactured stock  in  hand  at  the  end  of  the 
year.  Any  capital  outlay  is  passed  through  the 
same  account.  Balance  Sheet  No.  1  contains 
no  charge  for  interest  or  depreciation.  Balance 
Sheet  No.  2  contains  both.  The  books  do  not 
agree  with  either  balance  sheet,  inasmuch,  as 
they  omit  interest,  but  contain  depreciation, 
which,  however,  is  not  added  to  the  cost  of 
manufacture,  but  is  charged  to  the  account  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.  The  ledger  accounts 
also  fail  to  work  up  to  the  figures  shown  in  the 
balance  sheet." 

When  he  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  had 
an  opportunity,  he  should  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  some  of 
the  evidence  as  to  the  way  in  which 
the  ''Balance  Sheets"  were  made  to 
square. 

"  The  ledger  accounts  also  fail  to  work  up  to 
the  figures  shown  in  the  '  Balance  Sheets,'  for 
there  are  no  separate  accounts  for  the  items  of 
timber,  fuel,  metal,  &c. ;  nor  for  the  various 
claases  of  production  detailed  in  the  schedules 
which  accompany  the  annual  accounts.  It  is 
only  with  considerable  difficulty  that  the  vari- 
ous items  in  the  '  Balance  Sheets  *  can  be 
traced,  and  then  only  with  the  help  of  sub- 
sidiary books." 

They  went  on  to  say  : — 

'*  The  Annual  Statements  of  Accounts  as  at 
present  drawn  up  in  the  '  Balance  Sheets '  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  are  in  our  opinion  defec- 
tive. They  do  not  agree  with  the  Appropriation 
Account,  and  they  do  not  state  clearly  what 
has  become  of  the  manufactures  of  the  De- 
partments. They  are  also  confused,  inasmuch 
as  they  include  items  of  receipt  and  expenditure 
on  Capital  Account  in  the  same  statement  with 
the  items  composing  the  cost  of  their  manu- 
factures. 

"The  same  minuteness,"  they  said,  "of 
control  is  exercised  here  as  elsewhere,  over 
expenditure.  For  instance,  many  signatures 
and  much    labour  were  bestowed   upon   the 
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trivial  amount  of  twopence.  A  full  statement 
of  the  inquiries  as  to  this  item  has  been  pre- 
pared, as  an  illustration,  and  can  be  laid  before 
the  Committee  if  desired.'* 

All  he  asked  was  that  as  they  had  spent 
several  thousands  of  pounds  in  employ- 
ing accountants  to  investigate  the  ac- 
counts, time  should  be  allowed  in  fulfil- 
ment of  the  pledge  given  by  the  Gb- 
vemment  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Accountants'  Report  before  this  Vote 
was  taken. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  there  was  no  doubt  whatever  that 
it  was  perfectly  competent  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Wolverhampton 
to  extract  passages  from  the  Report  of 
the  Aooountants,  either  in  favour  or 
greatly  damaging  to  the  administration 
of  the  Government  manufacturing  De- 
partments. After  all  the  question  of 
accounts  was  a  most  important  one,  in- 
asmuch as  there  was  a  large  annual 
expenditure  involved.  There  was  a 
most  remarkable  fact  about  our  ao- 
counts. Not  only  were  the  accounts  of 
the  £2,000,000  expended  not  presented 
to  Parliament  until  more  than  two  years 
after  the  money  had  been  spent,  but  the 
accounts  could  by  no  ingenuity  be  made 
in  any  way  to  coincide  with  our  great 
Magna  Charta  of  finance — the  Appro- 
priation Act.  The  House  of  Commons 
seemed  to  him  to  be  at  the  present  time 
perfectly  useless,  so  far  as  financial  con- 
trol was  concerned,  and  that  was  a  mat- 
ter he  recommended  very  seriously  to 
the  notice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Gosohen).  It  was  quite  impossible  to 
cast  any  blame  upon  either  side  of  the 
House  or  upon  any  official.  The  sys- 
tem had  grown  up  somehow  or  other 
that  the  £2,000,000  was  expended, 
and  the  House  had  no  notion  how  it 
was  expended  until  two  years  after  it 
was  spent.  The  accounting,  which  cost 
£15,000  a-year,  was  worthless,  and  the 
appropriation  accounts  were  useless. 
These  were  remarkable  statements ;  but 
he  was  certain  that  no  Member  of  the 
Government  could  controvert  them. 
This  showed  that  the  question  of  ao- 
counts was  extremely  important,  and 
one  which  was  worthy  of  the  careful 
consideration  of  the  Committee  and  of 
the  Government.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  asked 
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the  Gbvemment  to  give  more  time  for 
the  oonsideration  of  this  part  of  the 
Vote.  He  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
only  made  a  reasonable  appeal,  and  that 
the  Government  would  do  well  to  accede 
to  it.  With  regard  to  that  position  of 
the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance,  he 
had  absolutely  no  remarks  to  make. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  supported  by  his  Col- 
leagues, had  abolished  that  important, 
and,  to  some  extent,  ancient  Office. 
They  had  yet  to  see  the  result  of  that 
chanfl;e.  No  doubt,  £2,000  had  been 
saved  in  salary ;  but  he  (Lord  Eandolph 
Ohurohill)  thought  that  this  would  be 
found  to  be  more  than  counterbalanced 
by  the  other  appointments  that  had  been 
made  in  consequence  of  the  abolition  of 
the  Office.  They  had  yet  to  see  whether 
the  transferring  the  control  of  the  Go- 
vernment manufactures  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Exeter  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  to  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Baronet  the  Member  for  North- 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
was  an  important  public  change.  He 
himself  fancied  it  would  be  found  to  be 
as  broad  as  it  was  long,  and  that  things 
would  go  on  very  much  in  the  old  way. 
There  was  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
Surveyor  General  in  his  last  appearance 
in  the  House  was  most  useless.  Whe- 
ther his  place  had  been  taken  by  other 
officials  equally  useless  remained  to  be 
seen.  The  Committee  upstairs  went  into 
the  subject,  and  the  result  of  their  re- 
commendations to  the  House  was  that 
they  should  wait  until  next  year  before 
they  ventured  to  express  any  opinion  in 
the  matter. 

TheCH  ANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
that  time  alone  must  decide  the  ques- 
tion of  the  advantage,  or  otherwise,  of 
the  abolition  of  the  Office  of  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance.  Even  the  Com- 
mittee over  which  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
sided  had  been  unable  to  express  a 
definite  opinion  upon  the  matter.  The 
Government,  however,  hoped  that  the 
new  Department  would  present  most 
satisfactory  results  to  the  country.  Now, 
there  was  no  objection  whatever  to  re- 
port Progress,  if  it  was  desired  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henry  H. 


Fowler)  to  discuss  this  Vote  further 
when  the  evidence  was  before  the  House. 
In  fact,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  offered,  even  an 
hour  ago,  that  Progress  should  be  re- 
ported. He  (Mr.  Goschen)  had  only  to 
say,  with  regard  to  the  very  animated 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, that  one  would  have  thought 
from  his  utterances  that  for  years  he 
had  been  contending  against  this  mon* 
strous  system  of  accounts  at  the  War 
Office,  and  had  been  thwarted  in  his 
effort  at  reform  by  some  recalcitrant 
officials.  But  it  was  only  after  the 
efforts  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  had  revealed  the  deficiencies 
of  the  accounts  that  the  ex-Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  who  had  himself  been 
conversant  with  the  accounts,  had  risen 
to  the  conviction  that  these  accounts 
were  in  a  state  of  the  greatest  con- 
fusion. If  that  was  so,  and  if  these  ac- 
counts were  a  disgrace  to  the  nation,  as, 
judging  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
very  dramatic  speech,  one  would  be  in- 
clined to  believe,  why  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  take  the  matter  in  hand  ? 
It  was  mainly  due  to  the  efforts  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
that  the  question  of  these  accounts  had 
been  thoroughly  gone  into,  and  the 
Government  had  accepted  with  great 
alacrity  the  proposal  to  submit  these 
accounts  to  professional  accountants. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  had  said  that  they  revealed 
a  disgraceful  state  of  things. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  he 
had  not  said  the  accountants  had  said 
so. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN:  No;  that  the  evi- 
dence  revealed  such  a  state  of  things. 
He  did  not  think  that  was  the  opinion 
of  the  accountants,  because  they  said, 
in  the  first  place,  that  the  accounts  were 
carefully  kept,  and  that  they  showed 
the  cost  of  the  manufactures.  The  great 
charge  which  had  been  brought  against 
the  accounts,  and  which  was  a  serious 
charge,  and  which  the  Government  would 
investigate,  not  only  because  of  the  chal- 
lenge of  the  noble  Lord,  but  because 
they  were  anxious  to  simplify  the  ac- 
counts, was  that  the  accounts  were  too 
formally  kept,  that  there  was  too  much 
red-tape  about  them,  that  there  were 
too  many  items,  and  that,  on  the  whole, 
they  were  not  sufficiently  business-like. 
But  that .  was  a  very  different  thing 
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from  sayiDg  tliat  they  were  in  a  dis- 
creditable state.    There  had  been  too 
much  elaboration  and  too  little  care  to 
make  all  the  accounts  agree  with  one 
another.     There  was  no  person  more 
thoroughly  convinced  than  he  was  that 
the  great  value  of  accounts  was  that 
one  set  should  tally  with  another  set. 
Nothing  was  more  confusing  to  hon. 
Members,  if  they  had  to  work  out  a 
great  arithmetical  difficulty,  than  a  dif- 
ference between  the  forms  of  various  ac- 
counts. But  the  confusion  in  the  accounts 
was  due,  in  part,  to  hon.  Members  who 
had  a  mania  for  calling  for  different 
accounts  and  Ketums.    Every  Member 
who  was  seized  with   some  statistical 
fanaticism  thought  he  had  got  a  particu- 
lar form  of  accounts  which  was  particu- 
larly valuable,  and  a  soft-hearted  Secre- 
tary   to    the    Treasury   gave  him  his 
Betum.    That  puzzled  the  next  person, 
who  was  equally  anxious  to  make  statis- 
tical investigations,  and  so  it  had  arisen 
that  they  had  various  sets  of  accounts, 
and  it  required  the  facility  of  an  ac- 
countant to  be  able  to  reconcile  all  the 
different    Eetums.      The    Government 
would  undertake  to  endeavour,  to  the 
best  of  their  ability,  to  introduce  more 
and  more  simplicity  into  the  accounts. 
They   would    try   to    do    without    the 
duplication  of  accounts,  to  which   the 
accountants    called    attention.    It  was 
the  mass  of  accounts,  quite  as  much 
as  the  want  of  accounts,   which  con- 
fused the  brain  of  the  country;  and 
he  undertook,  on   behalf  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  on  behalf  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  Government  generally,  that  they 
would  endeavour,  as  the  Admiralty  had 
endeavoured,  to  bring  before  the  House 
of  Commons  the  cost  of  all  articles  in 
the  most  simple  and  business-like  form 
they  possibly  could.     He  thought  that 
all  Governments  and  successive  Parlia- 
ments were  more  or  less  responsible  for 
the  form  of  accounts  they  had  got  at 
present  in  the  Ordnance  Departments 
and  in  other  Departments.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  scandalized  at  the 
fuss  which  was  made  over   twopence. 
He  (Mr.  Goschen)  believed  that  there 
was  no  business  firm  in  the  Kingdom 
who,  if  their  books  did  not  agree,  did 
not    hunt    to    find    the    cause    of  the 
smallest  mistake,  because  the  smallest 
divergence  might  not   mean  simply  a 
small   error,   but  might  be  the  result 
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of  an  enormous  set  of  errors.  He  trusted 
that  they  might  now  report  Progress 
on  this  Vote.  He  assured  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
that  they  would  be  animated  by  as 
great  warmth  in  this  cause  as  he 
had  shown  this  evening,  and  that 
they  would  do  their  best  to  assist 
the  House  of  Commons  by  reducing  the 
accounts  of  the  country  to  such  a  fdmple 
form  that  the  taxpayers  could  under- 
stand for  what  they  had  paid  their 
money.  He  begged  to  move  that  Pro- 
gress should  now  be  reported. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Perhaps  it  would 
be  better  to  move  to  withdraw  the  Vote. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Motion  be  now  withdrawn." 
Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  thought  it 
very  clever  to  attack  Mm  with  a  in  quoqw. 
No  one  knew  better  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  accounts  of  the 
Ordnance  Department  no  more  came 
under  the  notice  of  the  Treasury  than 
the  accounts  of  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company.  No  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  could  by  any  pos- 
sibility see  these  accounts,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  knew  that  as  well  as  he  did. 
Mb.  GOSOELEN  said,  he  certainly  did 
not  know  anything  of  the  kind.  He 
should  consider  it  his  duty  as  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  remonstrate  with 
the  Secretary  of  State  if  he  thought  the 
accounts  were  not  satisfactory. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  asked,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  ever  seen 
these  accounts  ? 

Mb.  goschen  said,  he  had  exa- 
mined the  expenditure. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  asked  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  ever  seen 
these  particular  accounts.  He  was  not 
going  to  allow  this  matter  to  pass  with- 
out another  remark  or  two.  These 
accounts  cost  the  country  £15,000  a- 
year.  They  were  presented  two  years 
after  they  were  made  up.  Those  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  who  were  present 
half-an-hour  ago  heard  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  describe  what 
they  were.  In  far  stronger  and  better 
language  than  he  could  use,  the  noble 
Lord  described  how  absolutely  incom- 
prehensible the  accounts  were.  They 
were  so  incomprehensible  to  the  mind 
of  the  noble  Lord  that,  with  the  full 
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concurrence  of  the  Government,  the 
House  was  aeked  to  appoint  two  pro- 
fessional accountants  to  try  and  make 
out  what  they  were.  There  were  on  the 
Committee  Gentlemen  of  considerable 
commercial  and  manufacturing  ex- 
perience, and  they  gave  up  the  examina- 
tion of  the  accounts  in  hopeless  despair 
and  concurred  with  the  noble  Lord  in 
asking  for  the  appointment  of  pro- 
fessional accountants.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  not  in  the  House  when  the 
discussion  commenced.  No  one  had  at- 
tacked the  present  Government.  No 
one  had  attacked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State.  This  was 
a  question  of  the  permanent  officials  of 
the  Department,  for  whom  he  did  not 
hold  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  the 
Financial  Secretary  in  any  way  respon- 
sible. The  accounts  had  been  investi- 
gated, and  all  he  asked  for  was  that  the 
evidence  taken  should  be  placed  before 
the  House  before  they  were  asked  to 
take  the  Vote.  He  very  much  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — not  for 
the  first  time — should  have  taken  the 
opportunity  of  making  a  personal  attack 
upon  him  simply  to  serve  a  mere  per- 
sonal and  political  purpose. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  said,  he  would  not 
retort  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by 
saying  this  was  not  the  first  time  in 
which  he  had  addressed  him  in  a 
menacing  tone.  He  rose  not  to  justify 
himself,  but  to  repudiate  the  view  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed 
that  the  Parliamentary  Chiefs  were  to 
put  the  responsibility  for  this  state  of 
things  upon  the  permanent  officials. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was 
the  permanent  officials  who  had  been 
attacked.  Personally  he  held  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  for  the  time 
being  were  responsible  for  the  per- 
manent officials,  and  his  point  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have 
discovered  that  the  accounts  were  not 
satisfactory.  But  the  state  of  the 
accounts  had  been  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  country,  not  by  the  in- 
dignation of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  by  the  acumen  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he 
(Mr.  Goschen)  was  defending  the  pre- 
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sent  Government.  He  never  thought 
the  present  Government  was  attacked, 
but  he  contended  that  the  Parliamentary 
representatives  of  the  Departments  had 
no  right  to  shift  the  whole  responsi- 
bility on  to  the  permanent  officials.  If 
abuse  went  on,  and  if  there  had  been 
such  abuse  in  the  keeping  of  the  ac- 
counts as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested,  all  successive  Governments, 
Parliamentary  as  they  were,  were  re- 
sponsible, and  they  could  not  throw  the 
blame  upon  the  permanent  officials. 
The  present  Government  would  do  their 
best  to  remedy  the  defects  which  had 
been  pointed  out.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  because  he  was  a  little 
angry,  that  he  (Mr.  Goschen)  had 
justitied  the  present  accounts.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  whole  tenour  of 
his  speech  was  that  the  present  accounts 
were  far  too  complicated,  and  that  they 
were  defective  in  many  respects.  The 
Government  were  perfectly  alive,  as 
alive  as  any  portion  of  the  House,  to 
the  defects  of  the  present  system :  they 
wished  to  do  their  best  to  rectify  them, 
and  in  their  endeavours  they  would  be 
glad  of  the  assistance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and,  indeed,  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  House. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  was  very  anxious,  as  it  was 
quite  possible  the  newspapers  might 
call  them  in  question  over  the  item  of 
twopence,  and  as  the  keeping  of  the  ac- 
counts was  a  matter  of  vital  importance 
as  one  bearing  on  the  changes  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  made,  to  show  that 
the  Committee  was  alive  to  the  defective 
state  of  things.  Question  No.  1,340, 
which  was  put  to  Mr.  Knox,  was — 


*^  Now  let  us  pass  to  the  other  principal  items 
of  their  recommendations ;  passing  to  the  matter 
of  delay,  what  do  you  say  P  " 

And  the  reply  of  the  Accountant  General 
of  the  Army  was — 

'*  As  regards  the  delay  in  rendering  the  ac- 
counts, I  certainly  think  that  that  is  a  thing 
which  not  only  ought  to  be  avoided,  but  must 
be  avoided  ;  in  fact,  the  new  arrangement  of  tho 
Estimates,  under  which  the  Ordnance  Factory 
is  separated  from  the  Army  Estimates,  and 
under  which  the  Navy  and  the  Army  will  pay 
that  establishment  for  the  work  it  turns  out  for 
them,  absolutely  requires  that  the  balance 
sheet  shaU  be  made  up  a  very  short  time  after 
tho  conclusion  of  the  financial  year** — 

and,  mark  this — 
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''And  before  the  Appropriaiioii  Account  of 
the  Army  and  Navy  is  completed.  I  feel  sure 
that  unless  that  is  done  the  system  will  break 
down,  and  all  our  energies  are  turned  in  that 
direction  to  ensure  that  we  shall  have  the  ac- 
counts very  much  earlier  than  we  have  had 
them  hitherto." 

Mr.  ILLINQWOETH  (Bradford,  W.) 
said,  that  as  a  business  man,  he  never 
expected  that  we  got  in  a  GoTemment 
Department  more  than  15«.  worth  for 
every  £1.  The  very  conditions  of  work- 
ing made  this  inevitable,  and  the  moral 
he  drew  was,  that  it  would  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  country  and  the  credit 
of  the  Government  if  they  would  curtail 
instead  of  being  continually  extending 
the  Government  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ment. He  had  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  he  was  doing  the  country  good 
service  by  pushing  the  manufacture  of 
rifles  in  the  Government  Manufactory, 
rather  than  extending  the  manufacture 
to  the  trade.  But  the  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  showed  how  utterly  unre- 
liable and  fallacious  were  the  figures 
upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  had  proceeded. 
Every  private  establishment  put  as  a 
charge  on  the  business  the  interest  on 
the  capital  employed,  but  this  was  not 
taken  into  account  in  the  Government 
Manufactory.  There  was  also  the  de- 
preciation of  the  premises  and  ma- 
chinery, and  in  a  matter  involving  con- 
tinued change  it  was  necessary  that  a 
very  large  percentage  per  annum  should 
be  set  aside  for  depreciation.  The  de- 
preciation figures  were  given  as  a  matter 
of  account,  but  they  were  not  made  part 
of  the  charge  of  the  establishment  and 
part  of  the  cost  of  every  rifle  made. 
Furthermore,  a  thorough  system  of  in- 
spection was  carried  on  in  every  estab- 
lishment in  the  country,  and  such  a  sys- 
tem ought  to  prevail  in  the  Government 
Departments. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  the 
things  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
mentioned  were  taken  into  account  in 
estimating  the  cost  to  the  country  of 
rifles,  and  all  the  accountants  said  of 
them  was  that  they  found  fault  with 
the  form  of  the  accounts. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  10  per 
cent  was  allowed  for  depreciation  of  ma- 
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chinery,  and  5  per  cent  for  the  deprecia- 
tion of  buildings,  and  to  a  great  extent 
this  rendered  unnecessary  the  calcula- 
tion of  interest  on  capital.  As  to  the 
question  of  costs,  the  cost  of  keeping 
the  accounts  in  the  factory  had  been 
positively  extravagant.  One  reason  was 
that  there  were  too  many  Departments. 
The  articles  were  priced  every  year.  It 
stood  to  reason  that  if  they  were  priced 
every  four  or  five  years,  the  cost  of 
keeping  the  accounts  would  be  very 
much  less.  In  his  opinion  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  have  factories  to  furnish 
a  standard  by  which  other  works  should 
be  tested. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

SUPPLY—NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £956,400,  he 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense 
of  Victualling  and  Clothing  for  the  Navy, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1889." 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
that  this  was  a  very  important  Vote, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  was  fair  that  it 
should  be  taken  at  this  time  of  the  night. 
If  it  was  taken,  he  hoped  that  some 
Member  of  the  Committee  upstairs 
would  offer  some  explanation  of  the 
Vote.  He  should  have  thought  that 
the  Army  Estimates  were  quite  sufficient 
for  this  evening ;  and,  certainly,  if  they 
did  not  hear  some  explanation  of  the 
Vote,  he  should  consider  it  his  duty  to 
move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.''  —  {Dr. 
Tanner.) 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Lord  Gborob  Hamilton)  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing)  said,  he  was  surprised 
at  the  course  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taken,  as  he  was  a  Member  of  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
Navy  Estimates.  A  Special  Report  was 
made  by  that  Select  Committee  on  this 
very  Vote.  That  Report  was  favourable 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  victualling  of 
the  Navy,  to  which  the  Vote  related,  was 
conducted.  Therefore,  he  did  not  see 
why  the  Committee  should  not  come  to 
a  rapid  decision  on  this  Vote.  The  actual 
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words  in  which  the  Select  Committee 
reported   upon  the    Vote  were — **The 

general  arrangements  appear  to  be 
usiness-like  and  satisfactory.'^  Under 
these  eircumstances,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  see  the  expediency  of 
withdrawing  the  Motion. 

Db.  TANNEE  said,  he  was  not  pre- 
sent when  the  Select  Committee  drew 
up  their  Report,  though,  of  course,  it 
might  be  said  that  that  was  his  own 
fault.  He  did  not  pretend  to  be  a  very 
great  adept  in  criticizing  naval  accounts ; 
but  there  were  many  Members  of  the 
Select  Committee  who  showed  a  great 
deal  of  knowledge  of  naval  matters,  and 
who  certainly  did  not  express  themselves 
in  that  happy  way,  as  regarded  this  Vote, 
which  the  noble  Lord  evidently  wished 
the  Committee  to  believe.  He  was  under 
the  impression  that  there  was  shown  to 
be  a  certain  amount  of  friction  between 
the  two  branches  of  the  Admiralty  who 
were  mainly  concerned  in  completing 
these  Estimates.  Accordingly,  he  thought 
he  was  only  doing  his  duty  in  preventing 
this  Vote  passing  in  silence. 
^  Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  that, 
of  course,  there  was  no  reason  whatever 
why  the  Committee  should  not  discuss 
this  Vote  that  night.  He,  however, 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  be  led 
away  by  the  fact  that  a  certain  Report 
had  been  handed  in  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. At  the  time  the  Committee 
agreed  to  its  Report,  he  protested 
strongly  against  the  inadequacy  of  the 
evidence  upon  which  the  Report  was 
based.  Here  they  had  a  very  large 
Vote  for  the  victualling  of  the  Navy ; 
but  would  the  Committee  believe  that 
the  only  two  witnesses  connected  with 
the  Victualling  Department  who  were 
called  before  the  Select  Committee  were 
an  official  of  the  Admiralty — who,  he 
believed,  never  went  near  the  Victualling 
Yards — and  the  Director  of  Contracts  for 
the  whole  Navy?  There  was  no  one 
called  who  was  in  any  way  directly  con- 
nected with  the  Victualling  Establish- 
ment, and  therefore,  so  far  as  the  Re- 
port of  the  Select  Committee  related  to 
this  particular  Vote,  it  was  really  no 
guide  to  hon.  Members. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.)  said,  he  was  not  surprised 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  had  made  these 
observations,    because    in    the    Select 


Committee  he  was  one  of  a  small 
minority  which  took  the  line  he  had 
now  adopted.  There  was  no  doubt 
a  great  deal  connected  with  the  account- 
keeping  in  the  Victualling  Department 
which  had  yet  to  be  inquired  into  by 
the  Public  Accounts'  Committee ;  but  he 
certainly  thought  the  Select  Committee 
received  enough  evidence  to  justify  the 
Committee  in  giving  the  Admiralty  the 
money  now  asked  for.  It  was  a  matter 
of  notoriety  that  the  victualling  work  of 
the  Navv  was,  perhaps,  the  best  done  of 
any  work  in  the  Public  Service  of  the 
country. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD 
(Marylebone^  E.)  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Mem'ber  for  Mid  Cork  {Dr.  Tanner) 
would  not  press  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress.  He  did  not  think  that  any 
Member  who  sat  on  the  Select  Commit- 
tee would  say  that  he  was  an  agreeable 
Member  of  that  Committee.  When  he 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford)  was  at  the  Ad- 
miralty the  victualling  was  directly  under 
his  own  charge.  He  did  not  for  one 
moment  wish  the  Committee  to  think  that 
for  that  reason  he  was  satisfied.  There 
were  several  things  directly  under  his 
charge  with  which  he  was  most  dissatis- 
fied. But,  as  far  as  his  private  know- 
ledge went,  he  believed  that  the  victual- 
ling of  the  Navy  was  about  the  best  Ser- 
vice we  had  got.  The  country  certainly 
got,  in  regard  to  victualling,  value  for 
its  money.  It  was  perfectly  true,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Hanbury)  had  said,  that  there  were 
very  few  witnesses  called  before  the 
Select  Committee  in  respect  to  this  Vote. 
The  reason  of  that  was  that  the  Com- 
mittee got  all  they  wanted  to  get  out  of 
the  witnesses  who  were  called.  The 
evidence  was  most  satisfactory,  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  press  his  Motion. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton)  said,  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  the 
Member  for  East  Marylebone  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford)  had  just  told  them 
that  the  country  got  value  for  its 
money— 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD :  In 
respect  to  this  Vote. 

Mr.  CREMER  said,  he  should  like 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  to  tell  them 
whether  the  Report  was  true  that  men 
were  to  be  found  who  lived  by  buying 
surplus  stores  of  vessels  ? 
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The  chairman  said,  that  at 
present  the  Motion  before  the  Committee 
was  to  report  Progress.  This  Vote 
could  not  be  discussed  until  that  Motion 
was  withdrawn. 

Dr.  tanner  said,  that,  after  the 
request  made  by  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  (Lord  Charles  Beresford),  he  should 
certainly  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the 
Motion.  At  the  same  time,  he  hoped 
that  the  Committee  would  thoroughly 
understand  his  motive  in  making  the 
Motion.  That,  in  his  opinion,  was  a 
Vote  of  great  importance,  and  it  was  as 
well  that  it  should  not  pass  without  com- 
ment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  CREMER  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
what  was  done  with  the  surplus  stores 
of  vessels  when  they  returnea  from  sea 
and  were  paid  oif?  The  allegation 
current  at  our  chief  naval  stations  was 
that  there  existed  a  class  of  men  who 
lived  by  buying  from  the  Government 
the  surplus  stores  of  vessels,  such  stores, 
for  instance,  as  wine,  spirits,  beer,  and 
tinned  meats.  It  was  said  that,  instead 
of  these  goods  being  transferred  to  other 
vessels,  they  were  disposed  of  at  a  half 
and  sometimes  two-thirds  less  price  than 
had  been  paid  for  them,  that  they  were 
retained  for  a  time  by  the  men  who  made 
a  living  in  this  way,  and  then  re-sold  to 
the  Government  for  victualling  other 
ships  at  the  prices  originally  paid  for 
them.  He  wished  to  know  from  the 
Government  whether  this  system  really 
did  prevail  in  our  naval  depots,  because, 
if  it  did,  he  could  not  concur  in  the  state- 
ment just  made  that  the  nation  got 
value  for  its  money  ?  Any  commercial 
firm  that  had  to  make  purchases  and 
found  surplus  stores  in  vessels  coming 
home  would  transfer  them  to  other  ships. 
That,  however,  did  not  seem  to  be  the 
case  with  the  Government,  and  he  had 
frequently  heard  it  stated  at  the  Ports- 
mouth and  Plymouth  Stations  that  there 
was  a  class  of  men  who  lived  well,  and 
sometimes  realized  large  fortunes,  by  the 
purchase  of  stores  under  the  conditions 
he  had  mentioned. 

Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  S.)  said, 
that,  as  a  Member  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Navy  Estimates,  he  should  like  to 
say  a  word  upon  this  Yote.    He  had 


paid  great  attention  to  the  evidence 
given,  and  was  satisfied  with  it.  He 
looked  at  the  result,  and  it  was  with  an 
experienced  eye,  for  he  was  a  shipowner 
himself  and  knew  something  about  the 
cost  of  victualling  men.  He  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  the  victualling  was 
done  by  the  Government  on  most 
economical  terms.  The  cost  to  the 
Government  was  Is,  \^d.  per  man  per 
day,  a  result  which  he,  as  a  private  ship- 
owner, never  hoped  to  arrive  at.  It  was 
a  result  which  he  was  sure  could  only 
be  arrived  at  by  the  exercise  of  the 
greatest  economy  in  the  purchase  of 
stores,  and  in  the  manner  in  which  they 
were  used.  He  had  particularly  noted 
the  evidence  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  accounts  were  kept,  and  the  com- 
parison drawn  as  to  the  amount  of 
stores  served  out  for  the  men  and  the 
actual  consumption,  and  he  could  only 
say  that  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  with 
that  evidence.  Any  system  which  gave 
such  a  good  result  as  that  which  he 
was  describing  was  one  which  ought  to 
give  unmitigated  satisfaction  to  the  tax- 
payers of  the  country  at  large. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport)  said,  he 
was  always  glad  to  hear  when  there  had 
been  any  economy  effected  in  the  Ser- 
vice ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
economy  in  the  matter  of  victuals  given 
to  the  men — economy  in  provisions — was 
not  always  very  wise.  He  did  not  say 
that  the  Government  had  not  been  pru- 
dent in  this  matter ;  but  he  should  like 
to  have  some  explanation  of  one  or  two 
particulars  of  this  Vote.  He  found  that 
there  were  large  savings  made  in  the 
amount  for  victualling  the  Fleet.  There 
was  a  reduction  of  £53,000  upon  the 
provisions  supplied  to  crews,  and  of 
£59,000  for  seamen's  clothing,  soap,  and 
tobacco.  There  was  also  incidentally  a 
reduction  of  £3,000  in  the  amount  of 
relief  given  to  men  in  hospital.  So 
that  under  the  headings  of  provisions  and 
clothing  in  the  Fleet  and  hospitals  they 
had  a  reduction  of  £115,000  this  year 
over  what  it  was  last  year.  He  did  not 
see  any  explanation  of  that  in  the  Esti- 
mates. These  Estimates  were  framed  in 
rather  a  new  way,  and  he  (Captain 
Price)  and  others  had  not  yet  been  able 
to  grasp  their  peculiarities.  In  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  number  of  men  in  the 
Fleet  was  reduced  by  only  1 00,  he  should 
like  to  know  what  this  reduction  for  pro- 
visions and  clothing  meant  ?    Though, 
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there  was  this  large  decrease  in  the  cost 
of  proyisions  and  clothing,  there  was  a 
aatisfactorj  increase  in  the  amount  paid 
to  the  men  in  lieu  of  provisions  not  taken 
out.  How  were  they  to  reconcile  these 
two  lacts  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Forwood)  (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk)  said,  that  in  reply  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Haggerston  Division  of  Shoreditch  (Mr. 
Cremer),  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  course  pursued  was  this. 
When  vessels  returned  from  their  com- 
missions, the  stores  on  board  were  exa- 
mined by  a  board  of  officers  to  see  if 
they  were  in  such  a  condition  that  it 
would  be  wise  to  put  them  on  other 
vessels  going  away  on  long  commissions. 
The  stores  of  themselves  might  not  be 
actually  unserviceable,  but  they  might- 
be  in  such  a  condition  that  it  would  not 
be  wise  to  put  them  on  vessels  that 
might  be  g^ing  on  long  voyages  in 
tropical  seas ;  therefore,  those  stores 
which  were  not  considered  fit  for  re- 
shipment  on  examination  by  the  board 
of  officers  were  sold.  The  prices  realized 
for  these  stores  were  very  often  very 
good  prices.  For  example,  biscuit  which 
cost  about  lOs.  6d,  per  cwt.,  now  sold  in 
the  way  he  described  at  8«.  or  9«.  per 
cwt. ;  but  the  stores  so  sold  were  never 
bought  again  into  the  Service.  It  was 
much  more  economical  to  sell  out  stores 
which  would  not  stand  a  long  sea-voyage, 
than  to  put  them  on  board  outwa»l- 
bound  ships,  because  they  might  become 
worthless  abroad.  It  was  better  to  exa- 
mine them  at  home  and  consume  them 
at  home  than  to  sell  them  abroad  where 
they  might  be,  perhaps,  of  the  very 
smallest  value.  Then,  as  to  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Devonport  (Oaptain 
Price),  there  was  considerable  reduction, 
as  he  pointed  out,  in  the  clothing  and 
food ;  but  that  arose  from  the  fact  that 
they  had  a  larger  stock  than  usual  on 
hand  at  the  end  of  the  last  financial 
year.  After  making  allowance  for  the 
increased  stock  they  wore  able  to  buy  out 
of  the  economies  of  last  year,  there  was 
no  necessity  for  such  large  purchases  to 
be  made  this  year  as  there  was  last 
year. 

Mb.  E.  W.  duff  (Banffshire)  said, 
he  did  not  rise  to  offer  any  observations 
as  to  this  Vote  ;  but  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Jjord  the  First 


Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  to  the  fact  that  a  great  many 
of  the  items  of  this  Vote  were  under  the 
control  of  the  Accountant  General  of  the 
Navy.  They  had  had  some  difficulty  in 
Committee  in  ascertaining  what  the 
duties  of  the  Accountant  General  of  the 
Navy  were,  and  he  (Mr.  E.  W.  Duff) 
wished  to  inquire  what  steps  the  Navy 
intended  to  take  to  carry  out  the  Eeport 
of  the  Committee  ? 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
the  Eeport  alluded  to  called  attention  to 
the  different  interpretations  put  by  them- 
selves and  the  Navy  on  these  duties. 
The  Eeport  suggested  that  the  matter 
was  one  which  should  immediately  oc- 
cupy the  attention  of  the  Government, 
and  that  the  Government  should,  as  soon 
as  possible,  come  to  some  decision  upon 
it.  Well,  the  question  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government,  and  in 
a  very  short  time  a  final  conclusion  on 
the  points  at  issue  would  be  arrived  at. 
The  Vote  was  under  the  control  of  the 
Junior  Naval  Lord. 

Mr.  E.  W.  duff  said,  he  referred 
to  the  first  item,  Salaries  and  Allow- 
ances. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
yes ;  the  administration  of  the  Vote  was 
under  the  Junior  Naval  Lord. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
said,  as  he  understood  it,  the  Govern- 
ment were  endeavouring  to  bring  about 
a  solution  of  that  question.  Did  the 
noble  Lord  hope  soon  that  a  final  con- 
clusion would  be  come  to  f 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON :  Tea. 

Lord  CHAELES  BEEESFOED 
asked,  would  the  noble  Lord  give  the 
Committee  a  definite  assurance  that  the 
position  of  the  Accountant  General  in 
the  Navy 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  Order,  order ! 
The  question  is  quite  irrelevant  to  this 
Vote. 

Da.  TANNEE  said,  he  thought  that 
the  Committee  should  be  enlightened  on 
one  or  two  points — upon  points  which 
happened  to  be  under  discussion  in  the 
Committee  upstairs  on  those  d^s  when 
he  happened  not  to  be  present.  He  might 
say,  for  the  purpose  of  putting  himself 
right  with  the  Committee,  that  he  found 
great  difficulty  in  attending  the  meetings 
of  the  Select  Committee.  The  main 
difficulty  was  that  he  was  on  another 
Select  Committee  which  sat  on  the  same 
day  and  at  the  samo  hour,  and  hon. 
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Gentlemen  would  admit  that  Members 
were  not  now*a-day8,  like  Sir  Boyle 
Boche's  bird,  able  to  be  in  two  places  at 
one  time.  There  were  some  points  which 
deserved  special  consideration)  notably 
item  **I"  for  beer  money.  They  all 
knew  the  great  partiality  of  the  present 
Government  for  beer,  and  when  anyone 
took  up  these  Estimates  and  looked 
into  them,  they  found  that  their  liking 
for  beer  and  their  desires  in  favour  of 
the  people  who  produced  beer  took  a 

Practical  shape.  They  found  that  the 
eer  money  allowed  to  the  Marines  on 
shore  amounted  to  £7,250,  which  was  an 
increase  on  the  Vote  for  last  year.  Ho 
found  in  every  other  item  that,  where- 
over  there  was  any  possibility  of  cutting 
down,  the  Department  had  cut  down.  It 
was  only  this  individual  item — and  to 
this  he  wished  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Oooker- 
mouth  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) — which  had 
increased,  and  the  addition  this  year  was 
some  £250.  What  followed  ?  Why  the 
very  next  item,  the  excess  account  for 
bread  and  meat — which  he  supposed 
were  necessary  commodities  even  to 
Marines — beyond  the  A\d,  a  day  charged 
for  the  combined  ration,  was  £2,700, 
althoughlastyear  it  amounted  to  £4,850. 
He  thought  some  explanation  of  these 
items  was  absolutely  necessary.  How 
did  they  come  to  be  set  down  in  this 
way  ?  Were  the  men  to  be  starved  in 
order  that  the  publicans  might  prosper 
•—were  they  to  get  less  meat  and  bread 
in  order  tiiat  they  might  have  extra 
rations  of  porter  ?  He  hoped  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  that  House  who  had  forced  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  drop  the 
Licensing  Glauses  of  an  important  Bill 
DOW  before  the  House  would  take  this 
matter  up  and  demand  an  explanation. 
They  would  get  that  explanation  just 
as  they  had  very  righteously  got  the 
Licensing  Clauses  dropped.  He  could 
not  understand  how  the  peculiarity  in 
the  Votes  to  which  he  called  attention 
occurred.  If  the  Government  fed  their 
sailors  and  marines  on  beer  and  porter, 
the  men  would  not  be  good  fighting  men, 
especially  if  at  the  same  time  the  Go- 
vernment cut  down  what  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  them — namely,  bread  and 
meat.  If  he  did  not  receive  a  satisfac- 
tory explanation  from  the  noble  Lord, 
he  should  find  it  necessary  to  move  the 
reduction  in  the  excess  money  spent  in 
this  way. 

Dr,  Tanner 


Oaptain  FEICE  said,  ho  should  like 
to  have  a  satisfactory  explanation  of 
these  differences.  The  amount  of  stores 
used  afloat  and  ashore  was  about  the 
same  this  year  as  last  year ;  but  he  un- 
derstood they  had  a  decrease  of  £  1 15,000 
in  the  charge.  They  had  bought 
£115,000  worth  of  stores  less  this  year 
than  last  year.  That  was  a  larg^  sum, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  Committee 
would  hear  that  that  was  a  satisfactory 
state  of  things.  He  hoped  it  did  not 
arise  from  any  depletion  of  the  autho- 
rized establishment,  though  that  might 
account  for  a  large  decrease  in  the 
amount  of  stores  purchased.  They  had 
heard  before  of  such  things  as  stores 
being  depleted  in  order  to  show  a  saving 
in  the  Estimates. 

Mb.  FORWOOD  said,  they  had 
savings  last  year  in  the  matter  of  stores 
and  clothing,  and  concluded  the  year  in 
possession  of  excesses  over  the  autho- 
rized establishment.  That  fact  obviated 
the  necessity  of  their  having  to  buy  the 
customary  quantity  in  the  coming  year. 
During  the  coming  year  thoy  would 
maintain  the  establishment. 

Captain  FRICE  asked  what  was  the 
authorized  establishment?  There  was 
nothing  in  the  Estimates  to  show  it. 
There  was  no  stock-taking,  and  nothing, 
therefore,  to  show  what  stock  the  Govern- 
ment had  last  year  and  what  they  had 
now. 

Db.  tanner  said,  that  perhaps  it 
would  be  of  benefit,  in  connection  with 
this  Vote,  especially  to  help  the  House 
to  understand  the  amount  of  stock  in 
hand,  if  these  Votes  were  arranged  some- 
what in  the  method  of  the  Army  Votes 
which  had  been  under  consideration  that 
evening. 

Mb.  FORWOOD  said,  stock  was 
taken  every  year  to  ascertain  the 
quantity  of  victuals  in  hand ;  but  it  had 
not  been  customary  for  some  years  past 
to  place  a  value  upon  that  stock.  How- 
ever, he  was  in  hopes  that  by  the 
arrangement  recently  made  they  would 
be  able  to  show,  not  only  the  quantity  of 
stock  in  hand,  but  also  its  value. 

Oaptaiit  FRICE  :    In  the  Estimates  ? 

Mb.  FORWOOD :  Yes ;  in  the  Esti- 
mates. Then  as  to  the  authorized  estab- 
lishment, that  varied  according  to  the 
Victualling  Yards,  and  according  to  the 
demands  of  the  Service.  The  amount  of 
stores  was  provided  upon  a  regular 
bftsis  according  to  the  consumption  and 
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the  number  of  men  maintained.  The 
increase  in  the  item  for  beer  was  due  to 
the  increase  in  the  number  of  men  re- 
ceiving beer  money. 

Dr.  tanner  said,  he  should  like  to 
understand  this  matter.  Did  he  under- 
stand the  hon.  Member  to  mean  that 
there  were  more  Marines  ? 

Mr.  for  wood  :  Yes ;  on  shore. 

Dr.  TANNER:  More  Marines  on 
shore  this  year  than  there  have  been 
before  ? 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  Yes. 

Dr.  TANNER :  And,  therefore,  you 
have  an  increase  in  this  money  ? 

Mr.  FORWOOD :  Yes. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Then,  in  respect  to 
the  reduction  in  the  item  for  bread  and 
meat,  is  it  due  to  a  falling-off  in  the 
price  of  those  commodities  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
the  beer  money  was  for  the  Marines 
who  would  be  on  shore.  Last  year  the 
amount  was  estimated  at  £7,000,  and 
that  estimate  was  more  or  less  correct. 
This  year  there  would  be  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  Marines  on  shore,  and  con- 
sequently there  was  an  increase  of  £250 
put  down  in  respect  of  the  increased 
amount  of  beer  they  would  consume. 
As  to  bread  and  meat,  the  falling-off  in 
this  excess  expenditure  was  owing  to 
the  contracts  made  for  supply,  these 
being  lower  this  year  than  they  were 
last  year.  This  decrease  accounted  for 
the  difference  between  £2,700  and 
£4,800. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  that  as  to  the  answer 
given  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Forwood) 
just  now,  when  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Devonport  (Oaptain  Price) 
asked  a  question  as  to  the  reduction  in 
the  charge  for  victuals  in  the  present 
year's  accounts,  he  was  informed  that 
an  abnormal  quantity  had  been  pur- 
chased in  the  previous  year,  and  that 
that  purchase  had  been  effected  by 
using  certain  savings.  He  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  desired  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  those  savings  were  obtained 
upon  the  Naval  Vote,  or  whether  they 
were  obtained  upon  other  Votes,  be- 
cause if  they  were  obtained  upon  the 
Victualling  Vote  of  the  Navy  it  was  clear 
that  the  Victualling  Vote  must  have  been 
largely  in  excess  of  the  requirements, 
otherwise  there  would  not  have  been  an 


abnormal  amount  of  stock  in  hand  at 
the  end  of  the  financial  year.  And  then, 
if  the  savings  were  made  upon  other 
Votes,  they  came  upon  an  important  ques- 
tion as  to  the  financial  aaministration 
of  the  Admiralty.  If  the  Navy  was  to 
be  allowed  to  obtain  for  any  one  of  half- 
a-dozen  different  purposes  or  services 
money  which  was  not  required  for  those 
services,  and  was  to  be  able  to  divert 
the  money  so  obtained  without  the 
knowledge  of  Parliament  to  the  pur- 
chase of  stores  in  excess  of  the  amount 
which  the  Department  had  claimed  from 
Parliament  in  the  first  instance  for  the 
purchase  of  these  stores,  he  contended 
that  the  control  of  Parliament  over  this 
expenditure  was  shown  to  be  altogether 
illusory.  The  question  of  the  applica- 
tion of  the  savings  on  these  different 
Votes  really  did  involve  the  question  of 
the  financial  arrangements  of  the  De- 
partment generally.  He  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty if  he  would  be  able  to  supple- 
ment the  answer  given  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
by  saying  whether  these  savings  were 
obtained  from  the  Victualling  Vote  or 
from  other  Votes  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  a  certain  proportion  of  the  sum  in 
question  was  from  savings  on  this  par- 
ticular Vote,  and  a  certain  proportion, 
was  under  other  Votes  ;  but  as  the  hon. 
Member  was  aware  that  no  appropria- 
tion of  savings  under  any  Vote  could  be 
devoted  to  a  purpose  other  than  that  for 
which  it  was  originally  asked,  except 
with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  there- 
fore care  had  been  taken  to  obtain 
that  sanction.  He  admitted  that  if  the 
practice  of  asking  for  more  money  than 
was  required  in  order  afterwards  to  ob- 
tain the  sanction  of  the  Treasury  to  de- 
vote the  money  to  other  purposes  than 
that  of  the  Vote  were  countenanced 
proper  control  over  the  money  voted 
would  not  be  exercised  by  Parliament. 
But  the  hon.  Member  would  see  that  no 
Department  ooald  exactly  estimate  its 
wants  at  the  beginning  of  the  year. 
Very  often  great  waste  occurred  when  a 
Department  was  forced  to  surrender  a 
considerable  amount  of  savings  at  the 
end  of  the  year  over  which  it  should 
have  control.  When  they  had  to  pur- 
chase stores  for  ships  in  the  course  of 
construction  the  optional  power  which 
the  Treasury  exercised  of  giving  sano« 
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tion  from  time  to  time  to  the  use  of 
savings  was  yery  much  to  the  benefit  of 
the  Public  Sernce;  but  the  matter 
always  came  under  the  cognizance  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  and  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General.  The 
Committee  might  rest  assured  that 
ample  safeguards  were  adopted  in  these 
matters. 

Mk.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  it 
was  true    that   very    long    afterwards 
there  was  made  to  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  a  report  of  the  savings  under 
each  head  of  the  Estimate,  and  of  the 
excess  also  under  each  head,  and  that 
there    was    a    balance     struck    which 
showed  the  total  excess  or  saving  on 
each  particular  Vote;  but  that  was  so 
long  after  the  event  that  for  all  pur- 
poses ofpractical  control  it  was  worth- 
less.     What  he  would  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  do  in  the  pre- 
sent instance  would  be  to  show,  or  to 
give  to  the  House  figures  showing,  the 
amount  of  savings  on  large  Votes  that 
were  drawn  upon  for  the  purpose  now 
under  discussion,   and  what    was    the 
amount    saved   under    the  Victualling 
Vote  itself.    It  would  be  perfectly  clear 
to  hon.  Members,  if  they  would  reflect 
for  a  moment,  that  if  the  transfer  of 
savings  on  different  Votes   was  to  be 
made  merely  on  the  sanction  of  the  Trea- 
sury— on  permission  given  in  a  general 
form — there  was  nothing  to  prevent  a 
Department  from  appropriating  money 
voted  by  Parliament  for  a  purpose  or 
for  purposes  which  could  never  be  pro- 
perly traced  in  the  Parliamentary  ac- 
counts.    It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor   General 
brought  this  question  before  the  notice 
of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  but 
he  did  not  do  it  in  such  a  way  as  to 
show  what  were  the  specific  items  in 
regard  to  which  the  expense  had  been 
incurred — he  merely  reported  as  to  the 
total  expenditure,  what  were  the  origi- 
nal items  and  which  were  the  new  items 
he  was  not  concerned  with,   and    the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  never  knew. 
If  they  were  to  have  a  proper  control 
over  the  funds  of  the  Admiralty  or  the 
War  Office,  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  before  the  consent  of  the  Treasury 
was  obtained  for  the  appropriation  of  a 
saving  effected  under  one  head  of  ex- 
penditure to  another  head  of  expendi- 
ture, the  reason  of  the  excess  and  the 
manner  of  the  saving  should  be  set  forth 
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in  detail,  and  those  details  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament.  He  did  not  think 
that  was  too  much  to  ask,  and  he  was 
sure  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  would  not  object  to  this 
so  far  as  his  Department  was  concerned. 

LoBD  GEOBGE  HAMILTON  said,  he 
was  afraid  he  could  not  give  the  exact 
saving  on  this  particular  Vote  last  year, 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  would  put  a 
question  to  him  on  Beport  he  would  be 
very  glad  to  give  him  all  the  informa- 
tion in  his  power. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall.  Cam- 
borne) said,  that,  however  satisfactory 
the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  might  be 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  he 
did  not  think  the  Committee  at  large 
would  hold  it  to  be  satisfactory.  He 
thought  they  had  a  right  to  ask  that 
the  details  of  these  savings  should 
be  set  before  them  before  they  voted 
this  money  in  Committee.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers were  sent  there  as  guardians  of  the 
public  purse,  in  order  to  see  that  these 
accounts  were  correct.  He  had  long 
ago  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates  were,  as  was 
once  said,  ''things  which  no  fellow 
could  understand."  They  had  heard, 
at  all  events,  that  night,  that  those  best 
qualified  to  judge  did  not  know  any- 
thing about  them,  so  that  it  was  useless 
for  him  (Mr.  Conybeare)  to  endeavour 
to  fathom  those  mysteries.  At  any  rate, 
it  would  be  still  less  possible  to  under- 
stand those  Votes  if  the  noble  Lord, 
and  those  responsible  for  them,  did  not 
give  them  all  the  information  in  their 

Sower.  It  seemed  to  him  in  the  highest 
egree  essential  that  such  information 
should  be  forthcoming,  and  that  the 
Committee  should  not  be  told  to  wait 
for  it  until  the  Votes  were  passed  and 
the  Beport  stage  was  reached.  He  was 
not  going  to  follow  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  into  the  general 
question  of  waste ;  but  he  would  like  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the 
Vote  one  or  two  questions  about  some 
matters  which  had  been  brought  under 
his  own  cognizance.  In  the  first  in- 
stance, with  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  waste  of  stores.  He  could  only  say 
he  believed,  irom  the  enormous  quan- 
tity of  material,  whether  in  the  form 
of  boots,  clothing,  accoutrements,  or 
equipments  for  the  Army,  which  he 
hi^  se^n  exposed  for  S4I9  in  tl^iq  pountry 
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and  eUewbere— and  seemingly  not  in 
respect  of  the  faulty  character  of  the 
articles — that  there  must  be  enormous 
waste,  and  he  would  ask  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he 
could  throw  any  light  on  the  matter  ? 
He  wished  to  know  how  it  was  that  such 
enormous  quantities  of  articles  which 
had  eridently  been  issued  for  Govern- 
ment  yards  could  find  their  way  into  the 
shops — such  enormous  quantities  as  he 
had  seen  offered  for  sale  in  the  course  of 
his  journeyings  in  Southern  parts  ?  It 
could  not  be  said  that  these  articles  were 
second  hand — they  had  every  appear- 
ance of  being  new,  and  of  having  got 
out  of  Government  yards  in  some 
mysterious  fashion  into  the  Kaffir  stores 
and  some  other  strange  quarters  in  South 
Africa,  and,  he  supposed,  in  other  parts 
of  the  world  also.  The  question  of 
boots  had  come  under  his  notice  espe- 
cially in  connection  with  this  point. 
They  were  able  to  purchase  these 
Government-made  boots  at  a  ridiculously 
small  price  in  all  sorts  of  places.  He 
knew  a  shop,  not  far  from  where  they 
were  now  sitting,  where  they  could  pur- 
chase any  number  of  these  boots.  He 
had  happened  to  come  across  a  gentle- 
man some  little  time  ago  who  was  able 
to  throw  some  light  upon  this  subject, 
and  this  gentleman  had  told  him  that  one 
reason  for  this  extraordinary  and  abomi- 
nable waste  of  articles  of  clothing  sup- 
plied to  the  Army  and  Navy  was  the 
faulty  character  of  the  inspection.  There 
were  inspectors  who  might  be  appointed 
because  they  knew  everything  or  be- 
cause they  knew  nothing  in  connection 
with  the  supply  of  boots  and  shoes  in 
the  Navy,  and  he  believed  it  was  the 
same  in  the  Army.  These  men  would 
go  round  and  declare,  in  the  most 
superficial  manner,  whole  tons  of  fairly 
good  articles  condemned  because,  per- 
haps, they  might  not  be  made  exactly 
according  to  their  particular  fad  or 
fancy — because  the  seam  of  a  boot  was 
a  little  too  much  to  the  right  or  to  the 
left,  and  such  like  reasons.  Everyone 
who  understood  anything  about  boot- 
making  knew  that  when  they  were 
made  in  wholesale  quantities  they  were 
made  exactly  the  same,  and  it  seemed 
to  him  absurd  when  they  got  them  at 
6d,  a- pair — as  they  had  been  led  to  be- 
lieve lately  that  some  Boards  of  Guar* 
dians  procured  them — those  boots  should 
be  thrown  upon  the  n^arket  and  wasted 


for  no  earthly  reason  but  because  they 
had  not  happened  to  square  with  the 
particular  view  of  the  individual  who 
was  given  the  control  of  the  whole  mat- 
ter, and  who  very  likely  knew  nothing 
whatever  about  boot-making.  There 
was  another  question,  in  reference  to 
beer  money,  which  had  been  referred 
to.  He  thought  this  beer  money  was 
money  supplied  to  the  men  in  lieu  of 
beer.  He  should  like  to  know  if  he  was 
right  or  not  ?  From  what  was  said  just 
now  it  appeared  to  him  that  this  money 
was  supplied  to  the  men  to  provide  them 
with  extra  beer.  If  that  were  the  case 
he  should  certainly  object  to  the  item, 
and  in  order  to  elicit  further  information 
on  the  matter  he  begged  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Yote  by  £250. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £956,150, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — (Jfr. 
Canyheare.) 

Ma.  FOEWOOD  said,  that  this  was 
money  paid  to  the  men  in  lieu  of  beer. 
As  to  the  remarks  which  had  been  made 
with  regard  to  the  waste  of  stores,  it  would 
be  satisfactory  to  the  hon .  Member  to  learn 
that  the  total  loss  of  stores  by  waste  and 
condemnation  in  the  Navy  had  not 
amounted  to  more  than  1  per  cent  with- 
out deducting  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of 
old  stores.  It  was  impossible  to  put  a  full 
statement  before  the  House  as  to  the 
past  year,  because  the  accounts  had  not 
yet  come  in  from  all  parts  of  the  world. 
It  took  six  months  for  them  all  to  come 
in,  and  they  could  not  be  known  till  the 
end  of  September.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Db.  tanner  said,  that  he  also 
would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
withdraw  the  Motion,  as  there  was 
another  item  which  he  (Dr.  Tanner) 
woidd  like  to  get  some  explanation 
of. 

Mr.  OONYBEARE  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  stand  between  the  Committee 
and  the  Yote,  but  he  had  a  very  im- 
portant question  relating  to  a  matter 
upon  which  he  had  questioned  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty upon  another  Vote.  It  was  in 
regard  to  the  Island  of  Ascension — and 
he  saw  here  an  item  for  live  stock  in 
that  Island.  The  noble  Lord  would 
remember  that  he  (Mr.  Oonybeare)  had 
abstained  from  going  into  that  matter 
on  the  last  occasion.     He  would  now. 
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claim  the  right  to  put  before  the  noble 

Lord  oertain  facts 

Mb.  AIRD(Paddington,  N.):  I  claim 
to  move,  '^That  the  Question  be  now 
put." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  Looking  at  the  hour  (one 
minute  to  12),  might  1  ask  that  the 
whole  Vote  be  taken  now  ?  Any  infor- 
mation the  hon.  Member  desires  can  be 
given  on  Report. 

Db.  tanner  said,  he  begged  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £3,000 
in  respect  of  the  cost  of  the  Island  of 
Ascension.  He  would  move  this  reduc- 
tion in  order  to  give  full  facilities  for 
discussing  the  question. 

Me.  AIRD  :  I  claim  to  move,  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

The  chairman  :  The  Question  is 
that  the  Question  be  now  put. 

Db.  tanner  (seated,  and  with  his 
hat  on) :  Might  I  ask  you,  Sir,  what  is 
the  Question  to  be  put  ?  I  have  moved 
an  Amendment. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  impossible 
to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman  seated, 
except  on  a  point  of  Order. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  198; 
Noes  85:  Majority  113. — (Div.  List, 
No.  173.) 

Original  Question  put  accordingly,  and 
agreed  to. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  asked,  when  the 
Gbvernment  proposed  to  take  the  next 
stage  of  the  Yote  ?  In  asking  that,  he 
wished  to  point  out  tho  exceedingly 
shabby  manner  in  which  he  had  been 
treated. 

Mb.  speaker  :     Order,  Order ! 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  continued  :  He 
had  been  distinctly  asked,  when  he 
raised  the  question  of  the  Island  of 
Ascension,  to  postpone  discussion  to  this 
Yote;  and  when  the  Yote  came  on,  and  he 
was  about  to  place  his  views  before  the 
Committee,  the  question  was  promptly 
closured.  Before  that  the  Government 
professed  themselves  willing  to  give 
ample  time  for  the  discussion  of  the 
subject,  and  he  now  asked  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  an  opportunity  on  the 
Report  stafi^e,  taking  that  stage  before 
12  o'clock  f 

JfVv  Can^Uare 


The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
it  was  intended  to  take  the  Report  stage 
on  the  following  evening,  but  if  it  was 
not  reached  before  12  o'clock  it  would 
be  postponed  to  a  later  day. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrou)., 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  2)  BILL. 
(Mr.  Courtney ^  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ^ 

Mr,  Jacktofi.) 
SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  said,  before  the  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  he  should  like  to  know 
something  about  it.  The  Consolidated 
Fund  appeared  to  be  a  mysterious 
entity,  which  had  always  perplexed  the 
minds  of  Members.  Whenever  they 
asked  to  have  some  control  over  Bills  in 
relation  to  it,  they  were  told  they  were 
unable  by  Rule  to  have  such  control. 
The  present  Bill  proposed  that  the  sum 
of  £5,500,000  or  more  should  be  issued 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  meet 
the  expenses  of  the  Services  for  the  year 
ending  March  31,  1889,  and  it  also 
gave  borrowing  powers  to  the  Commis- 
sioners in  relation  to  the  said  sum.  It 
was  important  that  the  House,  in  view 
of  the  growing  practice  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  upon  themselves  to  closure 
discussions  on  the  Yotes  in  Committee, 
when  a  Bill  of  that  kind  was  brought 
forward,  should  exercise  the  right  of 
requiring  some  explanation,  and,  if  need 
be,  of  criticism. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N)  said, 
a  few  words  should  satisfy  the  hon. 
Member.  The  Bill  merely  gave  effect 
to  the  Resolutions  already  passed,  and 
enabled  the  money  already  voted  by  the 
House  for  the  service  of  the  year  to 
issue  from  the  Consolidated  Fund.  It 
was  one  of  the  necessary  stages  of  these 
financial  transactions  on  purely  formal 
matter ;  but  he  would  be  doing  an  in- 
justice to  the  hon.  Member  if  he  were 
to  assume  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
not  perfectly  well  acquainted  with  that. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


d^7        land  law  (Ireland)         {June  H,  1688}  Act  (188?)  Amendment  Bill.  938 

Bill  read  a  second  timei  and  eommitied  concerned,  there  was  no  objection  to 

for  To-morrow.  this  stage. 

LUNACY     ACTS     AMENDMENT    BILL  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

[Lorrf*.]-[BiLL  228.]  Bill  coneidered  in  Committee. 

{Mr.  Secretary  Matthews.)  ^^^  Committee.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read.  ^^'^^^  ^  ^^^^^  *^*^®  '^"^  construction). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  Committee    report    Progress ;   to  sit 

"  That  the  Second  Heading  be  deferred  ag^^^  To-morrow. 
till  Thursday  next." 

Da.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said,  LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT  (1887) 

he  desired  to  know  if  there  was  really  AMENDMENT  BILL, 

any  intention  of  taking  the  BiU  on  the  oonsidbration  of   lobds'  amendments. 

day  mentioned?  It  presented  a  subject  in  t     :i  .  *         -i                i             .,      ^ 

which  a  great  number  of  Members  were  ^..  Amendments  to  be  considered 

interested,  notably  Members  connected  f^thwxth. 

with  the  Medical  Profession.  Lords  Amendments  considered. 

The   SOLICITOE    GENERAL  (Sir  jy        ,    ,.       ^    ♦    i              ^  /• 

Edwaiid  Clarke)  (Plymouth)  said,  he  ,,  ^""^^  }\^'?^  ,]^*  ^-ItT  a^    ^5^?" 

did  not  understand  that  there  was  any  :<^o°««^^      ^  "  notwilJistanding,"  in 

contention  on  the  question  of  principle  J^'J^.^^'  iV      m*^  insert -has  been  es- 

He  hoped  to  bring  the  Bill  upon  Thurs-  J?^^*!^?^^^  T  f  "f  «^*)f^^«*f  7  ^^^^ 

day,  or,  at  aU  events,  to  find  another  Court  'the   first  Amendment,  read  a 

opportunity  then.  ^^^^'^^  *^°^^- 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam-  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 

borne)  said,  many  questions   arose  in  said,  there  was  one  suggestion  he  should 

relation  to  the  Bill.  like  to  make,  to  add,  after   the  word 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  *'  evidence,"  the  words  '*  by  repute  or 

Second  Reading  (/.>r.ef  till  7%«r#rfay  ot^^erwise.';      The    words   -legal    eyi- 

j^Qj^l            _  dence      might   be  open   to  great   dif- 
ferences of  opinion.     He  thought  the 

SUPREME     COURT    OF     JUDICATURE  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 

(IRELAND)  ACT  (1887)  AMENDMENT  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  were  much 

BILL.— [Bill  281.1  better,  and  that  the  Court  should  have 

{Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  T.  M.  Htaly,  Mr.  Maurice  ^^^^  discretion  it  would   have  if   these 

Staly.)  words    were    inserted,  **by  repute  or 

otherwise."     He  admitted  it  involved  a 


COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 


nice  legal  point. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ,,  Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 

-That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  th^  "e^fe^^^e,"  to  insert  the  words.  -  by 

Chair.»-(i//aan...)  ^^f    ^'    otherwise."-(ifr.     T.    M. 

Mb.  EADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing-  ^ ^  ♦•                  a  urru  ^.,^.           ^ 

ton,  W.)  objected.                                 ^  ^  Question  proposed,  '•That  those  words 

Mb.  chance  (KUkenny,  8.)  asked  ^®  **'®'®  inserted, 

the  indulgence  of  the  House  to  be  al-  Mb.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 

lowed  to  say  that  the  Bill,  which  was  said,  the  words  standing  were,    *'  evi- 

agreed    to    by    the    Oovemment,    was  dence  satisfactory  to  the  Court."     He 

simply  an  Amending  Bill  to  remove  a  did  not  pretend  to  be  a  lawyer ;  but  he 

technical  difficulty  which  placed  the  Court  thought  that  all  that  was  required  was 

of  Appeal  in  Ireland  in  a    somewhat  that  the  evidence    should    satisfy    the 

ridiculous  position,  and  there  could  be  Court.      One    effect    of    inserting    the 

no  reasonable  objection  to  it.     He  only  Amendment  would  be  to  delay  the  mea- 

asked  that  the  formal  stage    be  now  sure,  and  that  he  was  anxious  to  avoid, 

taken.  for  he  knew  that   in  view  of  the  Bill 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE-  many  appeals  had  been  held  over. 

LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  said, 

E.)  said,  so  far  as  the  Qovernment  were  the  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  was  that 
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flTidaace  before  tlie  Court  must  be  legal 
evidence,  and  on  that  ground  evidenoe 
by  repute  should  be  admissible. 

The  80L1CIT0B  GENERAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Maddkh)  (Dublin  Udi- 
versity)  said,  he  did  not  think  the  usual 
rules  of  evidence  should  be  altered  foi 
one  particular  Statute.  The  Lords' 
Amendment  appeared  to  bim  to  be 
quite  right ;  it  required  that  the  eTidenoe 
should  be  satisf  actory  to  the  Court — that 
was  to  say, evidence  that  would  ordioarily 
be  received  in  a  Court  of  Justice.  He 
did  not  tbink  that  tbey  ought  to  insert  a 

S'Ovision  altering  tbe  ordinary  Law  of 
vidence  on  the  point. 

Me.  MUEPHT(  Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
said,  he  thought  the  point  in  question 
ought  to  be  satisfaotorily  settled,  and  to 
give  the  opportunity  far  that  ha  would 
suggest  a  postponement. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  Mtrphy.) 

Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  it  would 
not  be  with  his  consent  the  debate 
sbould  be  adjourned. 

Mil.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  ap- 
pealed to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Murphy)  not  to  insist  on  that  Motion. 

Me.  T.  U.  HEALY  said,  from  the 
respect  he  had  for  the  hon.  Member,  be 
would  recommend  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Motion. 

Me.  MURPHY  assented. 

Motion,  by  leave,  leithdrmiin. 

Proposed  Amendment  to  Lords' 
Amendment,  by  leave,  loilhdraicn. 

Lords'  Amendment  agretd  to. 

Further  Amendment,  in  page  2,  line 
S,  to  leave  out  "  equitable,  and  insert 
"under  such  equitable  assignment," 
read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaed, 
"That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  iu  the  said  Amendment." 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  it  was  a 
most  UDsatisfactoiy  course  that  these 
Amendments  imported  into  the  Bill  by 
the  Lords  should  be  moved  without 
there  being  any  opportunity  of  judging 
the  effect.  He  had  always  protested 
against  such  a  course,  and  bought  some 
little  explanation  of  this  Amendment 
was  due  to  the  House. 

Me.  MADDEN  said,  the  Bill  was  in 
charge  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell). 
Mr.  i/aurict  Hialy 


Mb.  T.  W.  RtrSBELL  said,  for  his 
own  part,  be  could  not  see  that  the 
Amendment  madeany  change  whatever ; 
it  s«emed  to  him  just  a  oifFerenoe  of 
phraseology. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  thought  it  was  a  valid 
objection  that  had  been  raised.  For 
his  own  part,  be  always  objected  to 
taking  Lords'  Amendments  at  such  an 
unearthly  hour ;  they  were  always  altera- 
tions for  the  worse.  He  had  never 
known  the  Lords  improve  a  Bill.  ["  Oh, 
oh!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  might 
mention  that  he  communicated  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  U.  Healy)  during  the  afternoon, 
and  it  was  with  the  assent  of  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Ameadments  were  now 
taken.  As  to  the  Amendment  itself,  it 
was  for  the  House  to  judge. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  it  was  true 
tbe  hon.  Member  showed  him  the  first 
Amendment,  and  he  said  he  would  raise 
no  objection  to  it,  and  he  had  kept  his 
word ;  but,  as  regards  this  second 
Amendment,  he  never  heard  of  it  before, 
and  he  could  not  even  gather  what  it  re- 
ferred to.  Further,  he  did  not  know 
that  there  was  a  Member  ia  the  House 
who  knew  anything  about  it.  Waa  it 
worthy  of  the  House  of  Commcms  to 
pass  a  matter  of  the  kind  blindfold  f 

Me.  SPEAKER:  I  may  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that  if  he 
continues  to  object,  the  debate,  of  neces- 
sity, must  be  adjourned. 

Me.  MADDEN  said,  the  Bill  was  in 
charge  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite, 
but  the  phraseology  of  the  Bill  aa  it  left 
the  House,  and  as  it  would  be  with  the 
Amendment,  was  present  to  his  mind  ; 
and  though  he  would  give  what  explana- 
tion he  could,  if  the  House  desired,  it 
was  a  technical  matter,  and  if  there  waa 
a  wish  to  postpone  it  for  oonsideratioa 
the  Government  did  not  object.  ["No, 
no!"]  The  clause,  as  it  atood  originally, 
provided  that  the  word  "assignment" 
should  include  an  equitable  assign- 
ment for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill,  and 
then  went  on  to  provide  that  tbe  word 
"  lessee  "  should  include  the  person  equi- 
tably entitled  to  the  interest  under  the 
lease.  The  Amendments  of  the  Lords 
left  the  first  part  untouched,  providing 
that  an  equitable  assignment  should  be 
Deluded  for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill,  and 
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then  went  on  to  provide  that  the  word 
'*  lessee  "  should  include  the  person  en- 
titled under  such  assignment.  Instead 
of  the  words  ''equitably entitled  to  the 
interest  of  the  lease,"  thej  should  be 
'*  entitled  under  such  equitable  assign- 
ment.'' 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment,  in  page  2,  after 
"  1888,"  insert,  "The  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1887,  shall  be  read  as  if  this 
Act  were  incorporated  therewith." 

Mb.  madden  said,  he  thought  there 
would  hardly  be  any  objection  raised  to 
this. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five 
minutes  before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Friday^  22nd  June,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Sat  First  in  Parliament— The 
Lord  Ilawke,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

Public  Bills  —  Firat  Reading  —  Companies 
Clauses  Consolidation  Act  (1845)  Amend- 
ment* (170);  Distress  for  Rent  (Dublin)* 

(171). 

Second  Reading — Commtttee  negatived — Customs 
(Wine  Duty)  (169). 

Committee — Coroners  (36). 

Cofnmittee  —  Report  —  Local  Bankruptcy  (Ire- 
land) (93) ;  North  Sea  Fisheries  (158). 

Provisional  Order  Bills  —  Firet  Reading — 
Local  Government  (No,  8)*  (172);  Local 
Government  (No.  10)  •  (173) ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (No.  11)  •(174). 

Second  Reading-^GM  (No.  2}  •  (148) ;  Local 
Government  (Highways)  •  (149) ;  Local  Go- 
vernment (No.  7)*  (160);  Local  Govern- 
ment (Port)*  (151). 

Cofnmittee — Report — Local  Government  (No.  3)  • 
(139)  ;  Local  Government  (No.  4)  •  (140) ; 
Local  Government  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)* 
(141);  Tramways  (No.  1)  •  (143). 

india  —  hindoo  marriage  law  — 
rukhmabaps  case. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Bishop  of  CARLISLE  asked 
tlie  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  with 
reference  to  the  case  of  the  Hindoo  lady 
Hukhmabai,  Whether  it  was  coining 
home  by  way  of  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's 
Council  from  the  Government  of  India, 
or  whether  the  Government  of  India 


was  taking  any  steps  with  regard  to  it  ? 
The  case  involved  a  very  broad  question 
which  affected  not  only  the  unfortunate 
lady  herself,  who  had  been  put  into 
prison  because  she  refused  to  Uve  with 
her  husband,  to  whom  she  was  betrothed 
wben  a  child,  but  also  the  happiness  and 
domestic  life  of  all  Hindoo  women.  If 
the  noble  Yiscount  could  give  any  in- 
formation on  the  subject,  it  would  be 
very  acceptable. 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  We  have  no 
recent  information  regarding  Bukhma- 
bai's  case.  The  latest,  which  is  taken 
from  the  proceedings  sent  home  by  the 
Government  of  India,  relates  to  the 
issue  last  year  of  a  letter  from  that 
Gt>vemmentto  the  several  Local  Gt)vem- 
ments  as  to  proposed  amendments  of 
the  Civil  Procedure  Code,  1882,  in  its 
provisions  relating  to  the  execution  of 
decrees  for  restitution  of  conjugal  rights. 
We  are  not  yet  aware  whether  replies 
have  been  received  from  the  Local  Gb- 
vemments. 

CHURCH  PATRONAGE  (SCOTLAND) 

ACT,  1874. 
MOTION  FOR  A   8ELE0T  OOHMITTES. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO,  in  rising  to 

call  attention  to  the  composition  of  the 

electorate  to  which  the  appointment  of 

ministers  to  vacant  parishes  in  Scotland 

has  been  entrusted  by  Parliament  under 

the  authority  of  the  Church  Patronage 

(Scotland)   Act,    d7th  and  dSth  Vict., 

chap.  82  (1874) ;  and  to  move — 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  for 
the  purpose  of  considering  the  provisions  of  the 
Chnrch  Patronage  (Scotland)  Act,  1874,  and 
ii?hether  some  part  of  the  responsibility  for  the 
appointment  of  ministers  to  vacant  parishes  in 
Scotland  might  not  properly  ana  advanta- 
geously be  extended  to  the  parochial  public  by 
means  of  *the  heritors  of  the  parish  (being 
Protestants)  and  the  elders,'  or  the  heads  of 
families,  or  committees  of  the  ratepayers,  or 
otheni?ise," 

said,  that  although  this  subject  might 
be  uninteresting  to  their  Lordships,  he 
felt  more  than  justified  in  asking  them 
to  listen  to  him  for  a  few  minutes,  and 
to  consider  whether  certain  provisions 
of  the  Patronage  Act  of  1874  were  not 
faulty  and  did  not  call  for  amendment. 
That  was  a  disfranchising  or  disabling 
measure,  as  well  as  an  enfranchising 
one.  The  system  of  patronage  existing 
at  that  time  was  then  abolished,  and  a 
new  system  substituted  by  the  creation 


943        Church  Patronage 


{L0ED8} 


(Scotland), 


914 


of  a  totally  new  body  of  patrons  or 
electors.  The  Patronage  Act  was,  he 
contended,  based  on  principles  utterly 
unprecedented  in  Scottish  parochial  his- 
tory. It  furnished  the  first  instance  of 
any  Protestant  patrons  or  electors  being 
placed  under  statutory  religious  disabi- 
lities in  the  nomination  of  ministers  to 
the  congregation  of  a  vacant  parish. 
For  the  first  time  in  history  it  enfran- 
chised females  wholesale,  and,  also  for 
the  first  time  in  history,  it  bestowed  the 
franchise  on  minors.  When  he  affirmed 
that  these  things  were  novel  and  un- 
precedented, he  meant  unprecedented 
not  only  in  Acts  of  Parliament,  but  in 
Acts  of  the  General  Assembly  also. 
Church  membership  was  the  basis  of 
the  new  electorate.  It  began  at  about 
the  age  of  15.  It  signified  in  its  very 
nature  religious  disabilities.  Outsiders 
of  all  sorts  and  kinds  were  kept  at 
arm's  length,  though  many  of  them 
were  deeply  interested  on  their  own 
account,  and  in  behalf  of  the  parish,  in 
the  appointment  of  the  best  possible 
man  for  the  place.  Under  this  Act, 
the  electorate  consisted,  first,  of  all  per- 
sons, without  regard  to  sex  or  age,  who 
were  on  the  Communion  roll;  and, 
second,  adherents  above  21  years  of 
age.  An  electorate  built  on  these 
foundations  naturally  presented  strange 
results.  The  Scottish  population,  as 
shown  by  the  Census  tables  in  1881, 
was  1,799,475  males  and  1,936,098 
females,  being  a  female  preponderance 
of  136,623.  The  Betum  of  communi- 
cants in  Scotland  in  1874  showed  197,592 
males  and  262,074  females,  or  a  female 
preponderance  of  64,482.  From  a  House 
of  Commons'  Ketum  in  June,  1874,  it 
appears  that  there  were  in  Ayrshire 
12,644  male  and  16,661  female  commu- 
nicants ;  in  Bute  the  respective  figures 
were  201  and  413;  in  the  county  of 
Edinburgh,  15,504  and  23,714;  and  in 
Forfarshire,  16,933  and  24,644;  the 
total  showing  a  female  preponderance 
of  20,150.  A  House  of  Lords'  Eeturn, 
issued  in  1877,  of  communicants  and 
adherents  in  parishes  in  which  elections 
had  taken  place  under  the  Act  of  1 874, 
showed  that  there  were  in  these  parishes 
14,505  male  and  23,019  female  commu- 
nicants, and  1,055  male  and  688  female 
adherents,  giving  a  female  preponder- 
ance of  8,147.  The  juvenile  portion  of 
the  electorate — those  under  21  years  of 
age — were,  perhaps,  10  or  15  per  cent 

T^ie  Earl  of  Minio 


of  the  whole,  and  the  female  element 
preponderated  here  also,  in  consequence 
of  the  early  age  at  which  girls  received 
the  Communion.  The  history  of  the 
two  franchises  was  curious.  As  to  the 
female  franchise,  he  was  unable  to  trace 
the  origin  of  the  idea.  The  fathers  of 
the  Scottish  Church  and  of  the  Free 
Church  had  no  such  ideas.  Dr.  Chal- 
mers wished  the  *'male  heads  of  families 
in  full  Communion  with  the  Church  "  to 
be  electors.  The  General  Assembly  of 
1842  made  male  communicants  of  full 
age  electors  for  the  appointment  of 
elders.  As  to  the  minor  franchise,  it 
was  the  result  of  accident  or  oversight. 
He  proposed  in  his  Motion  some  modifi- 
cation of  the  principle  of  exclusiveness, 
and  he  had  authority  for  that  in  the  Act 
of  1690,  establishing  the  heritors  as  the 
electors  —the  only  condition  being  that 
they  were  Protestants  ;  and  he  had  also 
the  authority  of  the  General  Assembly, 
who  petitioned  in  1874  that  the  legis- 
lation of  the  year  should  proceed  on 
historical  precedent,  and  that  the  heri- 
tors ought  to  be  among  the  constituent 
bodies  who  were  to  elect  the  minister. 

Movedy  ''That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap. 
pointed  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Ohurch  Patronage  (Scotland) 
Act,  1874,  and  whether  some  part  of  the  re- 
sponsibility for  the  appointment  of  ministers  to 
vacant  parishes  in  Scotland  might  not  properly 
and  advantageously  be  extended  to  the  paro- 
chial public  by  means  of  '  the  heritors  of  the 
parish  (being  Protestants)  and  the  elders,*  or 
the  heads  of  families,  or  committees  of  the 
ratepayers,  or  otherwise.*'  —  (The  Earl  of 
Minto.) 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  he  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  upon  this  question  before  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land replied  on  behalf  of  the  Governmon  t. 
When  hefirst  saw  the  Notice  on  thePaper 
he  had  grave  doubts  whether  it  was  in- 
tended as  a  proposal  for  serious  discus- 
sion, but  as  the  noble  Earl  had  brought 
it  before  their  Lordships  he  supposed  it 
must  be  treated  seriously,  and  that  some 
considerations  should  be  placed  before 
the  House  upon  the  other  side.  It  was, 
however,  somewhat  remarkable  that,  so 
far  as  he  could  learn,  there  was  no  one 
but  the  noble  Earl  himself  who  was  in 
favour  of  the  proposal,  and  in  a  letter 
written  to  a  newspaper  a  few  weeks  ago 
the  noble  Earl  himself  admitted  that 
the  proposal  would  be  opposed  by  the 
friends  of  the  Church,  by  those  who 
wanted  Disestablishment,  and  that  the 
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general  public  were  absolutely  indif- 
ferent in  regard  to  it.  If  that  were  so, 
he  should  like  to  know  in  whose  interest 
the  proposal  was  really  made  ?  They 
would  also  notice  that  the  Motion  had 
been  somewhat  ingeniously  altered  since 
it  first  appeared  on  the  Paper.  As  it 
originally  stood  it  was'* the  beads  of 
families  or  committees  of  the  ratepayers 
or  otherwise,''  but  it  had  now  been 
altered  by  the  addition  before  the  words 
''  the  heads  of  families  "  of  these  words, 
^*  the  heritors  of  the  parish  (being  Pro- 
testants) and  the  elders."  Anyone  who 
knew  anything  of  the  question  knew 
that  those  words  were  a  quotation  from 
the  Act  of  1690,  which  was  known  in 
Scotland  as  the  Hevolution  Settlement. 
From  the  Notice  and  some  parts  of  the 
noble  Earl's  speech  the  House  would 
be  led  to  believe  that  the  heritors  (if 
Protestant)  and  elders  had  power  to  ap- 
point ministers;  but  that  was  not  so. 
The  only  power  given  to  elders  and 
heritors  was  that  they  should  propose 
a  person  for  the  parish,  who  should  be 
approved  or  disapproved  by  the  congre- 
gation. The  noble  Earl  had  raised 
the  question  whether  the  electorate 
in  those  days  was  composed  of  men 
or  women  or  both.  He  supposed  in 
those  days  the  congregation  was  com- 
posed of  females  as  well  as  males,  and, 
therefore,  they  had  a  right  to  assume 
that  the  object  of  the  Act  of  1690  was  to 

Eut  the  power  of  appointment  into  the 
ands  of  the  whole  congregation.  That 
system  worked  well  while  it  existed,  but 
it  was  disturbed  by  an  Act  of  Queen 
Anne  passed  in  1712,  imposing  patronage 
on  the  Church  of  Scotland.  He  would 
tell  their  Lordships  that  for  nearly  a 
century  the  Church  had  never  ceased  to 
protest  against  the  passing  of  that  Act 
and  the  manner  in  which  it  was  passed, 
and  claimed  the  restoration  of  what  they 
regarded  as  the  right  of  the  Church  in 
the  appointment  of  ministers.  His  con- 
tention was  that  the  Act  of  1874  intro- 
duced no  new  principles  whatever  into 
the  election  and  appointment  of  minis- 
ters, but  simply  restored  to  the  Church 
what  it  had,  from  the  time  of  the  Kefor- 
mation  downwards,  always  claimed  to  be 
her  simple  birthright.  The  idea  which 
lay  at  the  root  of  the  organization  of 
the  Presbyterian  Church  was  that  its 
government  was  a  government  by  the 
whole  body  of  its  members  for  their  own 
benefit.     The  election  and  appointment 


of  ministers  was  only  one  part  of  the 
government  of  a  Church,  ana  there  had 
always  been  in  the  Presbyterian  Church 
three   conditions  in  the  election  of  a 
minister — first,   the    examination    of  a 
minister's  qualification  by  the  Church ; 
next,  the  election,  or,  at  least,  approba- 
tion, of  the  people  amongst  whom  he 
was  to  minister ;  and,  thirdly,  the  ad- 
mission of  the  minister  by  the  Courts  of 
the  Church  to  the  benefice.  Any  system 
outside  that  was  always  regarded  as 
alien  to  the  idea  of  the  Church.     One 
essential  condition  upon  which  so  much 
store  was  set  by  the  Church  was  that  the 
gentleman  who   sought  to  minister  to 
the  people    must    have   the   approba- 
tion of  the  people  to  whom  he  was  to 
minister.      He  thought  the  idea  em- 
bodied in  the  noble  Earl's  Notice  was 
simply  an  attempt  to  revive  the  law  of 
patronage  in  another  form,  and  in  a 
form  which  possessed  all  the  disadvan- 
tages and  none  of  the  advantages,  such 
as  they  were,  of  the  previous  system  of 
lay  patronage.     There  were  still  some 
parishes  in  Scotland  in  which  there  was, 
if  not  a  majority,  at  any  rate  very  nearly 
a  majority,  of  Boman  Catholics.      He 
thought  it  quite  likely  that  their  good 
sense  and  good  feeling  would  lead  them 
to  abstain  from  interfering  in  this  mat- 
ter, even  if  the  ywere  let  in  under  the 
head  of  ratepayers ;  but  he  was  afraid 
there   were  some   people  in  Scotland, 
perhaps  a  small  minority,  who  were  so 
keen  to  do  all  they  could  to  harm  and 
injure  the  Church  that  they  would  make 
use  of  the  power  which  the  noble  Earl 
would  give  them  for  the  simple  and  sole 
purpose  of  bringing  in  confusion  and  in- 
creasing the  difficulties  of  the  Church. 
But  the  point  he  wished  to  bring  before 
their  Lordships  was  that  if  the  heritors 
of  the  parish  and  the  heads  of  families 
showed  any  desire  whatever  to  be  con- 
nected with  the  Church,  and  to  attend  to 
its  ministrations,  they  had  the  simple 
right  to  qualify  themselves  as  adherents, 
and  nobody  could  say  them  nay.     The 
definition  of  adherents  was,  he  thought, 
as  wide  as  it  could  be  made,  and  he  had 
never  heard  any  complaint  of  the  way 
in  which  it  had  been  carried  out.     The 
roll  of  the  electors  for  the  appointment 
of  ministers  included  all  communicants, 
and  it  also  included  as  adherents  only 
such   other  persons  being  parishioners 
who    were  not  21  years  of    age.     If 
heritors  and  heads  of  families  did  not 
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wish  to  be  connected  with  the  congrega- 
tion, he  was  at  a  loss  to  know  why  they 
wanted  to  deal  with  the  election  of  a  mini- 
ster. When  they  talked  of  admitting  rate- 
payers, he  would  like  to  ask  the  noble 
Earl  if  he  had  erer  heard  of  a  charch 
membership  founded  on  what  might 
be  called  a  ratepaying  qualification  ? 
The  noble  Earl  knew  as  well  as  he 
did  that  the  Ohurch  was  not  merely 
a  mob  of  people  who  were  supposed 
to  hold  certain  doctrines.  It  was  an 
institution  and  organized  society  with 
certain  conditions  of  membership ;  and 
he  ventured  to  say  that  it  was  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  impose  upon  a 
Ohureh  any  purely  secular  terms  for 
making  qualification  for  membership. 
To  do  that  would  be  absolutely  intoler- 
able to  any  Church  which  had  a  particle 
of  self-respect ;  and  he  yentured  to  say 
that  there  was  hardly  a  Presbyterian  in 
Scotland,  whether  belonging  to  the  Es- 
tablished Ohuroh,  the  Free  Ohurch^  or 
the  United  Presbyterian  Church,  that 
would  not  scout  the  idea  embodied  in 
this  Motion.  He  believed  the  noble 
Earl  was  perfectly  friendly  to  the 
Church,  and  that  he  thought  this  would 
make  it  more  comprehensive;  but  he 
ventured  to  tell  him  that  if  this  proposal 
was  to  be  carried  out,  however  little 
prospect  there  might  be  of  Presbyterian 
union  at  the  present  time,  he  would  cer- 
tainly relegate  it  to  a  dim  and  distant 
future.  He  understood  the  noble  Earl 
to  complain  that  the  electorate  was 
largely  made  up  of  persons  under  age. 
He  thought  the  noble  Earl  greatly  over- 
estimated the  number  of  those  persons. 
Communicants  under  21  years  of  age  in 
any  congregation  must  be  a  very  small 
proportion  indeed,  and  adherents  must 
DO  over  21  years  of  age.  He  submitted 
that  no  case  had  been  made  out  for 
disturbing  the  existing  arrangements, 
which  had  worked  extremely  well  for 
the  past  14  years. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  My  Lords, 
I  waited  to  see  whether  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  your  Lordships'  House  connected 
with  Scotland  would  interpose  before 
the  reply  of  my  noble  Friend  who  re- 
presents the  Scottish  Office.  The  some- 
what languid  interest  which  this  House 
has  shown  in  the  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend  who  brought  this  subject  for- 
ward shows  how  little  the  consciences 
of  most  of  your  Lordships  are  aroused 
to  the  great  principles  which   are  at 

Zord  Balf9ur 


stake  in  this  Motion.  It  may  seem  to 
many  of  your  Lordships  a  mere  local 
question  affecting  Scotland  ;  but  it 
affects  principles  which  some  day  at 
least— perhaps  sooner  than  many  of 
your  Lordships  expect — may  be  dis- 
cussed with  regard  to  the  Church  of 
England.  It  affects  the  largest  and 
deepest  principles  touching  the  nature 
and  constitution  of  the  Church  of 
Christ ;  and  the  terms  on  which  it  is 
lawful  for  that  Church  to  become  con- 
nected with  the  State.  What  is  the 
history  of  this  question  ?  So  far  as  I 
know,  during  the  Middle  Ages  there 
was  no  difference  between  the  practice 
in  England  and  the  practice  in  Scotland 
in  regard  to  the  lay  patronage  in  the 
Church.  The  origin  of  the  lay  patronage 
of  the  Christian  Church  is  closely  con- 
nected with  the  origin  of  tithes,  and 
those  who  originally  endowed  the 
Church  acquired  the  privilege  of  nomi- 
nating to  the  priesthood  in  many  cases. 
There  was  no  difference,  so  far  as  I 
know,  up  to  the  Eeformation  between 
England  and  Scotland  in  that  respect. 
The  Reform ation,  your  Lordships  know, 
was  in  the  nature  of  a  democratic  move- 
ment rather  than  of  an  aristocratic  and 
legal  one.  The  movement  was  from 
below  and  not  from  above;  and  from 
the  beginning  of  the  movement  in  Scot- 
land in  1560  up  to  the  present  time  the 
spirit  of  the  Reformed  Church  of  that 
country  has  been  to  invest  the  govern- 
ment of  the  Church  as  a  whole  in  the 
great  body  of  its  own  people,  which  at 
that  time  might  be  assumed  to  be  the 
great  body  of  the  nation.  Early  after 
the  Reformation  a  g^eat  feeling  arose  in 
Scotland  that  lay  patronage  ought  not 
to  be  unlimited.  By  the  Act  of  1500, 
the  principle  was  clearly  established 
that  the  stipend  belonged  to  the  State 
and  the  appointment  of  ministers  be- 
longed to  the  Church.  Such  was 
the  state  of  the  law  down  to  1712, 
when,  under  a  very  reactionary  Govern- 
ment, it  was  determined  to  restore 
lay  patronage  to  the  Church  in  its 
full  vigour,  without  any  reference  to 
the  congregation.  This  was  a  monstrous 
violation  of  the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and  a  departure  from  the  re- 
volutionary settlement.  Then  came  1 832, 
with  a  great  movement  in -the  minds  of 
men  which  was  not  merely  political,  but 
also  religious  and  ecclesiastical.  That 
movement  was  spread  over  the  whole  of 
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Europe  and  gave  rise  to  the  French  Be- 
Yolution,  and,  later  on,  to  the  Oxford 
movement.  At  last  the  General  Assem- 
hlj  took  a  step  on  its  own  authority^— 
the  General  Assembly  is  a  body  not 
composed  of  ministers  and  clergy  alone, 
but  representing,  to  a  large  extent,  the 
whole  body  of  Scotland — and  enacted 
that  the  presbytery  in  every  case  should 
take  the  opinion  of  the  people  where  a 
presentee  was  presented,  and  that  if  the 
people  vetoed  the  presentee  he  should 
be  rejected.  This  was  appealed  against 
in  the  Civil  Oourts,  and  it  was  decided 
that  the  veto  was  ultrd  virei.  At  the  last 
moment,  after  the  secession  took  place, 
an  Act,  called  Lord  Aberdeen's  Act, 
was  passed.  It  was  a  confusing  and 
bungling  pieee  of  legislation,  and  no 
human  being  could  tell  whether  under 
its  terms  the  mere  dissent  of  the  congpre- 
gation  could  be  accepted  as  a  veto  on 
ihe  appointment  of  a  presentee.  I  have 
myself  the  honour,  or  the  misfortune,  to 
be — with  the  exception  of  Lord  Orkney 
and  the  Crown — one  of  the  largest  and 
most  extensive  patrons  in  Scotland,  and 
I  have  had  some  experience  of  the  work- 
ing of  Lord  Aberdeen's  Act ;  and  before 
the  year  1874  1  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  was  full  of  dangers  to  the 
Church.  Nothing  could  be  more  objec- 
tionable than  the  state  of  things  under 
it.  Every  man  in  the  parish  was  en- 
couraged by  law  to  come  forward  and 
state  objections  to  the  personal  qualifi- 
cations of  the  candidate.  They  might 
object  that  they  thought  his  manner 
was  stiff,  that  his  language  was  not 
strictly  scriptural ;  and,  of  course,  the 
best  men  in  the  Church  gradually  be- 
came unwilling  to  face  such  an  ordeal. 
The  objections  were  stated  against  them 
before  the  presbytery,  which  could  not 
tell  how  far  they  could  give  effect  to  them 
or  not.  The  result  of  my  experience  was 
that  it  was  hopeless  to  present  a  man  to 
a  parish  who  had  not  the  approval  of 
a  large  portion  of  the  population ;  and 
my  practice  habitually  was  to  ask  the 
congregation  to  appoint  a  committee, 
and  when  the  congregation  were  likely 
to  agree  upon  a  man,  unless  I  saw  there 
were  great  objections  to  him,  I  presented 
him.  The  system  was  one  of  popular 
election  by  the  members  of  the  Church, 
subject  to  the  veto  of  the  patrou.  The 
system  could  not  go  on.  There  were 
repeated  attempts  to  bring  the  question 
again  before  the  Civil  Courts,  and  great 
dangers  arose  lest,  under  an  adverse . 


decision  in  the  Civil  Courts,  the  Church 
should  again  be  bound  hand  and  foot 
and  fettered  by  the  State.  It  was  under- 
these  circumstances  that  the  Conserva- 
tive Government  of  the  late  Lord  Derby 
came  to  the  conclusion,  in  which  I  en- 
tirely agreed,  that  it  would  be  wise  to 
make  a  new  law  giving  that  power  to 
the  congregation,  recognizing  that  popu- 
lar right  which  practically  they  now 
hold  in  their  hands,  and  which,  if  they 
were  violated,  would  probably  bring 
calamities  on  the  Church.  The  Con- 
servatives of  that  day  thought  they  were 
in  this  taking  a  conservative  step ;  and 
I  fully  concurred  in  their  determination, 
and  I  avow  my  share  with  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Duke  of  Eiohmond)  who  is 
not  now  present,  in  the  drafting  of  that 
Bill.  I  understand  that  the  noble  Earl's 
present  Motion  is  intended  chiefly  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  in  to  the  election 
of  ministers  men  who  are  not  members 
of  the  Church  at  all ;  but  a  grea  part  of 
his  speech  was  against  women. 

Thb  Earl  of  MINTO:  I  did  not 
say  BO. 

The  Dukb  op  ARGYLL :  No ;  that 
is  what  I  object  to.  Ghreat  part  of  the 
uoble  Earl's  speech  was  directed  against 
women,  and  yet  his  Motion  does  not  pro- 
pose to  exclude  them.  Are  we  to  gather 
from  his  speech  that  women  and  young 
communicants  are  to  be  excluded?  The 
question  arose  in  drafting  the  Bill  of 
1874  whether  Parliament  should  define 
the  constituency  by  the  terms  of  the 
Statute,  or  leave  it  for  the  Church.  It 
was  proposed  at  one  time  that  the  con- 
stituency should  be  specified  by  the  Act 
of  Parliament  to  be  the  communicants. 
I  myself  had  and  have  an  insuperable 
objection  to  Parliament  attaching  quali- 
fications to  the  taking  of  the  Holy  Com- 
munion. We  all  now  look  back  with 
wonder  and  amazement  at  the  fact  that 
a  very  few  years  ago  not  only  Conserva- 
tives, but  a  very  largepart  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  were  willing  to  maintain  a  sys- 
tem in  England  by  which  partaking  of 
the  Holy  Communion  was  made  a  neces- 
sity for  civil  office.  I  have  an  insuper- 
able objection  to  Parliament  re-entering 
on  that  course  of  legislation.  It  is  not 
our  business  to  interfere  with  who  does 
and  who  does  not  take  the  Communion. 
That  is  the  business  of  the  various  officers 
of  the  Church,  and,  therefore,  I  suggested 
to  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Eich- 
mond)  that,  instead  of  taking  the  word 
<<  communicants,"  or,   in   audition    to 
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that  word,  we  should  put  in  the  word 
"  adherents."  I  did  so  because  in 
the  old  documents  connected  with 
the  Church  of  Scotland  the  word  used 
was  never  ''communicant9|"  but  "oon* 
gregation."  Of  course,  it  was  assumed 
in  former  days  that  all  the  congrega- 
tion were  communicants;  but  *' con- 
gregation "  was  the  word  ;  and  the 
nearest  approach  to  that  that  we  could 
make  was  that  we  should  say  communi- 
cants and  adherents.  A  large  number 
of  patrons  in  Scotland  were  members  of 
the  Episcopal  Church,  but  many  of  them 
attended,  and  still  attend,  the  services 
of  the  Established  Church  of  Scotland. 
They  are  almost  universally  warm 
friends  of  that  Church  and  generous  and 
liberal  supporters  of  it ;  and  I  wish  to 
leave  the  authorities  of  the  Church  free 
to  consider  them  and  other  persons  of 
a  like  character  to  be  adherents  of  the 
Church,  even  though  they  be  not  com- 
municants. So  far  from  departing  from 
the  ancient  principles  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  as  my  noble  Friend  repre- 
sented, that  Act  was  passed  strictly  in 
consonance  with  those  principles.  If  he 
asks  me  the  question  whether  I  do  not 
think  that  at  times  there  are  instances 
in  which  it  may  be  a  failure — whether 
there  has  never  been  a  minister   ap- 

Eointed  whom  I  myself  should  never 
ave  voted  for,  I  cannot  deny  the  fact 
that  this  may  be  so ;  but  what  has  that 
to  do  with  the  case  ?  Under  any  pos- 
sible system  you  would  have  some  black 
sheep.  Qnder  the  whole  system  of 
patronage  you  would  have  plenty  of 
drones,  and  the  popular  party  com- 
plained that  the  majority  of  the  ministers 
appointed  by  the  patrons  were  drones. 
That  was  an  exaggeration ;  but  under 
any  system  there  will  be  men  appointed 
by  an  electing  body  of  whom  my  noble 
Friend  or  I  myself  would  not  approve. 
One  may  take  a  very  narrow  and  insular 
view  of  this  matter.  It  may  seem  to 
many  Members  of  this  House  almost 
absurd  that  ministers  of  religion  should 
be  appointed  by  their  people ;  and  I 
dare  say  that  many  Members  of  this 
House  think  it  would  be  inconvenient, 
and  perhaps  almost  absurd,  to  give  pa- 
rishioners in  England  the  power  of 
appointing  their  clergymen.  Yet  there 
can  be  no  doubt  of  the  fact  that  in  the 
early  Church  that  was  the  general  and 
universal  practice.  Nay,  not  only 
pastors,  but  the  highest  dignitaries  of 
the  Western  Church,  have  been  elected 
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in  the  great  assemblies  of  the  people. 
We  all  remember  the  celebrated  case  of 
one  of  the  greatest  names  in  the  hier- 
archy of  the  Christian  Church  who  was 
elected  by  a  great  popular  assembly, 
and  that,  too,  at  a  time  when  he  not 
only  was  not  a  priest,  but  was  not  even 
a  baptized  member  of  the  Church,  but 
was  a  Eoman  soldier.  I  remember  one 
Member  of  the  Episcopal  Bench,  and 
one  of  its  most  admirable  members  too, 
who,  not  many  years  ago,  was  a  mili- 
tary officer,  but  who  afterwards  became 
a  priest  and  a  valued  minister  in  a  great 
parish,  and  whose  administrative  powers 
are  well  known.  When  Ambrose  was 
elected  a  Bishop  there  was  no  such  ex- 
perience in  regard  to  him ;  yet  he  was 
nominated  in  a  great  assembly  at  Milan ; 
and  yet  this  is  the  man  whose  words  we 
hear  every  Sunday  in  one  of  the  noblest 
hymns  of  Christian  worship  when  we 
sing  the  Te  Beum  Laudamus.  I  can  tell 
my  noble  Friend  that  during  recent  years 
we  have  come  to  have  new  ideas  in  re- 
spect to  the  powers  and  qualifications  and 
rights  of  women  ;  and  I  challenge  him 
to  bring  forward  a  Motion  to  refuse  to 
women  the  rights  enjoyed  by  male  mem- 
bers of  the  congregation.  Women  are 
more  pious  and  more  disposed  to  reve- 
rence than  men ;  and  I  should  trust  the 
opinions  of  many  women  in  such  matters 
better  than  those  of  men.  Then  I  come 
to  another  point.  My  noble  Friend,  in 
substitution  for  this  constituency,  which 
I  maintain  has  acted  fairly,  would  intro- 
duce— whom  ?  The  ratepaying  class. 
My  noble  Friend  has  not  told  us  to  what 
Church  he  himself  belongs,  and  I  have 
no  right  to  ask  him.  I  believe  that  he 
is  a  supporter  and  in  a  high  and  good 
sense  an  adherent  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland.  I  believe  that  he  wishes  to 
strengthen  its  foundations ;  but  he  evi- 
dently does  not  believe  in  the  existence 
of  such  a  society  as  the  Church  of  Christ. 
I  can  understand  the  view  of  our  excel- 
lent friends  the  Quakers,  than  whom  no 
section  of  the  Church  has  ever  carried 
moro  sincerely  into  the  combat  of  life 
and  into  politics  the  great  doctrines  of 
Christianity.  But  it  has  no  settled 
ministry  and  no  settled  service.  I  can 
understand  the  view  of  the  Congrega- 
tionalists,  who  say  that  a  unit  of  the 
Church  of  Christ  is  a  separate  congre- 
gation, and  that  they  have  a  right  to 
appoint  their  own  ministers  and  to  con- 
duct their  own  service.  I  can  understand 
the    Presbyterian    view,    which    is    a 
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parity  of  pastors,  but  a  subordination  to 
a  common  law.  I  can  understand  the 
Anglican  view,  which  is  a  parity  of 
Bishops,  although  not  of  pastors.  I  can 
understand  the  Catholic  view,  which 
denies  parity  to  pastors  and  Bishops 
too,  subordinating  the  whole  to  one 
central  government  representing  the 
supposed  authority  of  Christ.  All  these 
theories  I  can  sympathize  with  and  under- 
stand to  a  certain  extent ;  but  the  view  of 
my  noble  Friend  I  cannot  understand — 
that  the  Church  of  Christ  consists  of  the 
same  men  who  select  the  surveyors  of 
roads  and  inspectors  of  nuisances.  I  tell 
my  noble  Friend,  as  a  member  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church,  that  if  the  propo- 
sition to  elect  ministers  by  the  rate- 
payers were  carried  to-morrow  I  should 
immediately  go  for  Disestablishment  and 
Disendowment.  I  should  be  ashamed 
to  belong  to  any  spiritual  body  which 
pretended  in  such  circumstances  to  re- 
present any  portion,  any  branch  of  the 
Christian  Church.  That,  I  am  sure,  would 
be  the  feeling  of  the  g^eat  majority  of 
this  House,  who  think  of  the  possibility 
of  the  application  of  such  principles, 
such  degrading  principles,  to  the  Church 
of  England.  In  conclusion,  I  will  only 
repeat  that  my  noble  Friend  speaks,  as 
far  as  I  can  understand,  as  a  solitary 
individual.  This  is  a  crotchet  of  his  own. 
There  is  no  party  in  Scotland,  there  is  no 
section  of  the  Presbyterian  Church,  there 
is  no  section  of  the  Episcopalian  Church, 
which  would  venture  to  make  such  a 
proposal ;  and  I  trust  that  this  House 
will  never  consent  to  appoint  a  Commit- 
tee even  to  consider  so  preposterous  a 
proposal. 

liOBD  DENMAN  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  grant  a  Select 
Committee.  He  regretted  that  the  late 
Lord  Panmure  had  said  that  the  aboli- 
tion of  patronage  would  not  lead  to  the 
union  of  all  Presbyterian  Churches.  In 
fact,  all  communicants,  from  any  portion 
of  the  Church,  including  women,  might 
occasionally  take  the  Sacrament  and 
vote  for  a  minister  in  the  Established 
Church,  and  all  the  clergy  exchanged 
pulpits  occasionally ;  and  in  Hadding- 
ton the  minister  of  the  first  charge  had 
first  been  appointed  by  a  patron  to  the 
second  charge,  and  since  1874  had  been 
chosen  for  the  first  charge  by  the  vote  of 
a  majority  of  the  communicants.  It  was 
absurd  to  complain  of  Church  and  State, 
for  Kings  and  Queens  mi^ht,  according 


to  Scripture,  be  nursing  fathers  and 
nursing  mothers  of  the  Church  of 
Christ;  and  where  there  was  no  differ- 
ence of  doctrine  all  Christians  should 
unite,  and  show  that  the  Church  was 
one. 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  :  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  not  be  surprised, 
after  the  eloquent  speech  to  which  you 
have  just  listened,  if  I  reply  at  once  to  the 
noble  Earl  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment do  not  see  their  way  to  grant  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  asked 
for.  I  must  express  regp^et  that  the 
noble  Earl  has  placed  his  Motion  on  the 
Paper,  because  he  seemed  to  be  unaware 
of  the  delicate  ground  on  which  he  was 
treading;  and  if  a  Committee  was 
granted,  results  of  a  more  far-reaching 
character  than  the  noble  Earl  appears 
to  anticipate  would  follow.  But  after 
what  has  occurred,  I  do  not  regret  that 
the  Motion  has  been  made,  as  it  has 
afforded  the  House  an  opportunity  of 
knowing  what  the  real  causes  were 
which  led  up  to  the  Act  of  1874,  and 
the  part  which  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  took  in  the  framing 
of  that  Act.  I  carefully  considerea 
the  terms  of  the  Motion,  and  I  confess 
that,  after  reading  it  over,  I  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  what  the  direct  ob- 
ject of  the  noble  Earl  was ;  and,  even 
after  listening  attentively  to  his  speech, 
I  am  still  at  a  loss  to  understand  what 
object  would  be  gained  by  the  granting 
of  the  suggested  Committee.  The  main 
object  of  the  Motion  appears  to  be  that 
no  one  under  the  age  of  21  shall  be  en- 
titled to  have  a  vote  for  the  election  of  a 
minister  of  a  parish,  and  that  the  Select 
Committee  shall  take  into  consideration 
the  inequality  between  the  sexes  in  Scot- 
land. Those,  I  think,  are  the  two  prin- 
cipal points;  but  there  is  the  further 
question  of  allowing  heads  of  families 
or  committees  of  the  ratepayers  and 
others  to  take  part  in  the  election  of 
ministers.  These  two  points,  I  think, 
were  sufficiently  dealt  with  by  the  noble 
Duke,  so  that  your  Lordships  will  for- 
give me  if  I  do  not  go  into  the  matter 
in  detail.  It  is  proposed  to  extend  the 
right  of  election  in  various  ways.  First, 
that  ^*  the  heritors  of  the  parish  (being 
Protestants)  and  the  elders  "  should  take 
part  in  the  election,  which  means  that 
those  who  are  not  members  of  the  Church 
should  have  the  power  to  vote  in  the 
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election  of  a  Minister.  The  same  remark 
applies  to  the  "heads  of  families/' 
as  they  already  have  the  power  of 
▼otiDg  if  they  are  connected  with  the 
Church.  I  will  not  go  into  this  matter 
farther.  I  must  point  out,  however,  that 
there  has  been  no  dissatisfaction  what- 
ever expressed  with  the  working  of  the 
Act  of  1874.  There  are  about  1,300 
parishes  in  Scotland,  and  in  over  700 
of  these  elections  have  taken  place  since 
the  Act  came  into  force ;  and,  generally 
speaking,  the  working  of  the  Act  has  been 
extremely  satisfactory.  Of  course,  in  some 
oases  the  ministers  appointed  were  not, 
perhaps,  exactly  ideal  parish  ministers. 
lout,  on  the  whole,  my  opinion  is — and  I 
believe  it  is  also  the  opinion  of  Scotland — 
that  the  Act  has  worked  extremely  well, 
and  no  injustice  has  been  done.  What 
the  noble  Earl  seems  to  desire  is  really 
the  appointment  of  a  Oommittee  to  re- 
consider the  settlement  of  1874.  But  if 
any  dissatisfaction  had  been  shown  with 
the  working  of  the  Act  it  would  be  in 
the  power  of  the  General  Assembly  to 
consider  the  subject.  The  regulations 
under  which  the  elections  are  now 
carried  out  were  framed  by  the  General 
Assembly  in  1888 ;  and  within  the  limits 
of  the  Act  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
General  Assembly  to  make  new  regula- 
tions, should  it  become  necessary  or  ex- 
pedient to  do  so.  I  feel  certain  that 
if  the  Government  were  to  grant  the 
Oommittee  asked  for  the  noble  Earl 
would  find  that  not  only  would  the 
results  be  different  from  what  he  ex- 
pects, but  they  would  inflict  a  great 
injury  on  the  Church  of  Scotland,  which 
I  am  certain  my  noble  Friend  does  not 
desire. 

Thb  Earl  of  MINTO  said,  his  object 
was  simple  in  the  extreme.  It  was  to 
endeavour  to  take  steps  whereby  the 
Church  of  Scotland  shoidd  not  be  treated 
as  a  elose  Corporation,  and  that  those 
outside  the  Church  should  not  be  en- 
tirely excluded  from  all  management  in 
its  affairs.  The  Church  of  Scotland,  in 
his  opinion,  made  a  great  mistake  when 
it  tried  to  draw  the  lines  within  such 
narrow  limits.  The  true  policy  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  was  to  make  itself 
more  comprehensive  than  it  was,  and  to 
trust  people  outside  the  Church  much 
more  than  was  done  at  present.  He 
disagreed  with  the  opinion  that  there 
w—.jjgjtoy^  likely  to  result  from  the 
MflHHjiH  iiiggested. 

^^^^^^^^■MW  0/Zoihum 


Thb  Duke  of  AKGYLL,  replying  to 
a  question  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Minto),  said,  that  minors  who  were 
interested  and  were  upon  the  Boll  of  the 
Church  ought  to  have  a  vote  in  the  elec- 
tion of  a  minister. 

On  Question  ?  Resolved  in  the  negatwe. 


CORONERS  BILL.— (No,  36.) 
(The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

OOMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clause  i  (Appointment  of  coroners  to 
be  made  by  the  Lord  Chancellor). 

The  Eajrl  of  POWIS  said,  he  begged 
to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  to  except 
the  appointment  of  County  Coroners  from 
the  operation  of  the  clause.  He  objected 
to  give  to  the  Crown  the  patronage  of 
an  appointment  paid  out  of  the  County 
Bates. 

Moved f  in  page  1,  line  5,  leave  out 
("coroners  for  counties*').-— (2%*  Earl 
of  Powie,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbuby)  said,  their  Lordships  would 
remember  that  in  introducing  the  Bill 
he  said  more  than  once  that  he  was  not 
enamoured  of  the  functions  he  proposed 
to  confer  on  the  Lord  Chancellor.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite  had 
also  on  the  Paper  an  Amendment  pro- 
viding that  the  County  Coroners  should 
be  appointed  by  the  *  *  County  Authority. ' ' 
The  question  was,  what  was  the  "County 
Authority?"  If  it  were  proposed  to 
place  this  matter  in  the  hands  of  a  joint 
committee  of  the  County  Councils  which 
were  to  be  created  and  the  Justices  at 
Quarter  Sessions,  he  would  gladly  agree 
to  that.  Everybody,  he  thought,  was 
agreed  that  the  present  system  of  elec- 
tion by  freeholders,  as  far  as  County 
Coroners  were  concerned,  could  not  be 
continued,  and  a  late  election  had  called 
particular  attention  to  the  matter ;  but 
the  question  was  with  whom  the  duty  of 
appointment  was  to  rest.  At  present, 
however  minute  a  man's  freehold  in- 
terest might  be,  or  however  short  might 
have  been  his  tenure  of  that  interest, 
he  was  entitled  to  vote.  No  doubt,  a 
scrutiny  was  incident  to  every  right  of 
voting,  but  in  the  election  of  Coroners  it 
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would  have  to  be  conducted  without  a 
register,  so  that  every  person  voting 
would  have  to  be  tried  before  the  Sheriff 
as  the  Eeturning  Officer. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  that,  of 
course,  he  had  not  had  time  to  consider 
the  proposal  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  but  he  did  not  quite  like  it.  In 
boroughs  the  Coroner  was  appointed  by 
the  Borough  Council,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  County  Councils  about  to  be  created 
would  be  no  less  worthy  of  confidence. 
It  seemed  to  him  rather  a  reflection  on 
the  latter  Bodies  if,  at  the  outset,  the 
Government  showed  them  that  they  were 
not  prepared  to  trust  them  with  powers 
which  for  years  past  had  been  exercised 
by  the  Councils  of  boroughs.  What 
was  to  be  done  in  the  case  of  places  like 
Liverpool  and  Manchester,  which  would 
be  counties  in  themselves?  Hitherto 
they  had  always  elected  their  own 
Coroners.  Were  they  to  continue  to  do 
BO  ?  If  so,  there  would  be  this  curious 
state  of  things — that  the  Councils  of 
Liverpool  and  Manchester  would  ap- 
point their  Coroners,  but  the  other 
Councils  in  the  same  county  would  not. 
Surely  there  were  great  anomalies  and 
inconveniences  in  such  a  system  as  that  ? 
The  best  system  would  surely  be  the 
uniform  system  of  leaving  it  to  the 
County  Councils  throughout  the  country. 
He  would  also  like  to  point  out  that  this 
question  of  electing  Coroners  involved  a 
certain  amount  of  sentiment,  and,  though 
it  was  clear  the  present  system  of  election 
could  not  go  on,  it  struck  him  that  the 
wisest  course  would  be  to  make  the 
Coroner  as  much  as  possible  a  repre- 
sentative officer.  That  would  best  be 
done  by  putting  the  election  in  the  hands 
of  a  Representative  Body  like  the  County 
Council. 

Thk  Eabl  of  jersey  thought  that 
as  the  salary  of  the  County  Coroner  would 
be  paid  by  the  County  Council  that 
would  be  the  best  authority  in  whom  to 
vest  the  appointment. 

Earl  COWPER  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  appointment  would  be  given  to  the 
County  Council.  This  was  a  matter 
which  would  most  legitimately  fall  within 
its  control. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  it  would  be 
somewhat  peculiar  for  the  House  at  the 
present  moment  to  place  the  appoint- 
ment in  the  hands  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil, having  regard  to  the  fact  that  no 
9i;ch  Bod^  was  in  existence, 


The  Earl  of]  DERBY  said,  as  the 
Bill  was  brought  in  it  proposed  to  vest 
this  appointment  in  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  now 
brought  forward  a  new  proposal.  Under 
those  circumstances,  he  thought  it  should 
be  deferred  for  some  time,  so  that  it 
might  be  fully  considered  in  the  interval. 

Lord  HALSBURY  admitted  that  the 
Bill  originally  pr<H)08ed  to  vest  the  ap- 
pointment in  the  Lord  Chancellor  ;  but 
when  introducing  the  Bill  he  distinctly 
stated  that  he  should  be  glad  to  accept 
some  other  proposal  that  would  relieve 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  this  task.  He 
could  not  agree  that  the  matter  was  not 
urgent.  There  had  been  an  election  of 
a  Coroner  within  the  last  week  which 
had  been  the  subject  of  the  greatest  pos- 
sible complaint.  If  this  Bill  was  post- 
poned until  the  passing  of  another  Bill 
in ''  another  place,"  which  might  or  might 
not  come  here,  he  did  not  think  that  it 
would  then  receive  much  attention.  In 
his  opinion,  the  joint  committee  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions  and  County  Council  would 
make  an  excellent  electoral  body  for  this 
purpose. 

Lord  BASING  said,  that  if  there  was 
a  doubt  as  to  the  existence  of  the  County 
Councils,  the  joint  committee  suggested 
was  even  more  shadowy. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  thought 
the  election  should  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  County  Council.  He  was 
astonished  at  the  amount  of  distrust  of 
the  County  Council  which  was  mani- 
fested. Why  should  it  be  feared  that 
the  County  Council  would  not  be  as  ex- 
cellent a  body  as  the  Town  Council  ?  If 
anything,  there,  was  reason  to  think  that 
the  men  elected  on  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils would  be  even  more  trustworthy 
men. 

Lord  HALSBURY  said,  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  placing 
the  appointment  in  the  hands  of  '*  the 
County  Authority,"  and  to  postpone  the 
discussion  of  what ''  the  County  Autho- 
rity "  should  mean. 

The  Earl  of  FEYERSHAM  thought 
the  appointment  would  best  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  Quarter  Sessions.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  with- 
draw the  Bill,  which  contained  pro- 
visions of  great  value. 

Moved,  ''That  the  House  do  now 
resume,"  agreed  io ;  House  resumed  ^« 
Qordin^ly. 
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of  the  Governor,  Sir  Lintorn  Simmons, 

MALTA-THE  NEW  CONSTITUTION.  and  the  Colonial  Secretary ;    but   it  is 

MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDRESS.  mainly  owing  to  the  hearty  co-operation 

-n        tm:it  a  ^ttat>t^     i    j  ttti.  1.1.  and  loyal  support  of  the  elected  mem- 

Earl  DE  LA  WARR  asked, Whether  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^  Constitution,  and 

Her  Majesty's  Government    can    give  especially  of  the  three  elected  members 

satisfactory  information  with  regard  to  ^^\y^^  (.^^^^ji  ^^  Government,  who  are 

the  working  and  efficiency  of  the  new  ^^^^  members  of  the  Executive  Council. 

Constitution  of  Malta,  and  of  the  manner  ^here  were,  no  doubt,  many  persons  who 

in  which  It  has   been  received  by  the  wished  to  see  larger  and  more  sweeping 

Maltese  people  ;  also,  whether  a  copy  of  ^j^^^^        j^  ^^^  Constitution;  but  they 

a  resolution  moving  an  address  to  the  had,   nevertheless,   shown    a   spirit  of 

Governor,  and  carried  unanimously  by  moderation  and  a  loyal  desire  to  sup- 

the  Council  of  Government  on  the  30th  ^^  ^j^^  Government  and  the  new  order 

of  May  last,  praying  him  to  petition  ^^  ^-^     rfhe  Constitution  was  not 

Her  Majesty  for  the  estabhshment  of  a  ^^  j^  operation  in  its  entirety.     As  part 

Mihtia  regiment  m  Malta,  can  be  laid  ^^  j^  j^^'j^^^  ^^^^  ^^^j^^^  to  divide  the 

upon  the    Table    of  the    House  ;    and  j^^^^^  j^^^  districts,  and  to  assign  a 

whetheranycommunicationsonthatsub.  member  to  each  district;  but,  as  it  was 

ject  have  been  made  by  the  Governor  to  |^^^^  impossible  to  collect  in  this  coun- 

the  present  or  any  former  ColomalSecre-  ^     ^he  necessary  information  for  the 

tary  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  they  can  be  laid  purpose  of  deciding  what  should  be  the 

uponthe  Table  of  the  Hmise?    He  also  ^tual  districts,  or  whether  any  district 

wished  to  move  for  a  Return  in    the  gj^^^i^  ^ie  represented  by  more  than  one 

words  of  which  he  had  given  Notice—  member,  a  Royal  Commission  was  ap- 

Moved,  ^*  That  an  humble  address  be  presented  pointed  to  go  to  Malta  to  examine  into 

to  her  Majesty  for  Return  of  the  amount  of  the  the  matter.     The  Commission  has  now 

annual  contribution  from  Uie  revenue  of  M^ta  ^ed  that  the  proposal  to  divide  the 

for  mihtary  purposes,  and  of  the  amount  remitted  * ''r"*  ^^^  »'"""  ,*'"".  r *  ^i^***             '       ^ 

directly   or   indirectly  in    drawbacks  to  the  Island  into  districts  had  been  received 

military  authorities,  with  the  view  of  ascertain-  with  great  favour  throughout  the  whole 

ing  the   possibility   of   applying   these  sums  Island.      As    the    Commissioners   took 

towards  defraying  the  expenses  of  the  MiUtia."  ^^^  trouble  to  ascertain  the  views 

^(The  Earl  De  La  Warr.)  ^^  ^^   p^^p^    ^^^    ^^^^   j^^^  ^j^   ^^^ 

Lord  NAPIER  of  MAGDALA  ob-  districts  and  examined  persons  of  all 

served,  that  he  had  recently  had  an  op-  classes,  I  may,  perhaps,  read  a  passage 

portunity  of  gauging  the  feelings  of  the  of  their  Report  to  your  Lordships.     The 

people  of  Malta  with  respect  to  the  for-  Commissioners    state    that    they    have 

mation  of  a  Militia  regiment.     He  felt  acquired  a  clear  insight  into  the  opi- 

Bure  that  the  formation  of  such  a  corps  nions  and  feeling  of  all  sections  of  the 

would  be  viewed  most  favourably,  and  inhabitants  of  the  country  districts,  and 

would  tend  to  increase  the  loyalty  of  the  that  they  have — 

people.  «*  Satisfied  themselves   by   abundant  proofs 

The    secretary  of    STATE  for  that   the   decision  of   Her  Majesty's  Govern - 

THE    COLONIES    (Lord    Knutsford)  :  ment  to  divide  Malta   into   several  electoral 

The  noble  Eari  has  always  taken  a  keen  divisions  was  equally  just  in  itself   and  in 

:«4a«^.«.  :«  *u:«   »»k;^^4-  \,^a  \y^^  a«^^»  accordance  with  the  interests  and  wishes   of 

interest  in  this  subjeot,  and  has  endea-  ^^  ^^^^^  ^^j^^^y  ^^  ^j^^  p^^^^g  principally 

voured   to   ascertain   and   torward   the  aflfec ted  by  this  change  from  the  former  system, 

wishes  of  the  Maltese  to  acquire  larger  under  which  the  entire  community,  both  urban 

powers    in    the   management   of    local  *od  rural,  was  treated  as  one  single  consti- 

affairsy   and  I  believe  his    work    has  *'i®°cy." 

been    thoroughly    appreciated    in    the  From  this  change,  which  has  long  been 

Island.      No    one,   therefore,   will    be  advocated  by  leading  men,  I  anticipate 

better  pleased  than  the  noble  Earl  to  very  good  results,  for  it  will,  I  believe, 

hear  my  reply  to  the  first  part  of  his  tend  to  create  a  more  lively  and  intelli- 

Question.     I  can  assure  him  that  the  gent  interest  in  local  questions  afiPectinfi: 

new  Constitution  has  been  received  with  the  well-being  of  the  people.     It  will 

satisfaction  by  all  classes  in  Malta,  and  come    into    operation  when    the    next 

that  up  to  the  present  moment  it  has  Council  of  Government  is  elected.     Her 

worked  most  successfully.    This  success  Majesty's  Government    have  certainly 

is  largely  owing  to  the  tact  and  judgment  made  large  concessions  to  the  people  of 
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Malta,  and  conferred  upon  them  con- 
siderable privileges.  This  they  have 
done  in  the  full  belief  that  the  new 
Council  of  Government  would  meet  them 
in  a  lojal  spirit,  and  that  its  future  pro- 
ceedings would  conduce  largely  to  the 
credit  and  prosperity  of  the  island  with- 
out infringing  in  any  way  the  rights 
and  duties  of  the  Crown.  I  may,  per- 
haps, be  allowed  to  observe  that  the 
power  of  the  Crown  to  protect  Imperial 
interests  has  been  secured  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Letters  Patent.  In  answer 
to  the  second  Question  of  the  noble  Earl, 
I  have  to  say  that  the  proposal  to  estab- 
lish a  Militia  regiment  was  first  made 
by  the  present  Governor  in  1885,  when 
the  Earl  of  Derby  was  Secretary  of 
State.  That  noble  Lord  viewed  the 
suggestion  very  favourably ;  but  it  ap- 
pears to  have  been  shelved  for  a  time, 
as  some  questions  were  under  considera- 
tion afifecting  the  Malta  Fencibles.  It 
has  now  been  revived  by  a  unanimous 
Besolution  of  the  Council  of  Government, 
and  the  Governor  is  greatly  in  favour 
of  the  establishment  of  a  regiment.  I 
have  myself  a  strong  belief  that  the 
creation  of  this  Militia  is  advisable, 
both  from  an  Imperial  point  of  view,  as 
adding  to  the  defensive  power  of  Malta, 
and  from  a  Colonial  point  of  view,  as 
bringing  all  classes  together  and  giving 
them  a  lively  interest  in  the  defence  of 
the  Colony ;  and  I  am  very  glad  to  find 
that  the  noble  Lord  who  has  last  spoken 
is  also  in  favour  of  the  scheme.  The 
matter  has  been  referred  to  the  War 
Office,  and  a  favourable  consideration 
for  it  has  been  asked.  It  is  hardly 
necessary  to  add  that  the  War  Office 
would  probably  be  the  first  Department 
to  recognize  the  importance  of  having 
this  addition  to  the  Forces  in  Malta; 
and  I,  therefore,  hope  that  their  Keport 
will  be  favourable.  The  Treasury  must 
also  be  consulted  on  the  subject.  The 
Papers  for  which  the  noble  Earl  asks 
can  not  be  well  presented  until  a  final 
decision  shall  have  been  arrived  at; 
and  I  hope  that  the  noble  Earl  will, 
therefore,  consent  to  wait  a  little  time 
for  the  Papers  and  the  Betum  for  which 
he  has  asked 

Eabl  DE  la  ware  said,  that  he 
would  accede  to  the  request  made  by  the 
noble  Lord. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn, 

VOL,  CCCX:3?:VII.    f  third  sbeies.] 


FISHERIES    (IRELAND)— THE    SOUTH 
AND  WEST  COASTS.— RESOLUTION. 

Thb  Earl  op  HOWTH,  in  rising  to 
move — 

"  That  an  immediate  survey  of  the  fishinff 
grounds  on  the  south  and  west  coast  of  Ireland 
is  much  required ;  that  in  the  event  of  Her 
Majesty*8  Government  accepting  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Irish 
Puhlic  Works  to  reconstruct  the  Irish  Fishery 
Department,  legislation  he  not  delayed  heyond 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament/' 

said,  it  was  not  his  intention  at  present 
to  enter  into  a  discussion  upon  the  whole 
question  of  the  Eeport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission.  He  ventured  to  assert, 
however,  that  he  approved  of  its  prin« 
cipal  observations,  which  consisted  in  the 
proposal  to  develop  the  deep  sea  fishing 
apart  from  those  in  shore  or  near  the 
shore;  that  large  vessels  manned  by 
skilled  crews  were  to  be  constructed ; 
that  full- sized  and  deep  harbours  were 
to  be  erected ;  and  that  railway  com- 
munication was  to  be  established  to* 
wards  them  for  the  purpose  of  facili- 
tating the  exportation  of  the  captured 
fish  for  the  English  markets.  This  policy 
was  a  total  subversion  of  the  principles 
of  the  Irish  Fishery  Act  of  1869,  which, 
by  promoting  the  building  of  small 
fishing  piers,  had  conferred  benefit  and 
relief  upon  the  coast  population.  He 
was  certainly  not  opposed  to  seeing 
relief  extended  to  congested  and  poor 
districts.  Quite  the  contrary;  but  he 
ventured  to  think  that  expenditure  could 
be  beneficially  made  in  improving  the 
condition  of  the  fisheries.  The  Irish 
fisheries,  with  the  exception  of  the 
mackerel  fishery  in  a  small  portion  of 
the  South- Western  Coast  of  Ireland, 
had  been  very  fully  explained  and 
entered  into  in  this  Heport;  and  it 
would  appear  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Commissioners  it  had  been  proved  that 
there  was  an  inexhaustible  supply  of 
fish  on  the  Western  and  Southern  Coast, 
and  that,  with  the  assistance  of  future 
legislation,  great  benefits  might  be  con- 
ferred  on  the  fishing  industry.  It  was 
clear  that  the  fishing  grounds  had  never 
at  any  time  been  fimy  inspected  and 
considered,  and  that  thorough  inspection 
of  them  was  absolutely  necessary  in 
order  that  it  might  be  fidly  proven  what 
was  the  supply  of  fish  upon  them,  what 
was  the  quality  and  the  species  of  the 
fish,  and  in  what  looalities  they  were  to 
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be  found,  before  an  expenditure  of  a 
large  sum  of  money  was  entered  upon. 
It  was  always  a  matter  for  considera- 
tion, also,  whether  the  youths  who  were 
employed  on  the  sea  fisheries  of  Ireland, 
and  entirely  on  the  sea  fisheries  of  Ire- 
land, should  continue  their  profession 
unless  more  happy  prospects  might  be 
secured  to  the  future  of  the  Irish 
fisheries.  This  inspection  was  really 
and  decidedly  a  case  of  what  might  be 
termed  urgency.  In  all  that  had  taken 
place  hitherto,  it  was  assumed  that  there 
were  inexhaustible  supplies  of  fish ;  but 
there  was  a  striking  absence  of  infor- 
mation that  could  be  relied  upon.  The 
only  argument  urged  against  immediate 
inspection  of  the  coast  was  that  no 
European  nation  had  made  such  inspec- 
tion ;  but  the  truth  was  the  waters  of 
all  civilized  countries  were  thoroughly 
well  known,  the  habits  of  their  fish  had 
been  studied,  and  there  was  no  necessity 
for  the  inspection  which  was  so  urgent 
in  this  case.  It  was  essential  for  the 
sake  of  Irish  fishermen  who  were  seek- 
ing the  means  of  livelihood ;  in  the  in- 
terests of  English  fishermen  who  were 
on  the  look-out  for  new  fishing  grounds ; 
in  the  interests  of  the  British  public  who 
wanted  larger  and  cheaper  supplies  of 
fish ;  and  in  the  interests  of  the  British 
taxpayer  who  was  anxious  to  see  more 
fish  caught  in  return  for  the  money  that 
had  been  expended  upon  the  Irish 
Fisheries.  The  Beport  recommended  an 
expenditure  of  £400,000  on  harbours 
and  railways  communicating  with  them ; 
and  it  would  be  most  unwise  to  incur 
this  expenditure  without  more  definite 
information  as  to  the  fishing  grounds. 
For  the  purposes  of  inspection,  and  to 
obtain  information  for  the  guidance  of 
fishermen,  the  American  Government 
granted  no  less  than  £120,000  a-year. 
With  regard  to  the  second  Besolution, 
the  Eoyal  Commission  had  very  clearly 
and  decidedly  recommended  the  dis- 
missal of  the  three  Irish  Fishery  Com- 
missioners— Sir  Thomas  Brady,  Major 
Hayes,  and  Mr.  Hornsby.  They  recom- 
mended that  there  should  be  sub- 
stituted for  them  a  Board  of  practical 
men  connected  with  the  fisheries  ;  that 
only  one  of  them,  the  Chairman,  should 
receive  a  salary,  and  that  the  rest  of  the 
Board  should  be  composed  of  unpaid 
members.     He  was  opposed  to  that  pro- 

Sosal,  but  he  would  not  now  enter  into 
etails  in  connection  with  the  matter.  It 

J^  JSarl  0/ Hwoth 


was  evident  that  the  Hoyal  Commis- 
sioners considered  that  the  present 
Fishery  Officers  were  unfitted  for  their 
duties,  and  that  they  were  also  dissatis- 
fied with  the  way  in  which  they  managed 
the  Irish  Fisheries.  He  ventured  to  urge 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  if 
they  had  decided  that  these  men  should 
be  dismissed,  it  was  very  unfair  to  allow 
this  sentence  to  remain  hanging  over 
them,  even  till  next  Session,  or  even 
after  the  present  Session  was  past. 
There  were  in  Ireland,  he  was  sorry  to 
say,  in  fishery  matters  as  in  politics, 
two  progprammes.  The  popular  pro- 
gramme was  that  fishery  grounds  should 
not  be  made  subservient  to  the  interests 
of  the  coast  population  ;  while  the  other 
view  was  that  the  fishery  grounds  were 
not  to  be  made  subservient  to  supplying 
the  demands  of  England  with  fish.  The 
Irish  fisheries  were  at  present  regelated 
by  the  Act  of  1869,  which  was  intro- 
duced immediately  after  the  Election  by 
Mr.  Blake,  then  Member  for  Waterford, 
and  received  a  very  liberal  support  from 
the  Irish  county  Members  as  well  as  the 
Members  for  boroughs.  It  was  approved 
of  by  the  Government  and  received  their 
support,  and  its  main  features  supported 
his  first  Hesolution.  The  expenditure  of 
thousands  of  pounds  on  the  construction 
of  harbours  and  railways  would  give 
enormous  employment  to  the  people.  It 
would  aid  the  farmers  and  the  shop- 
keepers, and  also,  perhaps,  the  publi- 
cans would  be  paid.  The  whole  neigh- 
bourhood would  derive  enormous  benefit 
by  these  small  piers,  and  they  certainly 
were  very  popular  all  over  Ireland.  Mr. 
Blake,  the  previous  Chairman  of  the 
Fishery  Commissioners,  had  supported 
these  principles  for  years,  and  Sir 
Thomas  Brady  had  also  supported  them. 
He  thought  it  was  pretty  clear  that  the 
Commissioners  exceeded  their  powers  in 
making  an  inquiry  into  the  Irish  Fishery 
administration,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
sweeping  measure  of  removing  Sir 
Thomas  Brady,  who  was  a  gentleman  of 
great  experience  and  ability,  and  two 
other  Commissioners,  which  had  been 
suggested  by  the  Boyal  Commission, 
would  not  be  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

Moved  to  resolve — 

1  "  That  an  immediate  survey  of  the  fishing 
grounds  on  the  south  and  west  coast  of  Ireland 
IS  much  required  : 
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2  Thatintheaventof HerHajesty'sOoTeni' 
mant  accepting  the  racommondation  of  the 
Rojol  Commiuion  on  Irish  Fublio  Works  to 
reconstmcC  the  Irish  Fisher j  DepartmeDt, 
legislation  be  not  delavsd  beyond  the  present 
BeuioD  of  Parliament."— { The  Earl  ef  Kowlh.) 
The  LOBD  PRIVr  SEAL  (Earl 
Gasooait)  said,  tbnt  it  would  be  impo»- 
Bible  not  to  sympathize  with  the  objects 
of  the  noble  Earl  in  placing  his  Motion 
on  the  Table ;  and  he  was  certainly  not 
prepared  to  say  that  it  would  not  be 
desirable  that  the  survey  of  the  fishing 
grounds  on  the  South  and  West  Coasts 
should  be  made  as  soon  as  poasibli 
was  quite  true  that  the  Commissioners 
did  in  one  paragraph  of  their  Report 
recommend  that  some  such  survey  should 
be  made,  but  they  did  not  lay  much 
stress  upon  the  recommendation.  Un- 
doubtedly it  was  a  point  which  must  be 
considered  in  connection  with  other 
matters  dealt  with  by  the  Commission. 
In  reply  to  the  last  portion  of  the  noble 
Earl's  Motion,  he  could  only  say  that  it 
was  not  the  wish  of  the  Qovemment  to 
delay  any  legislation  in  connection  with 
this  subject  longer  than  was  necessary ; 
but  he  would  remind  the  noble  Earl 
that  on  a  previous  occasion  he  informed 
him  that  the  Commissioners  were  in- 
structed to  deal  with  the  subjects  which 
were  to  come  before  them  in  the  order 
most  advantageous  to  the  Fublio  Ssr- 
Tice,  and  they  took  the  question  of 
arterial  drainage  first  and  issued  their 
Beport  on  that  subject  btifore  the  Ite- 
port  on  Irish  Fisheries,  The  Qovem- 
ment  had  thought  it  better  to  follow  the 
order  of  these  subjects  adopted  by  the 
Commissioners.  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  accordingly  prepared, 
as  he  said  some  time  ago  he  would  pre- 
pare, three  Bills  on  the  subject  of  arterial 
drainage,  and  when  he  informed  the 
noble  Earl  that  these  Bills  were  pre- 
pared and  printed  at  Whitsuntide,  and 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  not  even 
yet  had  an  opportunity  of  presenting 
them  in  the  House  of  Commons,  it 
would  show  how  impossible  it  was  for 
them  to  give  any  pledge  as  to  when 
legislation  in  couneotion  with  the 
Fisheries  would  be  begun,  and  whether 
there  was  any  prospect  of  passing  a  Bill 
on  that  subject  daring  the  present  Ses- 
sion. He  would  not  follow  the  noble 
Earl  in  the  remarks  which  he  had  made 
as  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Soyal 
Commission,  not  did  he  think  it  neces- 
sary to  say  much  on  the  question  of 


whether  the  Royal  Commissioners  had 
exceeded  their  authority  or  not,  because, 
as  the  noble  Karl  was  well  aware,  Her 
Majesty's  Oorernment  had  no  (»ntrol 
over  Royal  Commissions,  and  if  any  re- 
oommendation  that  the  Oommissionen 
had  made  were  ukra  viret,  so  as  to  render 
objectionable  such  legislation  as  might 
be  founded  upon  them,  that  was  a  matter 
which  could  be  dealt  with  when  they 
came  to  introduce  into  Parliament  the 
measures  on  this  subject  which,  no 
doubt,  it  would  be  their  duty  to  bring 
forward.  So  far  as  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Earl  was  concerned  he  trusted 
that  he  would  not  now  consider  it  neces- 
sary to  go  to  a  Division.  He  could  only 
say  that  the  subject  of  Fisheries  had  re- 
ceived the  anxious  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  it  was  their  wish  to  pro- 
ceed with  legislation  on  the  subject  with 
as  little  delay  aspossible. 

The  Eabl  of  HOWTH  said,  he  most 
express  his  appreciation  of  the  anxious 
desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
promote  the  industries  of  Ireland,  and 
he  was  in  no  hurir  on  the  subject  of  hia 
Motion.  He  would  be  quite  satisfied  if 
satisfactory  legislation  were  introduced 
next  year. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House]  with- 
drawn. 

LOCAL  BANERTIPT07  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

{Tht  Lord  Alhbounu.) 
(ho.  93.)      OOUIUTTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clauses  1  to  3,  inclusive,  agretd  to. 

Clause  4  (Cork  and  Belfast  local  bank- 
tupt«y  courts). 

LOKD  FITZGERALD  begged  to  move 
the  omission  of  the  clause.  This  was  a 
subject  which  affected  the  taxpayers  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  as  from  his  ex- 
perience he  could  not  fail  to  see  that 
this  measure,  if  passed,  would  entail 
very  considerable  and  unjustifiable  ex- 
pense. He  pointed  out  that  there  were 
no  less  than  four  Bills  pending  at  pre- 
sent in  the  House  of  Commons  having 
reference  to  the  reduction  of  the  judicial 
strength  in  Dublin,  and  other  matters 
connected  with  the  administration  of 
the  law,  and  he  contended  that  it  would 
be  unwise,  as  it  was  unnecessary,  to 
enaot  such  a  measure  as  this. 

Movtd,  to  omit  Clause  A.—{Th»  Lenf 
Fit^orald.) 
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The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of 
IRELAND  (Lord  Ashbourne)  said,  he 
was  tolerably  familiar  with  the  Bills 
pending  in  the  House  of  Commons  to 
which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
referred,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  entirely  failed  to  see  the  relevancy 
of  these  Bills  to  the  Bill  now  before 
their  Lordships,  and  if  they  were  passed 
by  their  Lordships,  they  would  not  have 
the  remotest  bearing  upon  this  question 
of  Local  Bankruptcy  at  all.  Then  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  raised  the  point 
of  increased  expenditure,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  think  that  there  was  not  one 
of  their  Lordships  who  would  not  have 
supposed,  from  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  remarks,  that  by  this  moderate 
Bill  he  proposed  to  manufacture  two 
brand  new  Courts,  two  brand  new 
Judges,  with  brand  new  officials.  No- 
thing of  the  kind.  It  only  proposed 
to  utilize  existing  Judges  and  existing 
officers,  and  only  supplemented  these 
officers  where  it  was  proved  to  be 
absolutely  necessary.  The  only  proposal 
it  made  was  that  it  conferred  upon  exist- 
ing Judges  this  much  sought  after  and 
desired  local  bankruptcy  jurisdiction. 
Since  this  question  was  last  before  their 
Lordships  a  meeting  had  been  held  in 
Cork  which  was  attended  by  all  classes 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  and  at  which 
Resolutions  had  been  passed  strongly 
in  favour  of  this  Bill  being  passed. 
The  Recorder  of  Cork  alone,  as  far  as 
his  noble  and  learned  friend  had  stated, 
was  against  it.  And  in  Belfast  there 
was  a  large  meeting  held  in  favour  of 
this  Bill.  He  found  that  the  Chambers 
of  Commerce  of  England  and  the  United 
Elingdom  had  passed  Resolutions  in 
favour  of  local  bankruptcy  jurisdiction 
and  in  favour  of  such  legislation  taking 
place  in  Ireland.  What  authorities  was 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  able  to 
marshal  against  the  Bill  ?  Mr.  Richard 
Davoren,  a  highly  respectable  solicitor 

Practising  in  the  Dublin  Bankruptcy 
burt,  of  course,  was  against  it,  and 
another  respectable  solicitor,  Mr.  Ben- 
nett Thompson,  gave  his  individual 
opinion  against  it,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  a  more  meagre  support  had 
never  been  given  to  the  opposition  to 
a  Bill  than  the  letter  written  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society 
saying  that  they  did  not  wish  any  further 
action  to  be  taken  in  that  House  with 
regard  to  thisBill.    Last  ^ear  three  Bill? 


had  been  introduced  into  the  House  of 
Commons  on  this  very  question,  one  of 
them  by  Mr.  Sexton,  who  was  known  not 
to  be  a  Conservative.  That  Bill  was  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  with  Mr. 
Sexton  as  Chairman,  and  in  all  essential 
lines  this  Bill  was  the  same  as  the  Bill 
when  it  emerged  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. Then  they  were  asked  not  to 
pass  this  Bill  because  Mr.  Chamberlain's 
Act  of  1 883  worked  well.  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain's Bill  of  1883  made  important 
changes  in  the  law  and  procedure. 
This  Bill  made  no  change  whatever 
in  the  law,  and  if  it  was  thought 
desirable  afterwards  to  adopt  any 
or  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  1883,  there  would  be  nothing  in 
this  Bill  to  interfere  with  that  being 
done.  He  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
consider  it  unreasonable  to  withhold 
what  was  sought  for  for  a  great  many 
reasons— namely,  the  establishment  of 
local  bankruptcy  jurisdiction,  and  that 
they  would  give  it  in  the  way  which 
commended  itself  to  the  judgment  of  all 
those  most  interested  in  this  question. 

Eabl  spencer  thought  it  was  de- 
sirable  that  facilities  for  bankruptcy 
proceedings  should  be  extended  locally 
in  Ireland.  When  he  was  in  Ireland 
representations  were  made  to  him  from 
different  parts  of  the  country  strongly 
urging  the  Government  not  to  drop  the 
clauses  with  regard  to  Ireland  which 
originally  appeared  in  the  Bill  of  1883. 
He  would  be  the  last  person  to  wish  to 
add  to  the  already  overgrown  judicial 
state  of  Ireland  ;  but  when  he  read  the 
Bill  he  did  not  understand  it  would 
necessitate  anything  like  the  expense 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  feared — 
considering  that  no  new  Judges  or 
officers  would  be  required.  He  hoped 
that  the  greatest  possible  care  would  be 
taken  to  see  that  the  salaries  and  allow- 
ances under  it  would  be  moderate.  If 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  pressed 
his  Motion  to  a  Division  he  certainly 
should  be  obliged  to  vote  against  him 
and  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  and 
to  be  read  3'  on  Friday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Eight  o'clock,  to 

Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  22nd  June,  1888. 


The  House  met  at  two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issued— Jbr  Long- 
ford (South  Longford  Division),  v,  Lawrence 
Connolly,  esquire,  Ghiltern  Hundreds. 

Public  Bills — Ordered — Firtt  Rtading — Law 
Agents  (Scotland)  •  [303]. 

Committee — Local  Govemment  (England  and 
Wales)  [1821  [Ninth  JV^r^A^— b.p. 

Provisional  Order  Bills  —  Firtt  Reading  — 
Elementary  Education  Oonfirmation  (Bir- 
mingham) *  [304]. 

Considered  as  amended—  Third  Reading — Local 
Gk>vemment  (No.  8)  •  [271],  9.iidi  passed. 

Third  Reading — Local  Govemment  (No.  10)  • 
[275];  Local  Govemment  (No.  11)*  [276], 
9Ji^  passed. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  1887  (IMPRISONMENT  OF 
MR.  JOHN  DILLON). 

Mb.  speaker  acquainted  the  House 
that  he  had  received  the  following  letter 
relating  to  the  imprisonment  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  : — 

Dundalk, 

June  20,  1888. 

Sib, 
I  have  the  honour  to  report  that  Mr.  John 
Dillon,  M.P.  for  East  Mayo,  duly  appealed  to 
me,  as  County  Court  Judge  and  Chairman  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  from  two  Orders  of  Conviction 
made  one  on  the  11th  May,  1888,  and  one  on 
the  12th  May,  1888,  whereby  he  was  convicted 
under  the  first  of  said  Orders  of  having  with 
other  persons  unlawfully  taken  part  in  a 
Criminal  Conspiracy,  punishable  hy  Law,  to 
compel  and  induce  certain  persons,  tenants  of 
farms  situate  in  divers  parts  of  Ireland,  not  to 
fulfil  their  legal  obligations,  to  wit,  to  refuse 
to  i>ay  to  the  owners  of  such  farms  the  rents 
which  they  the  said  tenants  were  and  might 
become  lawfully  bound  to  pay,  and  which  the 
owners  of  said  farms  were  and  might  become 
lawfully  entitled  to  be  paid ;  and,  under  the 
2nd  of  said  [Orders,  of  inciting  persons  unlaw- 
fully to  take  part  in  a  Criminal  Conspiracy, 
stated  in  the  same  terms.  Upon  each  of  these 
convictions  Orders  were  made  that  Mr.  Dillon 
should  be  imprisoned  for  six  months  without 
hard  labour,  the  sentences  to  run  concurrently. 

Mr.  Dillon  appeared  in  due  course  before  me 
this  day  at  the  Quarter  Sessions  held  at  Dun- 
dalk, in  the  said  county,  when,  upon  hearing 
the  evidence  and  what  was  advanced  by  Mr. 


Dillon  in  his  defence,  I  affirmed  the  conviction 
and  the  sentence  in  each  case. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 
Tour  most  obedient  servant, 

W.  ElSBET, 

County  Court  Judge  of  Armagh  and  Louth. 

The  Right  Honourable 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

QUESTIONS. 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
—MR.  T.  A.  STEWART,  INSPECTOR  OF 
SCHOOr^. 

Me.  MACDONALD  CAMEEON 
(Wick,  &c.)  asked  the  Lord  Avocate, 
Whether  he  will  inform  the  House  what 
is  the  nature  of  the  special  merit  which 
entitled  Mr.  T.  A.  Stewart,  Her  Majesty's 
Inspector  of  Schools,  to  be  promoted 
over  the  heads  of  nine  of  his  colleagues ; 
what  are  the  defects  in  the  official  career 
of  the  nine  superseded  inspectors  which 
led  to  their  being  passed  over;  upon 
what  grounds  was  the  senior  of  the 
nine — namely,  Mr.  William  Jolly,  super- 
seded ;  and,  what  are  the  grounds  upon 
which  promotion  by  seniority  to  the 
higher  grade  of  Inspectorships  has  been 
departed  from  for  the  first  time  in  Scot- 
land ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  I  have  already 
stated  the  grounds  upon  which  Mr. 
Stewart  was  appointed  one  of  the  Chief 
Inspectors ;  and  their  Lordships  must 
decline  to  discuss  the  individual  merits 
of  the  officers  who  were  not  chosen  to 
fill  that  office. 

WAR  OFFICE- ARMY  ACCOUTREMENTS 
—THE  3bd  BEDFORDSHIRE  REGI- 
MENT—VALISES. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  is  in  a  position 
to  give  further  information  regarding 
the  800  valises  supplied  to  the  Srd 
Bedfordshire  Eegiment,  and  reported 
as  unfit  for  use  after  three  trainings; 
and,  the  total  number  of  valises  of  the 
description  in  question  supplied  to  the 
British  Govemment,  and  the  names  of 
the  contractors  and  of  the  officers  who 
passed  them  ? 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (A  Lobd 
of  the  Tkbasxtbt)  (Wigton)  (who  replied) 
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presaed  Btampa  cannot  be  obtained  in 
Liverpool ;  whether  there  is  any  teason 
for  this  difference  in  the  facilitieB  affor- 
ded by  the  Revenue  Authorities  to  the 
two  cities ;  and,  whether  he  will  take 
atepe  to  remedy  the  inconvenience 
arising  in  Liverpool  therefrom  ? 

The  CHANOELLOK  optheEXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  Qeorge'a 
Hanover  Square) :  Faoililies  have  re- 
cently been  given,  and  further  facilities 
are  about  to  be  given,  at  Liverpool  to 
meet  the  delay  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion, and  it  is  hoped  that  they  will  prove 
sufficient  for  their  purpose.  As  regards 
the  allowance  of  discount,  I  have  to  in- 
form the  hon.  Member  that  the  general 
question  of  discouota  la  now  under  oon- 
sidetatioD. 

KIOTS     ASD      DISTURBANCES      (IRE- 
LAND) —  DISTURBANCES     AT     KII^- 
HUSH,  COUNTY  CLARE. 
Me.    JOBDAN    (Clare,    W.)    asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  directed   to   a   paragraph  in  Thf 
fyMman'i  Journal  of  the  lUth  instant,  in 
which  it  is  stated : — 

"  Thnt  sfler  the  public  bellmsD  had  hd- 
nouDced  Ibrough  the  BtteeM  of  Kilrusb,  County 
Clare,  (be  reauU  ot  the  Election  for  the  Ayr 
Burghs,  a  pstTOl  of  police  paraded  the  stieeti 
carryicg  revolvers  and  truocheoos.  Iq  the 
mnrket  Bquara  a  irroup,  rejoicinfc  at  tho  result 
of  the  election,  was  atUcked  by  Ihu  police,  and 
a  man  aamed  Masterson  was  aireated.  On 
MastersoQ  protetting  against  the  arrest  and  re- 
fusing to  go  to  the  barracks  eicitetaent  ensued, 
and  four  policemen  drew  their  revolrera,  pre- 
sented them  at  the  crowd,  declaring  they  would 
Ore  if  interfered  wilh,  one  conetable  elriking 
MaatersoD  on  the  head  wilh  bis  baton,"  &c. 
And,  whether  these  statements  are  true  ; 
id,  if  BO,  will  he  take  pteps  to  prevent 
interference  by  the  police  with  people 
expressing  their  satiuaction  at  apolitical 
victory. 

Thb  chief  secretary  {Mr.  A. 
J.  Bauouh)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  District  Inspector  reported 
there  was  no  truth  in  the  statements  of 
the  newspaper  paragraph.  The  actual 
oircumstances  were  these-^  About  3  p.m., 
and  two  and  a-lialf  hours  after  the  bell- 
d  made  the  announcement,  a 
patrol  of  three  constables  went  out  in 
the  ordinary  way  armed  with  revolvers. 

-  r- J. ^_j. Masteraon,    who   was    drunk,  accosted 

n  Manchester,  whereby  some  delay  is    them  in  the  street.     They  told  him  to 
caused,  and  the  usual  discount  upon  im-    go  home.    He  then  attacked  them,  and 


taiA:  Speoimena  of  these  were  sent 
ttom  the  Eastern  District  for  examina- 
tion at  "Woolwich.  They,  however,  only 
left  the  district  tho  day  before  yester- 
day ;  and,  considering  the  time  necea- 
aaty  to  examine  them,  it  will  be  at  least 
a  week  before  I  can  anawer  this  Ques- 

THE      MAGISTRACY      (lEELAKD)— MH. 

W.   J.    GLASGOW,  COOKSTOWN,  CO. 

TYKONE. 

Ma.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  report  in  TA$  Jfvrthern  Whig  of 
June  11,  of  proceedings  at  the  Petty 
Sessions  helo  at  Cookatown,  County 
Tyrone,  on  the  previous  day,  in  which 
1&.  W.  J.  Glasgow,  proprietor  of  an 
estenaive  drapery  establishment  in  that 
town,  was  charged  with  riotous  and 
indecentbehaviouron  May  14;  whether, 
at  the  trial,  the  solicitor  for  Mr.  Glasgow 
Stated  he  waa  instructed  that  a  magis- 
trate then  on  the  Bench  had  instigated 
the  proeecution  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
juring Mr.  Glasgow  in  his  business  ; 
whether  the  charge  was  dismissed  by 
the  magiatratea ;  and,  if  he  can  state 
who  was  the  prosecutor,  and  on  what 
grounds  the  prosecution  was  initiated  ? 

Thk  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity), in  reply,  said,  his  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  case  by  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member.  The  summons 
waa  issued  by  the  Town  Clerk.  The 
charge  was  diamiased  by  the  magistrates, 
there  being  no  evidence  against  the 
defendant.  The  solicitor  for  tne  defence 
did  make  the  statement  mentioned  in 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  Question  ; 
but  the  Town  Clerk,  who  proaecuted, 
aaid  there  was  not  a  shadow  of  founda- 
tion for  the  aeaertiun.  From  the  Report 
before  him  (Mr.  Madden]  the  case  ap- 
peared to  be  one  of  mistaken  identity. 


Me.  W.  F.  LAWRENOE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  EKchequer,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  the  IiAand  Revenue  Office  at  Liver- 
pool haa  not  facilities  for  the  stamping 
of  plain  parchment   and  paper  ae  exist 
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they  arrested  him  for  being  drunk  and 
disorderly.  The  crowd  began  to  throw 
stones.  One  of  the  police  struck  Master- 
son,  who  had  hold  of  another  constable 
by  the  throat  at  the  time.  More  stones 
were  thrown.  The  police  drew  their  re- 
volvers, and  the  crowd  fell  back. 
Masterson  was  brought  to  the  barrack 
and  subsequently  discharged. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W) :  Is  it  the 
ordinary  way  for  patrols  of  police  to  go 
armed  with  revolvers  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  way 
in  which  the  police  were  attacked  showed 
it  was  necessary  they  should  be  armed. 

VACCINATION  ACTS-CGNVICTIGJJS  AT 

BATH. 

Me.  HANDEL  OOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that,  on  the  12th  of  this  month,  18  per- 
sons were  convicted  by  the  Bath  Bench 
of  Magistrates  for  offences  under  the 
Vaccination  Acts  ;  whether  several  of 
the  magistrates  who  adjudicated  on  the 
occasion  were  members  of  the  Bath 
Board  of  Guardians,  and  were,  there- 
fore, prosecutors  in  the  cases  on  which 
they  adjudicated ;  whether  it  is  usual  or 
legal  for  prosecutors  to  sit  in  judgment 
on  cases  in  which  they  are  personally 
interested ;  whether  the  fines  inflicted  in 
these  cases  have  to  be  paid  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Bath  Board  of  Guar- 
dians ;  whether  there  were  any  irregu- 
larities in  these  prosecutions ;  and, 
whether,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
will  revise  the  sentences  of  the  Bench. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir ;  the  fact  is  as  stated.  Two  out  of 
the  three  magistrates  who  adjudicated 
are  elected  Guardians  for  the  Bath 
Union.  They  had,  however,  taken  no 
part  in  directing  any  of  the  prosecutions ; 
and  therefore,  as  I  am  advised,  were 
not  disqualified  from  sitting  in  judg- 
ment. The  law  as  to  the  disqualifica- 
tion of  Justices  from  adjudicating  in 
cases  in  which  they  are  personally  in- 
terested is  laid  down  in  many  well-known 
legal  text-books,  and  cannot  be  stated 
within  the  compass  of  an  answer.  I 
understand  that  the  fines  in  question 
were  paid  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  city. 
I  cannot  ascertain  that  there  were  any 
irregularities  in  these  prosecutions ;  and. 


as  at  present  advised,  I  see  no  reason  to 
interfere  in  the  matter. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— STABBING  CASE  AT 
LIVERPOOL-CASE  OF  JOHN  DUG- 
GAN. 

Mb.  W.  F.  LAWEENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  John  Duggan,  who,  after 
stabbing  a  girl  without  provocation  just 
below  the  right  ear,  was  discharged  by 
the  Hecorder  of  Liverpool  without  any 
punishment ;  whether  the  Home  Office 
is  aware  that  street  ruffianism  in  Liver- 
pool has  been  for  some  time  the  su^'ect 
of  consideration  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Judges;  and,  whether  he  will 
cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  above-men- 
tioned ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yes, 
Sir;  my  attention  has  been  called  to 
this  case,  and  I  have  obtained  a  Keport 
from  the  Eecorder  upon  it,  who  informs 
me  that  the  prisoner,  a  youth  of  18,  was 
standing  in  the  street,  drunk,  with  a 
knife  in  his  hand,  with  which  he  struck 
at  a  woman  who  was  passing  and  in- 
flicted a  wound  skin-deep.  The  act  was 
without  motive  or  provocation.  He  had 
been  three  weeks  in  prison,  had  a  good 
character,  and  his  employers  were  will- 
ing to  receive  him  back  if  speedily  re- 
leased. He  was  also  the  sole  support  of 
a  widowed  mother  and  seven  children. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  Judge 
thought  it  right  to  sentence  him  to  two 
days'  imprisonment.  In  the  opinion  of 
the  Judge,  the  case  had  no  connection 
with  the  street  ruffianism  referred  to  in 
the  Question. 

ROYAL    IRISH    CONSTABULARY— DIS- 
TRICT INSPEOrOR  TILLY. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  (for  Sir  Thomas 
Esmonde)  (Dublin  Co.,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  District  Inspector 
Tilly,  R.I.C.,  has  yet  received  the  pro- 
motion promised  him ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther he  can  state  when  this  officer  will 
be  promoted  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
District  Inspector  mentioned  has  not  yet 
received  promotion.  I  am  not  able  to 
say  when  the  opportunity  may  arise. 
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CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887 -EMPLOYMENT 
OF  CONVICT  PRISONERS. 

Mr.  W.  n.  JAMES  (Gateshead) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  any 
Beport  as  to  the  effect  of  the  remission 
of  hard  lahour  to  the  exclusion  of  any 
other  form  of  employment  in  cases  of 
imprisonment  under  the  Criminal  Law 
and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  has  within 
the  last  12  months  been  made  by  any  of 
the  medical  or  other  officials  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  prisons  in  Ireland  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Qeneral  Prisons  Board  inform  me  that 
no  convicted  criminal  prisoner  in  Ire- 
land, whether  sentenced  to  hard  labour 
or  not,  is  unemployed,  except  on  medi- 
cal grounds,  the  Board  being  required 
by  the  47th  section  of  40  &  4 1  Viet, 
c.  49,  to  find  employment  for  prisoners 
not  sentenced  to  hard  labour. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  what  is  the  nature 
of  the  employment  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not  very 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  Prison 
Rules;  but  I  suppose  the  same  Rule 
obtains  in  Ireland  as  in  England  in  the 
matter. 

Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.) :  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  prisoners  not  sentenced  to  hard 
labour  have  to  break  stones  and  pick 
oakum,  the  same  as  ordinary  prisoners  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  just 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Pri- 
80DB  Board  have  to  find  employment  for 
nil  prisoners. 

Mb.  OONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, does  he  not  think  he  ought  to 
acquaint  himself  with  the  Prison  Rules  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES :  1  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  will  ask  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  a  further  Question  on  the 
subject. 

INLAND  REVENUE-RECEIPTS  FROM 
LICENCES  AND  INHABITED  HOUSE 
DUTY. 

Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  previous  to  the  discussion  of 
Clause  18  of  the  Local  Gtovemment  Bill, 


a  Return  showing  the  revenue  derived 
from  licences  on  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors,  and  from  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty,  respectively,  for  each  county  in 
England  and  Wales? 

TheCH  ANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  could  give  the  hon. 
Member  the  Return  which  he  asks  for 
with  regard  to  existing  counties.  But, 
if  he  wants  them  for  the  counties  as  they 
will  be  constituted  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  it  would  be  possible  to  give 
the  Return  of  the  revenue  derived  from 
licences,  as  that  has  already  been  pre- 
pared ;  but  the  Return  of  the  Inhabited 
House  Duty  could  only  be  obtained 
with  much  trouble,  and  would  require 
some  time. 

Mr.  CAINE  said,  the  old  areas  would 
be  sufficient. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Then  the  Return 
can  be  given, 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  (IRELAND)  — 
THE  LAGAN  NAVIGATION  COM- 
PANY. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Does  he  still  intend  paying  £3,500  to 
the  Lagan  Navigation  Company  for 
taking  over  the  Ulster  and  Tyrone 
Canals,  which  have  cost  the  country 
£300,000 ;  will  he,  at  least,  not  make 
over  to  them  the  profit  rental  of  £130 
a-year  for  lands  and  houses;  will  he 
make  inquiry,  before  paying  the  £3,500, 
as  to  the  truth  of  Mr.  J.  G.  V.  Porter's 
statement  in  his  newspaper  of  June  13, 
that  he,  in  1875,  bought  £2,000  worth 
of  Lagan  Company's  Stock  for  £300, 
and  that  Messrs.  Wyat,  solicitors,  have 
a  claim  of  £1,500  against  the  Lagan 
Company  for  promoting  the  Ulster 
Canal  Bill;  is  the  Lagan  Company  a 
limited  or  an  unlimited  liability  Com- 

gany;  and  will  any  security  be  taken 
y  the  Treasury  that  none  of  the  £3,500 
granted  by  the  taxpayers  shall  go  to 
defray  Bill  promotion ;  but  shall  all  be 
laid  out  in  works  on  the  Ulster  and 
Tyrone  Canals? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  Sir,  I  think  it  will  be  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  propose 
to  Parliament  an  Estimate  for  the  sum 
of  £3,500,  as  stated  in  the  first  Question. 
I  do  not  think,  with  reference  to  the 
second  Question,  that  the  rental  of  the 
land  and  houses  should  bo  separated 
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from  the  general  uDdertskioK-  With 
reference  to  the  third  parsgraph,  I  have 
no  information ;  nor  with  regard  to 
Para^aph  4.  With  regard  to  the  Gfth 
Queation,  I  will  endeaTOur  to  make 
the  best  arrangement  I  can  to  secure 
that  the  £3.500  shall  be  spent  on  the 
worke. 

Mk.  T.  U.  HEALY  :  Uight  I  ask 
the  hon.  Qentleman,  before  this  Oom- 
pan;  is  to  get  a  gift  of  £300,000  and  a 
seoond  gift  of  £3, 500,  whether  he  would 
first  m^e  himself  acquainted  with  the 
matter — oamely,  that  this  Gompauy, 
which  is  alleged  to  be  worth  £70,000, 
sold  £2,000  worth  of  its  8toak  a  few 
years  ago  for  £S0O;  and  also  inquire 
whether  thin  is  a  Companj  of  limited 
liability  or  uuHmited,  in  order  to  give 
taxpayers  some  guarantee  that  these 
gentlemen  hare  some  assets  at  all 
events  t 

Ub.  JACKSON :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  that  this 
Question  did  not  appear  on  the  Paper 
until  this  morning.  I  was  engaged  on 
a  Committee  upstairs,  and  had  no  time 
to  make  inquiry  ;  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  OenUeman  knows  that  I  have 
already  stated,  when  the  Bill  was  in 
Oommittee,  that  I  would   take  every 

Erecaution  I  could  in  the  agreement 
anding  over  the  property — if  the  agree- 
ment is  Dome  t« — that  every  precaution 
shall  be  secured  that  the  money  shall  be 
expended  on  the  works. 

Mb.  T,  M.  HEALY :  I  will  repeat 
the  Question.  I  might  remind  the  non. 
Qentleman  that  I  sent  him  a  copy  of 
Mr.  Porter's  paper,  Irelaad't  Gettttt, 
which  contained  the  statement,  yester- 
day. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Yes ;  but  I  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  him- 
self would  hardly  have  accepted  the 
mere  statement  of  a  newspaper. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  is  right  to 
state  that  Mr.  Porter  is  a  gentleman 
who  has  spent  tens  of  thousand  on  such 
works. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

EVICTIONS   (IRELAND)-EVICTION   AT 
CLOGHER— ALLEGED  CRUEL  TREAT- 
MENT. 
Mb.  W.  REDMOND  [Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called    to  the 


paper: — 

"  An  eviction  was  carried  out  jreiterilay  on 
the  property  of  Mr.  Montroy  Oledstanes  Fard- 
TOM,  Clobber,  telegnphs  our  Dublin  comtpon- 
dent.  Neorlj  40  police  nere  in  sttendauce. 
The  evicted  family  Dumtwn  lii  memlwn.  One, 
a  blind  boy,  received  the  laat  aaaiament  latt 
evening,  and  the  father,  an  old  man  of  80  years, 
was  so  weak  and  ill  as  to  appear  utterly  uncon* 
acious  of  what  was  going  on  arouDil  him.  An* 
other  ion  besought  the  Sub  -  BherifT  (Mr. 
■  •      ■■  "     f  the  father 

light  bo  sent 
'al  of  Mr.  McKelvey  had  taken 
the  family  by  earpriso,  but  the  officer  was  in- 
ozorable.  The  old  man  was  then  traDsferrod 
from  hii  bed  to  a  cart,  in  which  he  was  oon- 
vejed  to  the  house  of  a  aoa-ic-law,  where  he 
received  Uie  last  sacrament  immediately  after- 
wards from  tha  parish  priest ;  " 

whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  following  statement  of  the  paiish 
priest,  whioS  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers of  yesterday,  in  connection  with 
the  eviotion  in  question  : — Bev.  John 
M'Kenna,  parish  priest  of  Ologhw, 
writes  to  TAt  Frttman — 

"  The  blind  boy  who  received  the  last  sacia- 
meats  of  the  Church  from  the  curate  of  this 
parish  the  day  before  the  ericlicn  has  since 
made  a  partial  thcu^h  uncertain  recovery.  But 
the  father,  who  received  the  lost  sacrament  from 
mo  immediately  after  the  eviction,  continued  to 
sink  till  yesterday  evening,  when  he  departed 
at  the  hour  of  8  o'clock.  It  is  absolutely  cer- 
tain that  Hugh  Bogus  was  in  a  dying  state 
when  he  was  carried  forth  from  his  house  on  a 
bed-tick  by  the  Sheriff's  officers,  and  thatafter- 
wards  ho  bad  not  an^  perfectly  lucid  interval 
up  to  the  moment  of  lus  death ; ' ' 

whether  the  Qovamment  will  take  steps 
to  prevent  the  eviction  of  persons  who 
are  in  a  dying  condition ;  and,  whether 
it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
refuse  to  allow  the  forces  of  the  Grown 
to  be  used  in  erioting  persons  under 
such  painful  ciroumstances  f 

The  chief  SEGEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J,  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
District  Inspeotor  of  Constabulary  re- 
ports that  the  family  was  six  in  num- 
ber ;  but  that  the  "  blind  boy  "  referred 
to  is  a  man  apparently  between  3D  and 
-10  years  of  age.  It  was  stated  he  had 
received  the  last  rites  of  the  Gburch  the 
evening  before.  He  was,  however, 
well  enough  to  walk  about  the  yard, 
using  the  most  violent  language  to  the 
agent.  As  regards  the  old  man,  there 
seems  to  be  no  ground  for  thinking  that 
his  death  was  hastened  by  the  eviction. 
The  sergeant  atGlogher  saw  him  on  the 
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4th  instant,  and  he  appeared  to  be  in 
his  usual  health ;  and  it  is  the  general 
opinion  that  he  was  in  no  worse  health 
on  the  day  of  the  eviction  than  he  had 
been  for  1 8  months  previously.  On  the 
day  of  eviction  the  Assistant  Sheriff 
(Mr.  McKelvey)  appealed  to  his  family 
to  remove  him  themselves,  but  none  of 
them  would  do  so;  and  the  Sheriff's 
officers  then  carried  him  out  most  care- 
fully on  his  bed  to  the  front  of  the 
house,  where  he  remained  about  a 
quarter  of  an  hour,  when  he  was  re- 
moved in  a  cart  to  the  residence  of  his 
fion-in-law,  about  one  mile  distant.  The 
responsibility  for  the  eviction  seems  to 
rest,  not  with  the  landlord,  whose  con- 
duct appears  to  have  been  generous, 
but  witiii  the  son  of  the  deceased,  who 
was  responsible  for  the  prolonged  re- 
fusal to  meet  the  legal  obligation  of  the 
tenant. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  In  reference 
to  that  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's answer  where  he  states  that  the 
general  opinion  is  that  the  death  of 
Bogue  was  not  hastened  by  being 
carried  out,  might  I  ask  him  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  parish  priest  of 
the  district,  who  said  that  it  was  un- 
doubtedly the  fact  that  Bogue  was  in  a 
dyin^  condition  when  he  was  carried 
out,  m  spite  of  the  protests  of  his  friends 
that  the  unfortunate  man  might  be 
allowed  to  remain  in  his  house  until  he 
died,  and  not  be  cast  out  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  was  not 
aware  of  the  opinion  of  the  priest. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  It  appears  on 
the  Question. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  say  I  was 
not  aware  of  the  opinion  of  the  priest 
till  just  now ;  but  I  cannot  believe  it  to 
be  accurate,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
man's  own  family  refused  to  carry  him 
out. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  Might  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  it  is 
not  a  fact  that  the  reason  why  the  man's 
own  family  refused  to  carry  him  out 
was  that  they  could  not  carry  out  a  man 
who  they  saw  was  in  a  dying  condition ; 
and,  also,  that  they  asked  the  Sub-Sheriff 
to  leave  him  in  the  house  for  a  few 
hours  until  he  died,  as  it  was  apparent 
to  everyone  that  he  must  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
evidence  at  all  to  confirm  that  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  Might  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  reference 
to  his  statement  that  the  man's  death 
was  not  hastened  by  his  being  carried 
out  when  he  was  lying  sick,  in  order  to 
satisfactorily  come  to  a  conclusion  on 
this  particular  point,  whether  he  will 
order  an  inquest,  so  that  the  Sub- Sheriff, 
who  insisted  on  carrying  him  out  in 
spite  of  the  protests  of  his  friends  that 
he  was  dying,  may  be  prosecuted  for 
manslaughter,  of  which  he  is  un- 
doubtedly guilty  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  ordering 
or  non-ordering  of  an  inquest  does  not 
rest  with  me. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  will,  on  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment,  call  further  attention  to 
the  death  of  this  man,  whose  death  un- 
doubtedly lies  at  the  door  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  For  when  he 
was  dying  they  cast  him  out. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order ! 

Db.  tanner  (Oork  Co.,  Mid)  rose  to 
put  a  further  Question 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
call  upon  the  hon.  Gentleman  whoso 
name  is  next  on  the  Paper  to  put  his 
Question. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDXTRE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887-THE  ENNIS 
MEETING  —  REMARKS  OF  COUNTY 
COURT  JUDGE  KELLY. 

Mb.  OOX  (Glare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  following  report  which 
appeared  in  The  Star  of  June  21 : — 

"  The  sentence  of  three  months*  iinpriBonment 
passed  on  Mr.  James  Halpin  for  the  Ennis  meet- 
ing was  yesterday  confirmed  at  the  Quarter 
Sessions  by  County  Courty  Judge  Kelly.  An 
application  to  make  the  prisoner  a  first-class 
misdemeanant  was  refused.  Colonel  Tumor 
gave  eyidence  of  the  circumstances  attending 
the  meeting  at  Ennis  in  an  old  com  store.  Judge 
Kelly :  How  is  it  you  did  not  arrest  the  pro- 
moters of  the  meeting  ? — The  Witness  ;  They 
did  not  give  me  the  chance. — Judge  Kelly :  Oh, 

Sis,  they  did.  They  came  down  here  from 
ublin.  It  is  hard  to  punish  poor  people,  and 
allow  these  fellows,  the  organisers,  to  go  free. 
— The  Witness  :  I  would  be  only  too  glad  to 
arrest  them  if  I  thought  I  had  a  chance. — The 
Judge :  Their  presence  was  quite  enough.  You 
had  the  placard  and  the  articles  in  United  Ire- 
land calling  on  the  people  to  go  and  hear  Mr. 
Davitt;'* 
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and,  whether,  if  a  proeeoutioD  ia  iosti- 
tuted,  he  will  undertake  that  no  part  of 
the  proceedings  will  be  heard  by  Judgi 
Keliy,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  prose 
cution  was  recommended  by  him  r 

Me.  JORDAN  {Clare,  W.)  alao  had 
the  following  Question  on  the  Paper  :■ 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  following  report 
of  a  diacuaBton  between  Mr.  Kelly, 
County  Court  Judge,  County  Clare,  and 
Colonel  Turner,  at  Ennis  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, which  appeared  ia  The  Daily  ^ma 
of  the  20th  instant — namely  : — 

"The  BeutsDce  of  three  mODtha'  impiiBonineDt 
puKd  on  Mr.  James  Halpio,  a  member  of  the 
National  League,  iar  atteoding  a  proclaimed 
meeting  at  Ennis,  wai  cooflrmed  on  appeal  bX 
the  Quarter  Seuiona  b;  County  Court  Judge 
Kelly.  An  applicatioD  to  make  the  priaoner  a 
firtt'Clau  miidemeanant  vaa  refused.  Priaonar 
irai  taken  to  Limerick  Prison  at  night. 

Colonel  Turner,  the  Divisional  Magistrate, 
gaTB  evideiice  of  the  ciicumstances  attending 
the  msetiag  at  Ennis  in  an  old  com  store. 

Jndge  Kelly:  How  ia  it  you  did  not  aireat 


take  part  in  an  unlawful  assembly  are  liabla  to 
puniabment  under  tbe  section.  It  is  bard  to 
ponish  poor  people  and  allow  those  fellona,  the 
organ iaers,  to  go  free. 

The  Witnesa ;  I  would  only  be  too  glad  to 
arreat  them  if  I  thought  I  bad  a  chance. 

The  Judge  said,  he  could  not  for  the  life  of 
him  see  why  the  promoters  of  the  meeting  were 

The  Witness  :  Those  who  incite  unlawful  as- 
■embliea  take  very  good  care  not  to  attend 
them.     Iq  this  case  we  only  had  their  presence. 

The  Judge  :  Tbeir  presence  was  quite  enough. 
Tou  bad  the  placards  and  the  nrticlee  in  Uailed 
Jrtland  calling  on  the  people  to  go  and  hear  Mr. 
DaTitt. 

The  Witness :  It  ia  not  too  late,  my  Lord,  to 
do  it  now. 

Judge  Kelly  :  That  may  be ;  but,  at  present, 
I  do  not  aee  why  the  promoters  of  the  meeting 
were  not  prosecuted. 

The  Witness  (Colocel  Tomer) ;  I  shall  know 
what  to  do  next  time  ;  " 

whether  it  is  the  practice  for  Judgee  to 
advise  prosecutions  which  afterwards 
may  come  before  them  for  (Jeciaion  ;  and, 
whether,  if  a  prosecution  ia  instituted, 
he  will  undertake  that  no  part  of  the 
proceedings  will  be  hoard  by  Judge 
Kelly,  in  view  of  the  fact  tliat  the  pro- 
seoution  was  recommended  by  him  'i 

The  chief  SECRETAKY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baijoue)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  there  had  not  been  time  to  make 
the   necessary  local   inquiry  to   enable 


him  to  ^ve  a  fall  answer.  But  he  might 
inform  the  hon.  Member  fur  EaMt  Clare, 
if  it  was  any  consolation  to  him,  that  it 
was  not  proposed  to  institute  any  further 
prosecutions  in  connection  with  the 
meeting  in  question. 

INDIA— AttEN  HARBOUR  TRUST. 

Mb.  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Ctreenook) 
aaked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether,  seeing  that  three  years 
have  DOW  elapsed  since  the  Secretary  of 
State  wrote  to  India  recommending  the 
formation  of  a  Harbour  Trust  for  Aden, 
chiefly  for  the  purpose  of  deepening  the 
harbour,  aad  that  a  Bill  to  create  each 
Trust  was  passed  by  the  Bombay  Council 
a  year  ago,  what  reason  is  given  by  the 
Gorerument  of  India  for  the  delay  now 
taking  place  in  the  accomplishment  of 
this  measure ;  aad,  what  is  the  amount 
of  the  accumulated  surplus  at  the  credit 
of  the  Aden  Port  Fund  from  the  dues 
levied  upon  vessels,  for  whose  proper 
accommodation  the  improvement  of  the 
harbour  has  been  shown  to  be  absolutely 
necessary  ? 

The  under  SECRETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qobst)  (Chatham): 
The  reasons  for  delay  are  given  by  the 
OoTernment  of  India  in  a  telegram, 
thus — 

"Cauae  o(  delay,  necessity  that  provision 
should  be  inserted  in  tbe  Bill  vesting  Govern- 
ment with  power  to  exempt  munitions  of  war 
from  port  charges  and  dues." 

Pending  tbe  formation  of  the  Fort  Trust, 
steps  are  being  taken  for  deepening 
Aden  Harbour.  The  balance  of  the  Port 
Trust  Fund  is  Rs.4,35,000. 

CRIMINAL  LAW-UKTRIBD  FRiaONERS 
AND  HANDCUFFS. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  What  is  the  prac- 
tice in  England  with  regard  to  placing 
handcuffs  on  untried  prisoners  P 

Toe  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  There 
is  no  hard  and  fast  rule  with  regard  to 
the  use  of  handcuffs  in  this  country; 
but  the  practice  recommended  by  the 
Home  Of&ce  has  been  that  handcuffing 
should  be  only  resorted  to  where  there 
is  fair  ground  for  supposing  that  either 
violence  may  he  used  or  an  escape 
attempted. 
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POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— THE  BALLIN- 
ASLOE  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS, 

Mr.  HARRIS  (Qalway,  E.)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Why  it  is  that  paid 
Quardians  have  been  sent  to  Ballinasloe, 
at  a  great  expense  to  the  Union,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  no  charge  of  dis- 
honesty, corruption,  or  extravagance 
can  be  brought  against  the  Quardians 
of  the  Ballinasloe  Union,  and  that  on 
all  occasions  when  points  of  difference 
arose  between  the  members  of  the  Board 
they  have  appealed  in  a  legal  manner 
to  the  Local  Government  Board ;  and, 
will  they  soon  be  removed  ? 

The  ohief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Local  GK>vemment  Board  was  obliged 
to  dissolve  the  Ballinasloe  Board  of 
Quardians  in  consequence  of  the  irregu- 
lar and  disorderly  character  of  their 
meetings,  and  their  neglect  of  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Union.  This  step  was  not 
taken  without  previous  warning  to  the 
Board  of  Quardians. 

TURKEY  (ABLATIO  PROVINOES)-AT- 
TAOK  ON  A  BRITISH  SUBJECT  AT 
ALEPPO. 

Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith, 
&c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  no  reparation  has  yet  been  made 
by  the  Turkish  Authorities  to  Mrs. 
Barker,  an  English  lady,  resident  at 
Aleppo,  whose  house  there  was  at- 
tacked, and  violently  entered,  by  a 
mob,  led  by  the  then  Dragoman  of  the 
Qovernor  of  Aleppo,  in  (>Dtober,  1886; 
whether  the  house  of  this  lady  is  still 
forcibly  retained  by  this  Dragoman, 
who  is  protected  by  the  Governor  of 
Aleppo;  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  addressed  remonstrances 
to  the  Turkish  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject of  this  outrage,  with  regard  to 
which  a  Question  was  put  in  this  House 
on  the  25th  of  August  last ;  and,  whe- 
ther they  will  press  energetically  that 
the  proper  redress  shall  be  made  r 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  No  reparation  has  been 
made,  as  the  respective  claims  of  Mrs. 
Barker  and  the  Dragoman  are  still  the 
subject  of  litigation.  Sir  William 
White  has,  however,  obtained  the  dis- 
missal of  the  Dragoman,  on  account  of 


his  attempt  to  enforce  his  claim  by 
violence.  Both  the  Ambassador  and 
the  Consul  at  Aleppo  have  repeatedly 
advised  as  to  the  course  that  Mrs.  Barker 
should  pursue;  and  have  explained 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot 
use  diplomatic  pressure  in  a  case  which 
the  Law  Courts  are  competent  to  decide. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND)  ACT,  1887- ADMINISTRATION 
OF  THE  ACT. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford.  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  a  copy 
of  the  shorthand  writer's  notes  of  tne 
Judgment  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
in  the  Killeagh  habeas  corpus  cases  can 
be  laid  upon  the  Table ;  whether  the 
Government  will  re-consider,  in  the 
light  of  this  decision,  the  cases  of  such 
prisoners  as  the  Milltown  Malbay  men, 
whose  sentences  for  refusal  to  supply 
goods  have  been  confirmed  on  appeal, 
and  who  are,  therefore,  deprived  of 
further  legal  remedy ;  would  it  be  pos- 
sible, under  the  Coimty  Court  Acts,  for 
Bules  to  be  framed  by  the  County  Court 
Judges,  so  that  the  convictions  they 
affirm  under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure Act  should  in  all  cases  refer  to 
the  evidence  on  which  the  convictions 
were  grounded,  so  that  it  may  be  pos- 
sible for  prisoners  under  sentence  after 
appeal  to  test  the  legality  of  their  im- 
prisonment by  habeas  corpus  ;  will  any 
steps  be  taken  in  fulfilment  of  the  pledge 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last  year, 
reported  in  Bansard,  vol.  315,  p.  284,  as 
follows : — 

**  There  will  "be  an  appeal  in  every  case  to  a 
County  Court  Judge,  and  if,  on  legal  techni  • 
cflJities,  the  County  Court  Judge  is  objected  to, 
the  Govemment  will  be  prepared  to  consider 
a  plan  for  giving  an  appeal  in  cases  in  which 
a  legal  difficulty  may  be  involved  to  a  still 
higher  tribunal :  '* 

and,  if  he  can  state  how  many  persons 
are  still  confined  under  sentences  con- 
firmed on  appeal  for  conspiracy  to  com- 
pel and  induce  others  to  do  or  abstain 
from  doing  certain  acts  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  have  been  asked  to  answer 
this  Question,  as  it  is  mainly  of  a  legal 
character ;  but  as  it  only  appeared  upon 
the  Paper  to-day,  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  postpone  it. 
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Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  This  is  a  matter 
of  some  little  importance,  and  I  think 
an  answer  should  have  been  given.  I 
gave  Notice  of  the  Question  yesterday, 
and  I  do  not  consider  that  it  is  a  matter 
of  an  entirely  legal  character.  I  ask  in 
the  Question,  will  any  steps  be  taken  in 
fulfilment  of  the  pledge  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  reported  last  year  in 
Hamard^  which  was — 

"  There  will  be  an  appeal  in  every  case  to  a 
Comity  Court  Jadge»  and  if,  on  legal  techni- 
calities, the  County  Court  Judge  is  objected  to, 
the  Government  will  be  prepared  to  consider  a 
plan  for  giving  an  appeal  in  cases  in  which  a 
legal  difficulty  may  be  involved  to  a  still 
higher  tribunal." 

Surely  a  Question  as  to  the  carrying  out 
of  that  pledge  is  not  a  Question  of  a 
legal  character. 

Tm  CHIEF  SEOBETAEY  fob  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Manches- 
ter, E. ) :  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
is  perfectly  correct  in  regard  to  the  fact 
that  he  gave  Notice  of  this  Question  yes- 
terday ;  and  I  may  tell  him  that  I  tele- 
graphed oyer  at  once  to  Dublin  to  get 
ULe  necessary  information.  With  regard 
to  the  subject  itself,  it  has  been  thrashed 
out  more  than  once  in  this  House. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  refer  me  to  one  instance 
in  which  the  question  was  thrashed  out  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  heard 
allusions  on  several  occasions  to  this 
question  in  debate. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  You 
said  thrashed  out. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  give 
any  date. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALYsaid,  that  he  desired 
an  answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. Surely  it  was  ascertainable  as  to 
whether  the  shorthand  writer's  notes  of 
the  Judge's  decision  would  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  is  one 
of  the  questions  we  have  referred  to 
Dublin  about.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  were  any  shorthand  writer's  notes. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  There  were. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  188 7- CONVICTIONS 
AT  KTLLEAGH  FOR  CONSPIRACr. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  (Derby) 
(forMr.CAMFBELLBANNERMAN)  (Stirling, 
&c.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it 
^8  the  f^t  that  in  ^he  case  of  (he  four 


Killeagh  shopkeepers  sentenced  byRe« 
sident  Magistrates,  three  to  one  month's 
and  one  to  a  fortnight's  imprisonment, 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  for  refusing  to  supply 
the  police  on  the  Ponsonby  Estate,  an 
application  was  made  to  the  magistrates 
to  state  a  case  to  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer as  to  the  legality  of  the  con- 
viction for  a  *' conspiracy  to  induce  others 
not  to  deal  with  the  police ; "  whether 
the  Resident  Magistrates  refused  the 
application  in  the  following  terms,— 
namely:  — 

**  In  reply  to  your  notice  served  on  us  on  the 
2nd  instHnt,  calUng  on  us  to  state  a  case  for  the 
opinion  thereon  of  the  Exchequer  Division  of 
H.M.'s  Hi^h  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland,  we 
have  considered  your  application,  and  now 
acquaint  you  that  we  refuse  to  state  such  case, 
and  we  now  sign  and  deliver  to  you  this 
certificate  of  our  refusal. 

(8d.)    H.  E.  RsDMOND,  R.M., 

(Sd.)    J.  C.  Gardiner,  R.M., 

Tho  Resident  Magistrates  who  heard 
and  determined  the  complaint. 

Dated  at  Cork,  4th  June,  1888  ;" 

whether  the  Act  allows  such  refusal, 
except  on  the  ground  that  the  applica« 
tion  was  ''frivolous;"  whether  the 
Oourt  of  Exchequer  has  ordered  the  dis- 
charge of  the  prisoners  on  habeas  eorptUf 
on  the  ground  that  '*  there  was  ab- 
solutely no  evidence  to  support  the 
charge  ; "  whether,  as  the  prisoners  by 
the  refusal  of  an  appeal  were  compelled 
to  undergo  many  days  of  illegal  custody, 
any  compensation  will  be  made  to  them ; 
and,  whether  the  Irish  Government  in- 
tend to  notice  in  any  way  the  action  of 
these  magistrates  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  The 
Question  is  identical  with  one  that  stands 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr.  Anderson).  This 
is  one  of  those  Questions  as  to  which  I 
should  be  glad  to  have  Notice.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see,  this 
Question  is  one  as  to  which  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  I  should  apply  to  Dub- 
lin for  the  information  he  desires. 

8iE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I 
would  ask  this  Question,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cannot  give  me  any  other  in- 
formation, whether  these  two  Resident 
Magistrates  are  magistrates  who  have 
been,  under  the  terms  of  the  Crimes  Act, 
''certified  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  as 
persons  of  \h^  su^cienoy  of  whose  legal 
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knowledge  he  is  satisfied ;  "  whether, 
after  the  remarks  of  the  Judges  upon 
their  conduct,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is 
still  satisfied  as  to  their  legal  know- 
ledge ;  and,  whether  the  Irish  Gt>Tern- 
ment  intend  to  keep  them  as  persons  to 
administer  the  exceptional  powers  of  the 
Crimes  Act  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  I  speak  under 
correction,  and  without  absolute  cog- 
nizance of  the  fact ;  but  my  belief  is 
that  these  gentlemen  have  been  certified 
as  legally  competent  so  long  ago  as  the 
year  1883. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT  :  I 
wish— ["  Order !  "] 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  believe  they 
were  certified  by  Earl  Spenoer. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) : 
Not  under  the  Grimes  Act. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  mistaken.  It  was  under  the 
Grimes  Act. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  Ridiculous. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  With  regard 
to  the  second  part  of  the  Question,  the 
fact  that  a  decision  of  an  Inferior  Oourt 
has  been  over-ruled  by  a  Superior  Court, 
is  not,  in  my  opinion,  sufficient  reason 
for  making  any  complaint  against  the 
magistrates. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  Aris- 
ing out  of  my  Question,  and  in  face  of 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  would  ask  him  whether,  until  the  Act 
of  last  Session,  there  was  any  jurisdic- 
tion g^ven  to  these  magistrates  on  ques- 
tions of  conspiracy;  and  I  would  also 
ask  him  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  observations  of  the  Judges 
of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  as  to  the 
treatment  of  these  cases,  and  the  refusal 
of  the  magistrates  to  state  a  case. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Sir,  the  Act 
of  1882,  for  which  these  magistrates 
were,  as  I  have  already  stated  to  the 
House,  certified  as  being  competent  in 
the  matter  of  legal  knowledge,  was 
quite  as  difficult  an  Act  to  administer  as 
this  Act.  [  CV-w*  of  **  Answer  the  Ques- 
tion ! "]  That  is  the  answer  to  the 
Question.  ["No!"]  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  will  repeat  the 
Question. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I 
should  like  to  know  really  whether  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  called  to  the  strictures  of  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  on  the  conduct  of 
the  magistrates  in  this  particular  oasoi 

Sir  William  JXcframrt 


to  the  decision  given  that  there  was  no 
evidence  to  support  the  charge,  and  that 
the  magistrates  refused  to  state  a  case 
for  the  opinion  of  the  Court  above  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  seen 
a  report,  but  I  do  not  know  how  far  it 
is  authentic,  of  the  observations  of  one 
Judge  making  comments  of  the  nature 
indicated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
but  I  would  point  this  out — that  if  it 
had  been  the  opinion  of  the  prisoner's 
counsel  that  the  refusal  to  state  a  case 
was  a  frivolous  one,  he  could  have 
applied  to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
and  compelled  him  to  state  a  case. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  alluded  to  the  prisoner's 
counsel.    Allow  me  to  say 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  If 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wishes 
to  put  a  Question  to  elucidate  any 
point  he  is  entitled  to  do  so,  but  he 
cannot  introduce  any  matter  of  argu- 
ment. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  Sir,  has  referred  to  me.  He 
has  stated  that  if  the  prisoner's  counsel 
held  a  particular  opinion  he  ought  to 
have  done  so  and  so. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  said,  could. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Well,  could.  I 
think  I  am  entitled  to  state  that  on  a 
former  application  made  to  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  in  the  Brosnan  case — a 
man  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  afterwards  compelled  to  liberate  un- 
conditionally— an  application  was  made 
for  a  mandamus  to  the  magistrates  to 
state  a  case,  and  it  was  dismissed  by  the 
Court  as  frivolous ;  and  that  afterwards, 
in  the  case  of  Sullivan,  who  was  released 
by  the  Court  of  Exchequer  on  habeas 
eorpusj  the  Queen's  Bench  Division  re- 
fused a  certiorari.  No  counsel  for  any 
prisoner  would  have  any  chance  of  get- 
ting any  satisfactory  decision 

Mb. SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  Mr. 
Schwann. 

LAW   AND    POLICE    (IRELAND)  —  IN- 
STRUCTIONS  TO    PREVENT  ASSEM- 
BLIES IN  THE  STREETS  AT  TRIALS. 
Mb.   SCHWANN  (Manchester,   N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant    of  Ireland,    Whether   any 
new    instructions    have     been     issued 
during  the  last  nine  months  to  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  Forces,    as   to  the 
prevention  of  any  assembly  of  persons 
in  the  streets  after  tl^e  holding  of  trials 
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in    the    various  Court-houses  in   Ire- 
land? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  This 
is  one  of  the  Questions  put  down  with- 
out Notice.  I  can  assure  the-hon.  Gen- 
tleman there  has  been  no  new  depar- 
ture ;  but  I  cannot  give  him  a  more 
speoiOc  answer  without  further  Notice. 
I  have  inquired  whether  a  Circular  was 
issued — ^it  is  possible  it  may  have  been  ; 
but  there  has  been  no  new  departure.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  repeat  the 
Question  on  Monday,  I  will  give  him  an 
answer. 

H.R.H.   THE   COMMANDER-IN-OHIEF— 
THE  PATENT. 

Mr.  E.EOBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  "War,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy 
of  the  Patent  recently  issued  to  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge  as  Commander-in-Chief? 

Sir  HEEBEET  MAXWELL  (A 
Lord  of  the  Treasury)  (Wigton)  (who 
replied)  said :  Yes,  Sir ;  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  move  for  a  Copy  of  the 
Patent,  it  will  be  granted. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— CHAN- 
CERY DIVISION  (LAND  JUDGES) 
COURT— MR.  P.  McDERMOTT,  J.  P. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Peter 
McDermott,  of  Ashfield  House,  Kil- 
kenny, J. P.  for  the  City  of  Kilkenny, 
was  receiver  under  the  Chancery  Divi- 
sion (Land  Judges)  in  '*  Reade  v. 
Eeade,"  failed  to  account  for  moneys  re- 
ceived by  him,  and,  in  November,  1885, 
filed  a  sworn  account  stating  as  due  by 
the  tenants  arrears  of  rent  actually  re- 
ceived by  him;  whether  some  of  the 
moneys  thus  omitted  to  be  accounted  for 
have  since  been  paid  into  Court ;  whe- 
ther Mr.  Justice  Boyd,  on  February  23, 
1888,  directed  proceedings  to  be  taken 
against  Mr.  McDermott  for  the  balance  ; 
and,  what  steps  the  Government  intend 
to  take  in  the  matter  P 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfotjr)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  case  of  '^  Reade  v.  Reade" 
had  long  since  closed,  and  the  Question, 
therefore,  related  to  another  case  in 
which  there  was  some  £5  14«.  Ad,  out- 
standing, and  the  Judge  directed  an 
application  to  be  made  to  Mr.  MoDer- 
iQott  for  i^n  explanation  in  regard  tQ  it. 


The  Government  did  not  propose  to 
take  any  action  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  wish  to  call  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  the 
Question,  and  to  point  out  that  he  has 
not  answered  a  particular  item  of  it.  I 
have  asked  him  whether  this  Mr. 
McDermott  failed  to  account  for  money 
received  by  him  ?  I  ask  an  answer  to 
that  paragraph  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  must  be  inaccurate  in  his 
Question,  because  the  suit  of  ''  Reade  v, 
Reade  "  had  been  disposed  of  for  some 
time. 

Mr.  chance  :  What  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is,  whether  in 
November,  1885,  Peter  McDermott  filed 
a  sworn  account  containing  a  statement 
which  was  untrue  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTJR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  will,  I  think,  see  that  it  is 
not  my  business  to  interfere  with  the 
action  of  a  Court  of  Justice,  over  which 
I  have  no  control  whatever  ? 

Mr.  CHANCE:  I  am  sorry  to  trouble 
the  House,  but  I  must  point  out  that 
I  have  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  this  gentleman  is  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace,  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  any  steps  in  the 
matter  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Govern- 
ment propose  to  take  no  step  in  the 
matter.  I  am  sorry  my  voice  did  not 
reach  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  said 
so  in  the  first  instance. 

Mr.  chance  :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  that  the  Government 
will  not  enter  a  nolle  prosequi  if  this 
gentleman  is  prosecuted  for  embezzle- 
ment? 

[No  reply.] 

POOR  LAW  (IRBLAND)-BALLINASLOE 
POOR  LAW  BOARD. 

Mr.  HARRIS  (Galway,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that  in  the 
Ballinasloe  Poor  Law  Board  the  elected 
Guardians  and  the  ex  officio  Guardians 
are  nearly  equal  as  regards  numbers ; 
that,  owing  to  this  fact,  close  and  bitter 
contests  have  arisen  from  time  to  time 
at  the  election  of  Chairman  and  Deputy 
Chairman  to  the  Board ;  why,  having 
regard  to  this  state  of  things,  did  the 
L^al  Government  Board  delay  a  fort- 
night before  they  replied  to  tfee  objeo-t 
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tions  sent  to  them  against  the  election 
of  Mr.  John  Gardiner  as  Ohairman  of 
the  Ballinasloe    Board   of   Quardians; 
whether  they  have  pronounced  the  ac- 
tion of  the  gentleman  who  presided  at 
the  election  of  Mr.  John  Gardiner,  on 
the  4th  of  April  last,  as  illegal,  and  have 
issued  an  order  for  a  new  election ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  gentleman  who 
acted  in  this  illegal   manner   had  the 
sanction  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  act  as  presiding  officer,  and  that  he 
was  voted  into  that  position  by  the  ex 
officio  Guardians,  and  against  the  will 
of  the  elected  Guardians,  and  that  this 
course  was  at  variance  with  the  usage 
of  the  Board,  which  up  to  that  time 
always  got  the  Clerk  of  the  Union  to 
act  as  presiding  officer  at  the  election  of 
Chairman ;  whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have    received    a  formal 
communication    signed  by   six  of  the 
elected  Guardians  claiming  the  Chair- 
manship for  Mr.  Thomas  Byrne,  who 
got  18  votes,  Mr.  Gardiner  getting  19 
at  the  election  of  the  4th  of  April,  on 
the  ground  that  some  of  the  $x  officio 
Guardians  who  voted  for  Mr.  Gardiner 
had  no  legal  right  to  vote ;  whether,  at 
the  election  held  on  May  16,  a  formal 
protest  was   handed  to  the  Chairman 
objecting   to    a    new   election   on   the 
ground  that  Mr.  Byrne  was  the  legally 
elected    Chairman  of    the  Board,  and 
formal  objections  lodged  against  Major 
Thornhill,  Mr.  Orme  Handy,  and  Mr. 
J.  W.  Potts,  as  having  no  right  to  vote 
at  the  election  of  Chairman ;  whether 
it  is  true  that  in  the  interval  between 
the  14th  of  May,   the  day    on  which 
these  objections  were  lodged  with  the 
Local  Gt)vernment  Board,  and  the  23rd 
of  May,   the  day  on    which  the   new 
Board  first  met,  no  answer  to  these  ob- 
jections had  been   received    from    the 
liooal  Government  Board ;  that  in  con- 
sequence of  such  delay  the  Board  had 
to  adjourn,   being  powerless  to  go  on 
with  business  while  in  a  state  of  un- 
certainty as  to  their  right  to  act  as  a 
legally-constituted  body ;  and,  is  it  on 
account  of  this  failure  on  the  part  of  the 
Ballinasloe  Poor  Law  Board  to  fulfil 
duties  which,  owiog  to  the  inaction  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  they  were 
powerless  to  perform,  that  paid  Guar- 
dians have  been  sent  down  to  transact 
the  business  of  the  Union  ? 

The  chief  8B0EETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 

Mr.  Marri^ 


said,  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  taken  the  course  referred  to  in  the 
case  of  the  Ballinasloe  Board  of  Guar- 
dians in  consequence  of  the  irregular 
and  disorderly  character  of  the  meeting, 
and  their  jieglect  of  the  business  of  the 
Union.  This  step  was  not  taken  with- 
out previous  warning  to  the  Guardians. 

Mb.  HARRIS  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  given  any  answer  to 
the  part  of  the  Question  in  reference 
to  the  absence  of  any  charge  of  dis- 
honesty or  corruption  against  the  Board 
in  question. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did 
not  know  that  any  such  charge  was 
made;  but,  however  that  might  be, 
the  complaint  constantly  made  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  was  that  they 
were  incapable  of  doing  their  business, 
and  were  engaged  in  riotous  proceed- 
ings, which  on  more  than  one  occasion 
called  for  the  intervention  of  the  police. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  May 
I  ask  whether  or  not  this  Board  was 
dissolved  because  they  took  proceedings 
to  set  aside  the  riotous,  disorderly,  and 
illegal  election  of  a  Conservative  Chair- 
man ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware,  8ir,  that  riotous  and  disorderly 
applies  to  but  one  section  of  the  Guar- 
dians to  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman 
refers. 

Mr.  chance  :  That  is  not  an  answer 
to  my  Question.  What  I  asked  was, 
whether  this  Board  was  not  superseded 
immediately  after  they  had  instituted 
proceedings  to  set  aside  the  riotous, 
disorderly,  and  grossly  illegal  election 
of  their  Conservative  Chairman  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
Member  is  not  satisfied  with  my  answer, 
perhaps  he  will  put  a  Notice  on  the 
Paper. 

POST  OFFICE  (SAVINGS  BANK 
DEPARTMENT). 

Mb.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick,  &o.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  is  aware  that, 
since  the  1st  of  December  last,  it  has 
been  necessary  to  constantly  employ  in 
the  Savings  Bank  Department  of  the 
General  Post  Office  a  large  number  of 
officers  for  considerably  longer  than  six 
hours  a  day ;  and,  whether  any  appli- 
cation has  been  made  for  an  increase  of 
staff;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Treasury 
will  now  take  steps  to  insure  the  in^- 


993 

mediate  introduction  of  the  aeren  hours' 
scale  into  this  Department  ? 

The  FIBST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  the  question  of  the  establishment 
of  the  Savings  Bank  Department  was 
receiving  the  consideration  of  the  Trea' 
suryin  concurrence  with  the  Postmaster 
Qeneral,  and  he  hoped  thej  would  be 
able  to  make  such  arrangements  as 
would  tend  to  the  efficiency  and  economy 
of  the  Public  Service. 

THE  INDIAN  BUDGET. 

Me.   KIKG   (Hull,    Central)    asked 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 

he  can  fix  an  early  day  for  the  Indian 

Budget  Statement,  or  about  when  it  may 
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by  Mr.  Cecil  Boche;  and,  whether  the 
Qovemment  will  draw  the  attention  of 
the  Resident  Magistrates  in  Ireland  to 
the  rights  of  the  subject  in  these  cases  ? 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
in  making  an  application  for  a  mandamtu 
to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  to  compel 
the  magistrate  to  state  a  case,  the  appli- 
cation has  to  be  made  to  a  Court  of 
which  Mr.  Justice  Holmes  and  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Qibeon,  who  carried  the  Coercion 
Act,  are  members  ? 

The  CHIEF  SEOHETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baltouk)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  can- 
not answer  the  Question  without  Notise. 
With  regard  to  the  Question  put  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Lon^ord, 
I  have  to  remind  him  that  the  statement 
made  by  the  Judge  had  reference  not  to 
stating  oases  generally,  but  to  the  action 
of  the  magistrates  with  regard  to  the 
one  particular  subject  that  came  before 
them,  There  can  be  no  applicability  to 
the  cose  of  Mr.  Boche.  If  the  Eon. 
and  learned  Member  thinks  Mr.  Boche 
ought  to  have  stated  a  case,  he  has 
ample  power  to  go  to  the  Queen's 
Bench. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  As  there  is  t 
controversy  in  regard  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  Judges,  will  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  be  able  to  tell  us  whether 
the  exact  obserrations  which  were  re- 
corded by  a  shorthand  writer  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTJB  said,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  any  controversy  in  the 
matter.  That  only  arose  with  reference 
to  some  of  the  Questions  that  had  been 
put  upon  the  Paper  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  My  Question  is, 
whether,  on  Monday,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  able  to  tell  us  whe- 
ther we  shall  he  able  to  have  an  exact 
copy  of  the  Judge's  observations  f 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTJE ;  I  certainly 
shall  be  able  to  answer  the  Question  on 
Monday. 


The  FIE8T  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  name 
a  day  when  it  would  be  introduced ;  but 
the  Papers  were  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members,  and  they  could  fully  inform 
themselves  on  the  subject  of  Indian 
finances. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  if  the  Government  would  under- 
take that  the  debate  should  take  place 
before  the  last  days  of  the  Session,  when 
it  would  be  discussed  to  empty  Benches? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  hon. 
Member  must  be  aware  that  it  was 
utterly  impossible  to  enter  into  any  en- 
gagement with  regard  to  the  Indian 
Budget,  looking  at  the  present  state  of 
Business. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  (Coruwall,  Cam- 
borne) desired  to  know  whether  the 
Indian  Budget  was  not  of  equal  impor- 
tance with  the  Local  Government  Bill. 

Mk.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order ! 

-MR. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
I  want  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that,  notwithstanding  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer,  the  Resident 
Magistrate  has  refused  to  state  a  case 
of  a  priest  of  the  County  Clare,  who 
was  cliarged  with  illegal  assembly  in 
addressing  a  meeting  from  a  boat  on 
the  Shannon,  and  who  was  sentenced  to 
one  month's  imprisonment  without  bail 

yOL.  gCO:!C:SVII.  [ramD  aaaiES,] 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDUBB 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887. 
Me.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne):  Mr. Speaker, — Attheopen- 
ing  of  our  proceedings  to-day  yon  read 
from  the  Chair  a  letter  announcing  to  the 
House  that  Mr.  John  Dillon,  a  Member 
of  this  House,  had  been  sent  to  prison 
for  six  months.    I  wish,  Sir,  to  giv« 
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ORDER   OF  THE  DAY, 
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Notice  that  I  shall  submit  the  following 
Besolution : — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
operation  of  *  The  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  1887,*  and  the  manner  of  its  ad- 
ministration, undermine  respect  for  Law,  es- 
trange the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
are  deeply  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the 
United  Kingdom." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  give 
Notice,  in  general  terms,  that  on  Mon- 
day I  will  request  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
to  appoint  a  day  for  the  discussion  of 
the  Motion  of  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  given  Notice. 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  have 
listened  with  attention  to  the  Notice 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave ; 
and  feeling  that  it  is  one  which  chal- 
lenges the  conduct  of  the  Government 
in  every  respect,  I  think  it  only  right  to 
respond  at  once,  and  to  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  place  Monday  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co..  N.):  I 
wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  rumour  is  true 
that  the  Government  intend  to  drop  five 
more  clauses  of  the  Local  Government 
Bill,  and,  if  that  question  be  answered 
in  the  affirmative,  whether  it  would  not 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House  to 
announce  at  once  the  entire  number  of 
clauses  which  will  be  abandoned,  in- 
stead of  giving  the  information  by 
instalments  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
not  aware  of  the  rumours  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  referred,  and,  there- 
fore, I  am  quite  unable  to  answer  the 
Question  he  has  put  to  me.  The  Go- 
vernment have  given  Notice  of  their  in- 
tention to  drop  certain  clauses  of  the 
Bill,  and  to  that  Notice  they  will  adhere. 
It  will  be  quite  time,  if  it  becomes  neces- 
sary to  drop  any  other  clauses  of  the 
Bill,  in  consequence  of  prolonged  dis- 
cussion, it  will  be  quite  time  enough 
for  us,  when  that  necessity  arises,  if  it 
arises  in  consequence  of  that  discussion, 
to  make  a  statement  to  the  House  upon 
the  question. 

J^,  John  Itorky 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)  BILL.— [Bill  182.] 
(Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr,   William  Henry  Smith,  Mr, 

Chancellor  of   the    Ejrchequtr,   Mr,   Secretary 

Matthews,  Mr,  Long) 

COMMITTEE.      [^Progress   lOth  June."] 

[ninth  night.] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

PAET  I. 

County  Councils. 

Powers  of  County  Council. 

Clause  8  (Transfer  to  County  Council 
of  powers  of  certain  Government  Depart- 
ments and  other  Authorities). 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  pag^e  5,  line  24,  after  the  word  '*  dav,"  to 
insert  the  words,  **  it  shall  be  lawful  lox  the 
Local  Goyernment  Board  to  make  from  time  to 
time  a  Provisional  Order  for  transferring.— 
(Mr,  Chaplin.) 

Question  again  proposed,''  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  that  when  the  Committee 
adjourned  on  Tuesday,  some  misunder- 
standing had  arisen  with  reference  to 
the  Amendment.  In  the  course  of  the 
discussion  some  words  were  addressed 
to  him  which,  in  justice  to  himself,  he 
thought  he  should  refer  to.  He  must 
frankly  admit  that  he  was  somewhat 
irritated  by  what  had  occurred  on  Tues- 
day afternoon.  He  had  moved  an 
Amendment  in  as  few  words  as  he  could, 
being  desirous  to  save  the  time  of  the 
Committee,  which  Amendment  was  sup- 
ported by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Blackpool  Division  of  Lancashire  (Sir 
Matthew  White  Eidley),  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Universities  of  Edinburgh  and 
St.  Andrew's  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald), 
followed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  and  other  hon. 
Members,  including  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stansfeld),  who  gave  a  qualified  support 
to  the  Amendment,  as  he  desired  that 
the  transfer  should  be  effected  by  means 
of  a  Provisional  Order,  instead  of  an 
Ord^r  in  Council,    The  QovQrQment  bad 
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intimated  their  intention  of  accepting 
his  Amendment,  and  had  agreed  gene- 
rally to  the  proposal  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax, 
and  it  looked  as  if  something  in  the 
nature  of  the  Amendment  was  to  be 
adopted .  Whereupon  occurred  a  most  un- 
usual incident — an  hon.  Member  sitting 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  (Mr. 
C.  T.  Dyke  Acland),  who  had  not  heard 
a  word  of  the  Debate,  interposed  with  a 
speech  which  led  to  a  prolonged  wrangle, 
which  terminated  in  a  Motion  to  report 
Progress  being  carried.  Now  he  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  had  said  as  little  as  possible  on 
the  former  occasion  in  support  of  his 
Amendment,  as  he  was  anxious  to  save 
the  time  of  the  Committee;  but  the 
Amendment  was  now  in  a  different 
form  upon  the  Paper,  and  perhaps  the 
Committee  would  allow  him  to  explain 
more  fully  the  object  he  had  in  view  in 
moving  it.  In  ,the  first  place,  he  was 
most  anxious  to  dispel  the  idea  that  there 
was  the  slightest  desire  or  intention  on 
his  part,  or  on  the  part]of  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  to  do  what 
had  been  called  by  Gentlemen  opposite, 
revolutionize  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
However  that  might  be,  he  pointed  out 
that  a  blind  trust  in  the  people  was  not 
of  itself  sufficient  to  make  a  Bill  of  this 
complicated  character  into  a  working 
measure.  They  wanted  to  make  it  a 
thoroughly  workable  and  business-like 
enactment,  and  he  protested  that  the 
clause  as  it  was  now  drawn  was  not 
likely  to  attain  that  object,  and  it  was 
in  order  to  ensure  tbo  end  he  had  in 
view  that  he  moved  the  Amendment  now 
standing  in  his  name.  The  clause  as  it 
stood  proposed  to  transfer  by  Statute 
certain  powers,  duties,  and  liabilities  of 
Secretaries  of  State,  Board  of  Trade, 
and  Local  Government  Board  to  the 
County  Councils.  It  further  proposed 
to  transfer  certain  other  powers  which 
were  at  present  vested  in  the  Privy 
Council  and  the  Education  Department 
and  other  Departments,  as  well  as  cer- 
tain powers  at  the  present  time  enjoyed 
by  certain  of  the  counties  themselves, 
some  of  which  were  exceedingly  impor- 
tant, and  involved  the  expenditure  of 
enormous  sums  of  money.  Now,  the 
clause  proposed  to  do  all  this,  subject 
only  to  the  Proviso  contained  in  the  3rd 
sub-section  of  the  clause.  He  wanted 
the  Committee  to  consider  how  the  clause 
would  work,  and  he  must  point  out,  in 


the  first  place,  that  the  powers  which  it 
proposed  to  transfer  unaer  the  1st  sub- 
section were  very  considerable.  There 
were  powers  vested  in  the  Local  Govem- 
Board,  some  of  them  comparatively  un- 
important ;  others  again  were  of  great 
importance,  and  then  there  were  the 
powers  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which  in 
his  judgment,  were  of  supreme  impor- 
tance, and  which  it  was  most  undesirable 
should  be  transferred  by  Statute.  The 
powers  of  the  Board  of  Trade  dif- 
fered considerably  from  the  other 
powers  to  which  he  had  referred,  and 
would  be  found  by  reference  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Schedule.  They  were 
as  follows — The  General  Pier  and  Har- 
bour Acts,  The  Gas  and  "Water  "Works 
Facilities  Act,  The  Tramways  Act,  1870, 
and  the  Electric  Lighting  Act,  1882. 
Those  powers  were  now  carried  into 
effect  under  the  admirable  Staff  now 
possessed  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  a 
otaff  of  great  experience,  and  one  under 
which  what  was  called  political  con- 
tinuity, so  desirable  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  was  very  successfully  insured.  As 
an  illustration  of  the  admirable  way  in 
which  the  duties  of  the  Department  had 
been  performed,  he  would  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that,  out  of  256 
Provisional  Orders  moved  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  with  regard  to  tramways,  242  had 
been  actually  carried ;  out  of  279  Pro- 
visional Orders  in  the  matter  of  Gas  and 
Water,  276  had  been  carried — that  was 
to  say,  out  of  a  total  of  535  Provisional 
Orders,  5 1 8  had  been  carried.  That  was 
very  strong  testimony  to  the  admirable 
way  in  which  these  matters  had  been 
dealt  with  by  the  Department  up  to  the 
present  time.  Now,  on  the  supposition 
that  the  clause  were  carried  in  its  pre- 
sent form,  and  that  the  Bill,  as  he  hoped 
would  be  the  case,  passed  into  law  dur- 
ing the  present  Session,  all  these  powers 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  cease,  and 
would  be  transferred  to  the  new  County 
Councils.  But,  further,  before  the  County 
Councils  could  be  in  a  position  to  act, 
various  promoters  in  different  parts  of 
the  country  might,  and  very  probably 
would,  want  powers  for  Harbours,  Piers, 
Gas,  Water,  and  Tramways,  and  he 
would  ask  who  was  going  to  do  the 
work,  because  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  Councils  would  have  been  only 
just  elected ;  and  they  would  not,  there- 
fore, have  the  necessary  machinery  at 
their  disposal.    He  could  conceive  of  no- 
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thing  more  likely  to  bring  things  to  a 
deadlock  than  that  the  clause  should 
come  into  operation  in  its  present  form. 
In  sajing  that  he  had  no  desire  to  evisce- 
rate or  emasculate  the  Bill.     He  was 
anxious  that,  as  soon  as  the  Bill  was 
passed,  there  should  be  machinery  in 
existence    which    would    enable    these 
powers  to  be  carried  out  as  before ;  at 
the  same  time  that  the  Government  of 
the  day  should  have  the  power  to  pro- 
ceed in  certain  respects  by  Provisional 
Order,  of  course  subject  to  the  consent 
of  Parliament.     What  he  contemplated 
in  the  case  of  the  clause  passing  without 
his  Amendment,  which  ho  hoped  would 
be  accepted,  he  believed  would  happen  ; 
and   probably  his   right    hon.  Friend 
would  be  able  to  give  his  view  of  the 
subject.    There  were  a  great  number  of 
the  powers  to  be  transferred  and  speci- 
fied in  the  Schedules  which  were  not  of 
very  great  importance,  and  which  might 
be  transferred  en  hloo  by  a  Provisional 
Order  to  the  new  authorities ;  there  were 
others  in  connection   with    the  public 
health,  and  similar  matters,  the  transfer 
of  which  from  the  Local  Government 
Board,  he  thought,  would  be  a  matter  for 
consideration ;  but  with  regard  to  those 
vested  in  the  Board  of  Trade  he  was 
satisfied,  for  the  reasons  already  stated, 
that  it  would  be  unwise  and  injudicious 
that  they  should  be  transferred  as  a 
whole  to  the  County  Council,   and  the 
Board  of  Trade  altogether  deprived  of 
them.    For  these  reasons,  he  ventured 
to  submit  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
to  the  Committee. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  as  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  went  to  the 
very  essence  of  the  principle  of  trans- 
ferring these  powers  to  the  County 
Council.  He  thought  they  had  better 
deal  with  it  on  the  Schedules  of  the  Bill. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  way  to  defeat 
the  object  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  carry 
it  in  such  a  form  that  these  important 
matters  should  be  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Government  for  the  time  being. 
He  thought  the  Government  should 
make  their  views  upon  this  subject  more 
clear,  or  else  consent  to  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  clause.  They  were  now 
entering  upon  a  totally  different  part  of 
the  Bill — namely,  that  which  delegated 
to  the  local  Bodies  the  powers  now 
exercised  by  the  Central  Authorities  at 
Westminster.    It  seemed  to  him,  in  view 
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of  the  serious  import  of  this  portion  of 
the  Bill,  that  the  Government  should 
have  determined  what  powers  they  really 
intended  to  transfer  to  the  local  Councils 
before  this,  and  that  it  was  altogether 
inconsistent  and  indecorous  that  they 
should  be,  as  they  appeared  to  be,  ready 
to  surrender  the  whole  of  their  scheme 
of  delegation,  and  resorvo  the  powers  in 
question  to  Her  Majesty's  Executive 
Government.  He  could  quite  under- 
stand that  some  comparatively  small 
towns  did  not  like  to  be  transferred 
from  the  dominion  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  the  Councils ;  but  if  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  really  wished  to 
give  practical  and  substantial  effect  to 
the  measure,  they  must  with  regard  to 
powers  now  vested  in  the  central  au- 
thority, give  before  long  something  in 
the  nature  of  modified  Home  Bule  to 
the  great  Provinces  of  the  Kingdom. 
Such  a  principle,  he  thought,  might  be 
applied  with  good  effect  to  London,  and 
such  great  counties  as  Yorkshire  and 
Lancashire.  On  the  whole,  as  it  seemed 
to  him  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment,  it 
would  perhaps  be  better  to  drop  the 
clause  for  the  present. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  wished  to  make  an  appeal  to 
the  Government  to  know  what  course 
they  intended  to  take  in  the  matter.  It 
was  understood  the  other  night  that  they 
would  put  down  Amendments  for  which 
they  were  to  be  responsible,  and  he 
wished  to  point  out  that,  practically 
speaking,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
below  the  Gangway,  by  this  and  sub- 
sequent Amendments,  wished  to  with- 
draw the  8th  clause,  and  he  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  withdraw  any  more  clauses 
without  Notice.  The  Amendment  in 
the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
if  adopted  by  the  Committee,  would  in 
reality  destroy  the  object  and  intention 
of  the  clause. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  hoped  that 
he  might  be  allowed  to  explain.  The 
Amendment,  as  it  stood  now,  was  moved 
at  the  request  and  instigation  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stansfeld),  who  had  led  the  Opposition 
in  this  matter. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  quite 
accurate  in  his  assertion,  and  he  was 
sorry  that  his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  th^ 
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Member  for  Halifax  was,  in  consequence 
of  illness,  prevented  from  being  in  his 
place.  If  the  Government  would  state 
m  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill  what  powers 
they  proposed  to  delegate  to  the  County 
Councils,  then  the  County  Councils, 
when  they  were  elected,  would  know 
what  they  had  to  do.  The  matter  as  it 
stood  was  left  to  a  Provisional  Order, 
and  a  Provisional  Order  meant  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  this — another  Act  of 
Parliament  under  another  name.  What 
he  complained  of  in  the  course  of  the 
progress  of  the  Bill  was  the  crumbling 
away,  day  by  day,  of  all  the  main  pro- 
visions of  the  measure.  The  Committee 
were  aware  that  there  were  other  clauses 
to  be  omitted  besides  this,  and  the  sec- 
tion they  were  now  discussing  was  one 
of  the  most  vital  and  important  clauses 
in  the  Bill  in  reference  to  the  transfer 
of  powers  to  the  County  Council.  Nover- 
'theless,  at  the  instance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  below  the  Gangway,  the  Go- 
vernment were  about  to  strike  it  out  of 
the  BiU. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  wished  to 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  Amendment  assumed  its  present 
form  at  the  request  of  his  own 
Party. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  was  not  arguing  the  matter  from  a 
Party  point  of  view.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  be  incapable  of 
dealing  with  it  from  any  other  point. 
There  were  many  other  clauses  which 
were  to  share  the  same  fate.  So  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  he  intended  to  sup- 
port the  clause,  even  in  opposition  to 
the  Government.  He  desired  to  see 
the  clause  kept  as  it  was.  If  there 
were  any  powers  improperly  pro- 
posed to  be  transferred  under  it,  let 
them  be  omitted  in  the  Schedule.  He 
should  like  the  Committee  to  consider 
fairly  how  they  stood.  If  they  dabbled 
with  this  and  other  clauses,  what  were 
they  going  to  leave  to  the  County 
Councils?  What  they  had  given  to 
the  County  Councils  in  Clause  3  was, 
broadly  speaking,  nothing,  and  they 
had  been  relying  upon  Clause  8  to  find 
the  Council  something  to  do.  Now, 
however,  it  was  proposed  to  get  rid  of 
Clause  8.  The  object  of  Clause  8  was 
to  place  very  important  powers  in  the 
hands  of  the  County  Councils,  and  he  very 
much  feared  that  if  they  took  away  those 
powers  which  were  to  be  transferred  by 


the  clause  as  it  stood,  the  usefulness  and 
the  authority  of  the  County  Councils 
would  be  greatly  impaired.  Unless  the 
clause  were  allowed  to  remain  in  the  Bill 
as  it  stood,  what  would  be  its  effect  ?  It 
would  be  impossible  to  get  competent 
men  to  remain  on  the  County  Councils 
for  the  purpose  of  doing  nothing.  That 
was  the  great  fear  that  was  entertained. 
With  certain  exceptions,  he  approved  of 
the  constitution  of  the  County  Coimcils, 
and  he  approved  of  many  of  the  functions 
which  it  was  proposed  to  confer  upon 
them ;  but  he  would  like  to  see  them 
with  really  operative  functions.  Would 
that  be  so  if  this  clause  were  removed 
from  the  Bill  ?  What  would  the  City 
Councils  then  have  to  do  ?  As  far  as  he 
could  make  out,  they  would  have  to 
deal  with  the  main  roads.  But,  surely, 
that  was  not  a  very  important  power  to 
confer  upon  the  Councils.  Then,  again, 
they  would  have  to  appoint  a  Visiting 
Committee  for  the  lunatic  asylums,  and 
would  have  to  attend  to  the  registration 
and  the  rules  of  scientific  societies.  In 
point  of  fact,  they  would  merely  have 
such  jurisdiction  as  could  be  readily 
carried  out  by  a  committee.  So  far  as 
their  powers  and  duties  were  embodied 
in  the  Bill,  that  is  all  they  would  have 
to  do.  The  Government  were  now  cutting 
away  all  the  more  important  functions 
it  was  originally  intended  the  County 
Councils  should  exercise.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  far  better  to 
give  them  something  and  not  be  so  very 
disappointing.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  encourage  this  proceed- 
ing. He  knew  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  looked  with  no  particular 
friendly  eye  on  these  Councils,  and  he 
knew  that  not  only  were  there  Members 
of  that  House,  but  others  who  were  not 
Members  of  it,  who  regarded  the  Bill 
unfavourably.  They  would  rather  not 
have  the  County  Councils  created,  and 
they  desired  that  when  they  were  created 
they  should  have  as  nearly  as  possible 
nothing  to  do,  and  no  power  and  no 
authority.  He  was  certain  that  that 
was  not  the  intention  of  the  Government; 
but  he  believed  they  were  absolutely 
sincere  in  their  desire  to  create  a  useful 
and  powerful  body.  Nevertheless,  step 
by  step,  they  were  taking  away  the 
powers  originally  given  by  the  Bill.  He 
entreated  them  to  stand  by  that  clause, 
and  if  they  did  so,  he  could  assure  them 
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of  the  general  support  of  that  side  of  the 
House. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  included  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  among  those  who 
desired  to  eviscerate  that  clause.  It  was 
necessary  in  consequence  of  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he 
should  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  the  arrangement  which  was  entered 
into  on  Tuesday  last,  when  the  clause 
was  under  discussion.  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  the  clause,  as  it  stood  in  the 
Bill,  first  of  all  transferred  by  way  of 
Sohedule  certain  powers  to  the  County 
Councils,  and  that  it,  secondly,  proposed 
in  reference  to  other  powers,  that  they 
should  be  subsequently  transferred  by 
means  of  an  Order  in  Council.  When 
the  clause  came  on  for  discussion,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  rose  and  moved  an  Amendment 
by  which  all  the  powers  were  not  to  be 
transferred  at  once,  but  by  Order  in 
Council.  That  proposal  was  supported 
by  at  least  half-a-dozen  Members,  who 
spoke  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and 
among  others  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  East  Wolverhampton,  who,  during 
the  discussion  of  the  Bill,  had  given 
great  attention  to  the  details  of  the 
measure,  and  whose  knowledge  of  the 
subject  would  not  be  denied  or  gain- 
said by  any  Member  of  the  House.  He 
even  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  would  be  willing  to  ac- 
knowledge that  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  East  Wolverhampton,  from  his  ex- 
perience, was  better  able  to  express  an 
opinion  than  he  was  himself.  Then 
again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  had  been  regarded, 
whether  rightly  or  not  he  did  not  know, 
as  having  charge  of  the  Bill  from  the 
Front  Bench  opposite.  In  the  course  of 
the  discussion,  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man rose  and  gave  a  qualified  approval 
of  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincoln- 
shire to  transfer  the  powers  by  an  Order 
in  Council,  but  suggested  that  it  would 
hh  more  convenient  if  the  change  were 
made  by  a  Provisional  Order  Bill,  instead 
of  an  Order  in  Council.    The  Govern- 
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ment,  recognizing  as  they  did  in  reference 
to  many  of  the  details  of  the  Bill,  that 
they  were  quite  open  to  learn  by  the 
experience  of  Gentlemen  who  had  long 
been  connected  with  the  question  of 
Loeal  Government  in  that  House — the 
Government  recognized  that  there  was 
great  force  both  in  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire,  and  also  in  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax.  Looking  at  the  fact  that  the 
County  Councils  were  not  likely  to  come 
into  active  operation  until  April  next 
year,  it  was  quite  a  debatable  point 
whether  it  was  not  desirable  instead 
of  at  once  saddling  them  with  a  con- 
siderable number  of  duties  requiring 
gpreat  experience,  to  take  some  steps  by 
which  all  the  powers,  or  any  part  of 
them,  might  be  made  the  subject  of 
investigation  at  the  hands  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Such  a  Committee  would  be  able  to  go 
into  one  and  all  of  the  various  powers 
proposed  to  be  conferred  with  a  view  to 
see  whether  all  or  some  of  them  might 
be  transferred,  or  whether  some  altera- 
tions ought  to  be  made  in  the  proposals 
of  the  Bill.  That  was  a  proposition 
which  the  Government  considered  rea- 
sonable, and  they  accordingly  assented 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax,  stating  that,  so  far  as 
they  were  concerned,  they  saw  no  objec- 
tion to  the  course  of  procedure  he  pro- 
posed. But  no  sooner  had  they  made 
that  concession,  than  hon.  Members 
opposite  rose  and  protested  against  it, 
not  one  single  voice  having  previously 
been  heard  in  opposition  to  the  view  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  and  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front  Bench 
opposite.  Now,  what  were  the  real  facts 
of  the  case?  As  he  had  said,  these 
County  Councils  did  not  really  come 
into  power  until  April,  1889.  There 
was,  therefore,  plenty  of  time  between 
now  and  the  commencement  of  next 
Session  of  Parliament  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  prepare  and  introduce  a  Provi- 
sional Order  Bill,  specifying  the  powers 
that  were  to  be  handed  over  to  the 
County  Councils. 

SiH  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  asked, 
if  that  Bill  would  be  brought  in  during 
the  present  Session  ? 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  no ;  not  during 
that  Session.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  knew  perfectly  well  that  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  to  pass  a  Provi- 
sional Order  Bill  that  year;  but  if  it 
were  presented  early  next  Session  it 
might  be  proceeded  with  at  once,  and 
passed  rapidly  ioto  law.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  assumed  that  the  Government 
had  a  desire  to  create  County  Councils, 
and  then  give  them  nothing  to  do. 

Sib  WILUAM  HARCOURT  :  No. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  That  was  the  whole 
gist  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  said — **  Are  we  to  trust  the 
Government  to  do  anything  of  the  kind, 
if  we  do  not  do  it  now  in  the  Bill." 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  begged 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon. 
He  did  not  say  that ;  but  he  had  pointed 
out  that  by  a  Provisional  Order  they 
would  not  have  the  powers  transferred 
in  time  for  the  election  of  the  new  Coun- 
cils, and  the  men  elected  would  not  know 
what  they  had  to  do.  All  he  desired  to 
point  out  was  that  the  first  election  would 
take  place  without  the  County  Councils 
knowing  what  the  powers  were  they 
would  have  to  discharge. 

Me.  RITCHIE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wanted  to  know  what  the 
County  Councils  were  to  do.  It  had 
been  stated  again  and  again  that  this 
new  Body  was  being  created  in  the  hope 
of  placing  in  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill 
the  ^powers  conferred  by  the  measure. 
It  was,  however,  recognized  on  all 
hands,  that  it  would  be  unwise  and  im- 
politic for  the  House  to  saddle  these 
new  Bodies  with  the  powers  they  would 
have  to  perform  until  the  Councils 
themselves  had  had  some  experience  of 
the  nature  of  the  work  and  were  ready 
to  settle  themselves  down  into  working 
order.  How  could  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman say  that  the  County  Councils 
would  be  elected  in  ignorance  of  what 
they  would  have  to  do,  when  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  Bill  made  proposals  in 
reference  to  all  the  questions  that  were 
scheduled  in  the  measure,  and  only  re- 
frained from  carrying  them  into  an  Act 
in  consequence  of  representations  made 
to  them  that  it  would  be  better  early 
next  Session  to  make  provision  for  it. 
The  right  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
most  important  of  those  powers  were 
the  powers  connected  with  Provisional 
Orders,  and  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  would  acknowledge 
the  truth  of  that  remark.  Therefore,  it 
^ould  not  be  at  all  satisfactory  to  say  that 


they  proposed  to  transfer  at  once  certain 

Sowers  which  the  Home  Secretary  now 
ad,  and  then  to  refrain  from  doing 
more.  There  was  not  the  smallest  justi- 
fication for  supposing  that  the  County 
Councils  would  be  prejudiced  in  their 
election  by  the  position  which  the  Go- 
yernment  had  taken  up  in  response  to 
the  appeal  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  He  could  only  say  that  the 
Government  had  shown  their  desire  to 
secure  that  the  powers  of  the  County 
Councils  should  be  ample,  but  they 
acknowledged  that  there  was  great  force 
in  the  objections  which  had  been  made, 
that  many  of  these  powers  would  be 
transferred  without  sufficient  examina- 
tion by  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House.  They  would  undertake  to  have 
a  Provisional  Order  Bill  drawn  up  and 
presented  to  Parliament  at  the  earliest 
moment,  with  a  view  of  showing  that 
they  had  no  desire  to  create  a  great  and 
important  machine  like  this,  and  then 
to  give  it  nothing  to  do.  That  was  the 
reason  why  he  supported  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Sleaf ord  Division  of  Lincoln- 
shire, and  he  was  certain  that  the  pro- 
posal would  meet  the  approval  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  East  Wolver- 
hampton. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  S.) 
said,  he  had  waited  with  anxiety  to 
ascertain  what  position  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  intended 
to  take  with  regard  to  the  subsequent 
Amendments  which  appeared  on  the 
Paper  in  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire,  because  those  subsequent 
Amendments  altered  the  whole  position 
as  it  was  discussed  the  other  day. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  was  sorry  if 
he  had  not  made  that  matter  clear. 
This  Amendment  was  only  preliminary. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  he 
would  accept  all  the  Amendments  upon 
the  Paper ;  but  what  he  did  accept  now 
was  to  transfer  these  powers  by  means 
of  a  Provisional  Order. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  whole  posi- 
tion would  be  altered  if  these  Amend- 
ments were  accepted  by  the  Government, 
and  he  desired  to  point  out  the  way  in 
which  the  matter  stood  when  it  was  last 
under  discussion.  Many  Members  were 
opposed  to  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division 
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of  Lincolnsliire  altotj^ether.  He  bad  not 
been  one  of  tbose.  He  bad  tbougbt  tbat 
it  would  be  wise  to  give  instructions  to 
tbe  County  Councils  in  cases  wbere  ex- 
perience was  required  by  means  of  a 
Provisional  Order  or  an  Order  in  Coun- 
cil. Tbe  powers  wbiob  it  was  proposed 
to  transfer  to  tbe  County  Councils  bad 
never  been  given  to  tbe  municipalities, 
and  tbe  County  Councils  not  baying  bad 
tbe  experience  of  tbe  municipalities 
would  certainly  not  be  prepared  at  tbe 
first  moment  to  exercise  tbe  powers  pro- 
posed to  be  conferred  upon  them.  But 
wbat  was  tbe  position  to-day,  if  tbe 
Government  accepted  tbe  subsequent 
Amendments  of  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.  It  simply  meant  tbe 
destruction  of  Clause  8.  Everything  up 
to  line  48  was  cancelled  by  tbe  Amend- 
ment. If  tbe  Amendment  were  passed, 
tbe  wbole  of  tbe  Scbedules  would  go, 
because  tbe  effect  would  be  to  cause 
tbeir  disappearance  from  tbe  Bill,  and 
tbe  wbole  purpose  and  object  of  Clause 
8  would  bave  vanished.  Under  such 
circumstances,  he  could  not  vote  for  tbe 
Amendment.  If  tbe  Government  would 
give  an  assurance  tbat  they  would 
oppose  this  process  of  tbe  evisceration 
of  Clause  8  and  would  retain  tbe  Sche- 
dule, be  would  bold  himself  to  bis  pro- 
mise and  would  support  them,  because 
he  tbougbt  it  better  tbat  tbe  Govern- 
ment should  give  instructions  as  to  wbat 
powers  tbe  County  Councils  were  to 
exercise.  By  assenting  to  tbe  course 
now  proposed,  tbat  would  give  to  the 
Government  the  power  of  decenti'alizing 
tbe  wbole  matter. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  be  did  not  tbink 
tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  could  bave 
beard  tbe  wbole  of  the  discussion  upon 
this  subject.  One  of  the  arguments  of 
tbe  right  bon.  Member  for  East  Wol- 
verhampton was  that  if  the  clause  were 
allowed  to  stand  as  it  was  in  the  Bill  it 
would  lead  to  a  long  and  endless  discus- 
sion on  these  very  Schedules,  and  tbat 
was  one  of  tbe  chiefarguments  the  rigbt 
bon.  Gentleman  used  in  favour  of  bis 
proposal.  It  was  certainly  an  argument 
which  be  (Mr.  Kitchie)  bad  regarded  as 
a  very  powerful  one.  The  rigbt  bon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Lyon  Play  fair) 
did  not  seem  to  have  beard  the  discus- 
sion whicb  took  place  in  reference  to  the 
Schedule,  and  be  now  said  tbat  the  Go- 
vernment were  going  to  omit  a  large 
portion  of  tbe  clause.     That  was  per- 
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fectly  true ;  but  it  was  necessary  to  do 
60  because  tbe  clause  was  divided  into 
two  parts.  It,  therefore,  became  neces- 
sary that  much  of  wbat  was  contained 
in  the  1st  sub-section  should  be  applied 
to  the  2nd  sub-section,  and  tbe  proposal 
of  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Member  for  the  Slea- 
ford  Division  (Mr.  Cbaplin)  was  to  deal 
with  both  sub- sections  in  the  same  way. 
The  Government,  therefore,  allowed  an 
amalgamation  of  the  two  sub-sections, 
and  that  was  the  sole  reason  why  the 
words  referred  to  by  the  rigbt  bon.  Gen- 
tleman were  proposed  to  be  struck  out. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIE  said,  be  bad 
beard  the  wbole  of  tbe  discussion,  and 
bis  interpretation  of  it  was,  and  be 
thought  it  a  good  explanation,  tbat  if 
they  were  to  give  tbese  complex  powers, 
it  was  not  desirable  to  transfer  them  at 
once  to  the  County  Councils,  but  to  give 
the  power  of  doing  so  by  means  of  a 
Provisional  Order.  Tbat  would  render 
it  unnecessary  to  discuss  tbe  Scbedules 
in  sucb  detail  as  would  otherwise  be 
essential.  He  thought  that  that  was  a 
proper  suggestion;  but  be  had  not 
dreamt  tbat  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman 
was  going  to  strike  out  the  Schedules 
altogether. 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.) 
said,  be  thought  that  after  the  statement 
of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  the 
opposition  of  bon.  Members  opposite 
was  unreasonable.  He  thought  it  was 
necessary  to  examine  carefully  the 
powers  which  tbe  Bill  proposed  to 
transfer.  He  had  been  somewhat 
alarmed  in  the  first  instance  at  tbe  re- 
strictive powers  of  the  Amendment,  but 
it  bad  been  clear  altogether  that  the 
Government  had  no  intention  whatever 
of  restricting  the  power  it  was  proposed 
to  confer  upon  tbe  County  Councils,  and, 
in  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  bon.  Member  for  tbe  Sleaford 
Division  (Mr.  Chaplin)  there  was 
nothing  more  reasonable  than  tbat  a 
full  opportunity  should  be  afforded  for 
considering  what  powers  were  to  be 
transferred.  He  was  inclined  to  think 
that  many  bon.  Members  who  bad  taken 
part  in  tbe  discussion  of  tbe  clause  had 
lost  sight  of  tbe  importance  of  not  band- 
ing over  tbese  powers  at  once  by  whole- 
sale. He  was  of  opinion  that  tbe  County 
Councils  would  not  be  perfectly  capable 
of  carrying  them  out,  and  he  should 
vote  against  the  Amendment  if  he  did 
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not  see  that  the  practical  effect  would  be 
to  give  them  experience  and  knowledge 
of  the  work  thej  were  to  perform.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  power  with  regard  to 
the  issue  of  Provisional  Orders  as  to  the 
carrying  out  of  works.  If  this  power 
were  handed  over  at  once  to  the  Local 
Authority,  what  means  would  the  Local 
Authority  have  of  carrying  out  and 
giving  consent  to  the  issue  of  Pro- 
visional Orders  in  connection  with  such 
works  as  drainage  ?  The  money  which 
would  have  to  be  borrowed  would  be  a 
difficulty  in  itself ;  it  would  be  necessary 
to  apply  to  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners,  and  the  Public  Works 
Loan  Commissioners  were  not  likely  to 
grant  a  considerable  sum  without  some 
evidence  of  an  engineering  character  as 
to  the  value  of  the  work  proposed  to  be 
done.  So,  in  regard  to  other  works, 
a  scheme  would  have  to  be  properly  pre- 
pared and  submitted  before  the  money 
could  be  borrowed.  It  would,  therefore, 
be  necessary  to  have  an  inquiry  on 
the  spot  at  which  objections  could  be 
raised,  and  the  whole  matter  would  be 
fairly  threshed  out.  It  was  ridiculous 
to  suppose  that  any  County  Council 
would  at  once  embark  in  any  measure 
of  this  kind  without  such  a  preliminary 
inquiry ;  therefore,  it  was  a  wise  pre- 
caution on  behalf  of  the  Government  to 
see  that  the  machinery  was  in  working 
order  before   they  handed  over  these 

Eowers  to  the  County  Councils.  He 
oped  there  would  be  no  delay  in  grant- 
ing the  powers  which  he  regarded  as  so 
important.  It  was  of  the  highest  im- 
portance to  remove  the  power  of  de- 
centralization, and  get  rid  of  the  clog  of 
Business  that  occurred  upstairs.  It  was 
also  desirable  to  relieve  those  who  at 
present  took  part  in  projects  of  this 
kind,  from  the  dreadful  responsibility  of 
bringing  a  local  Bill  before  Parliament. 
He  entertained  the  hope  that,  large  as 
the  powers  were  that  were  to  be  con- 
ferred by  the  Bill,  there  would  be  some 
further  powers  in  regard  to  Private  Bill 
legislation.  The  issue  of  Provisional 
Orders  was  another  matter.  No  doubt, 
when  they  handed  over  this  power  to 
the  County  Councils,  care  would  be 
taken  to  see  that  they  were  in  a  position 
to  carry  it  out.  They  had  had  a  clear 
statement  from  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  that  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  delay 
the  transfer  of  these  powers,  and,  there- 


fore, he  considered  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  were  unreasonable  in  objecting 
to  the  Amendment.  He  was  sure  that 
there  was  no  intention  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  restrict  the  powers 
of  the  County  Councils.  As  to  the  evis- 
ceration of  the  Bill,  if  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
oourt)  would  look  at  the  Amendments  on 
the  Paper,  and  the  powers  to  be  granted 
to  the  County  Councils,  he  eould  have 
no  fear  that  the  Councils  would  not  have 
ample  work  to  do.  It  was  not,  however, 
desirable  that  all  the  work  they  would 
have  to  do  should  be  put  at  once  upon 
their  shoulders. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Panoras,  W.)  said, 
that  after  the  two  speeches  which  had  been 
delivered  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  they  seemed  really 
to  have  got  at  the  bottom  of  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire.  It  was  simply  a  time- 
saving  Amendment  to  shorten  the  debate 
on  the  Bill.  The  Government  had  done 
a  good  deal  in  that  direction  in  throwing 
over  extra  weight,  and  from  the  am- 
biguous and  unsatisfactory  replv  that 
had  been  given  that  afternoon  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  it  was  clear 
that  it  was  at  least  possible  that  the 
London  clauses  of  the  Bill  might  follow 
the  Licensing  Clauses. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  that  not  a  single 
word  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  asked  the  question,  or 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  which  could  possibly  jus- 
tify the  assertion  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  made. 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  the  silence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  just  as  signi- 
ficant as  his  speech.  When  the  pro- 
position was  raised  in  the  Committee,  he 
protested  against  treating  the  County  of 
London  in  the  same  way  as  other  locali- 
ties. He  had  heard  nothing  that  day 
as  to  what  was  to  be  done  for  London. 
[Cries  of «'  Order !  "  and  **  Question  !  "] 
Be  submitted  that  this  was  the  Question. 
This  clause  conferred  certain  powers 
on  the  County  Council  for  London,  and 
it  was  impossible  at  a  later  period  to  in- 
sert in  the  Schedule  the  duties  and  lia- 
bilities of  the  County  Council  of  London 
unless  they  were  prepared  to  confer 
some  powers  upon  other  County  Coun- 
cils. He  doubted  very  much  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  improved  the 
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Bill  by  substituting  a  Provisioiial  Order 
for  an  Order  in  Council.  No  doubt 
they  would  have  all  the  influence  of  the 
permanent  officials  against  them,  who 
had  been  accustomed  to  use  these  powers, 
as  all  must  admit,  with  great  efficiency. 
It  was  unlikely  that  they  would  be  willing 
to  surrender  them,  and  to  ask  popular 
Bodies  to  take  over  the  powers  they  now 
possessed.  He  was,  therefore,  afraid 
that  the  process  of  devolution  would  be 
much  slower  than  was  contemplated,  and 
the  proposition  now  made  might  prove 
more  insidious  than  the  one  which  was 
contained  in  the  Amendment  as  it  stood. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  whole  of  the 
arguments  they  had  heard  that  afternoon 
related  to  one  part  of  the  Schedule,  and 
one  part  only.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Somerset  (Mr.  Llewellyn)  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
had  referred  to  the  powers  now  exer- 
cised by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  they 
maintained  that  it  would  be  improper 
to  call  upon  the  County  Councils,  who 
would  be  without  experioDce  and  know- 
ledge, to  exercise  such  powers.  The 
three  parts  of  the  Ist  Schedule  defined 
the  powers  that  were  to  be  transferred 
now  exercised  by  the  Home  Office,  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board;  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Division,  in  endeavour- 
ing to  prevent  the  second  part  from  ap- 
pearing in  the  Schedule,  showed  what 
the  governing  idea  in  his  mind  was. 
Personally,  he  (Mr.  Lawson)  did  not 
see  why  some  compromise  should  not  be 
arrived  at  in  connection  with  this  sub- 
ject. Why  should  not  the  Government 
at  once  admit  that  it  was  the  powers  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  that  were  objected 
to,  on  the  ground  that  they  required 
expert  knowledge  and  practice  which 
did  not  apply  to  other  Departments  of 
the  State  ?  The  whole  of  the  objections, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  applied  to  one  part 
of  the  Schedule,  and  to  save  time  the 
Government  were  going  to  cut  out  the 
whole  Schedule  and  to  diminish  the 
dignity  of  the  County  Councils,  simply 
with  the  object  of  lightening  the  load 
the  Government  had  to  carry.  The  Go- 
vernment would  be  prepared  to  say  that 
at  the  present  time  there  was  no  op- 
portunity to  discuss  the  Schedule.  He 
thought  some  arrangement  might  be 
made  by  which  it  might  be  agreed  to 
except  the  powers  now  exercised  by  the 
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Board  of  Trade,  and  to  take  a  moderate 
amount  of  discussion  on  the  Schedule  as 
a  whole,  because  on  most  points  in  re- 
gard to  them  they  would  all  be  agreed. 
He  trusted  that  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  would  resist  the 
Amendment  as  it  stood. 

Me.  a.  E.  GATHORNEHARDY 
(Sussex,  East  Grinstead)  said,  that  as 
one  who  was  present  during  the  whole  of 
the  discussion  the  other  day,  he  felt  bound 
to  express  surprise  at  the  course  taken  by 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench.  He  was 
second  to  none  in  desiring  that  the 
powers  given  to  the  County  Councils 
should  be  both  large  and  important ;  but 
when  he  came  into  the  House  the  other 
day  to  hear  the  discussion  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  he  did  so 
with  a  perfectly  open  mind,  and  after 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken,  a 
very  weighty  speech  was  delivered  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Blackpool  Division  of  Lancashire  (Sir 
Matthew  White  Ridley).  He  thought 
it  would  have  been  greatly  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  hon.  Members  to  have  heard 
that  speech.  They  had  had  speeches 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Leeds 
(Sir  Lyon  Playfair),  the  last  of  whom 
spoke  with  great  authority  upon  matters 
connected  with  the  health  of  the  com- 
munity. Both  of  those  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen supported  the  Amendment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  waited  to  see  whether  any  other 
hon.  Members  would  address  the  House  ; 
and,  finding  that  there  was  a  universal 
consensus  of  opinion  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
rose  in  his  place  and  said  that,  as 
he  did  not  wish  to  resist  the  uni- 
versal opinion  of  the  House,  he  would 
accept  the  Amendment,  against  which 
not  one  word  had  been  spoken  by  any 
hon.  Member.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  protested  against  the  use  in 
that  discussion  of  such  phrases  as 
**  evisceration  of  the  Bill  '*  and  **  time- 
serving Amendments." 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  the  phrase  he 
used  was  'Hime-saving  Amendments." 

Mr.  a.  E.  GATHORNE-HARDY 
said,  he  felt  bound  to  protest  against 
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powers  would  be  given  together  and 
would  stand  or  fall  together. 

Mr.    EATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon)  said,  he  thought  that  the  House 
generally  was  pretty  much  agreed  as  to 
what  they  wanted  to  accomplish ;  but 
the  difficulty  was  how  they  were  to  ac- 
complish it.     He  believed  that  most  of 
them  were  anxious  that  the  new  County 
Councils    should    have    large    powers 
transferred  to    them ;    but  there  were 
some  of  those  powers  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
believed  that  it  would  be  imprudent  to 
transfer  at  the  present  moment.     The 
difficulty  was  how  they    were   to    ac- 
complish   the    transference   of    powers 
without  involving  too  great  a  waste  of 
the  time  of  the  House.     Let  them  look 
for  a  moment  at  the  matters  it  was  pro- 
posed to  transfer.     The  powers  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  contained  in  the  first 
Schedule  ought,  no  doubt,  to  be  trans- 
ferred at  once.     The  second  part  pro- 
posed to  transfer  to  the  County  Councils 
the  powers,  duties,  and  liabilities  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  he  thought  there 
was  a  general  agreement  that  it  would 
not  be  wise,  before  the  County  Councils 
got  settled  down  to  their  work,  to  confer 
those  duties  upon  them.     When  they 
came  to  the  third  part  it  was  more  diffi- 
cult to  come  to  a  decision.     He  referred 
to  the  transference  of  the  powers,  duties, 
and  liabilities  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.     He  believed  that  a  greater  part 
of  those  duties  should  be  transferred  at 
once,  but  there  was  some  part  of  them 
which  it  might  be  desirable  to  transfer 
somewhat  later.     He  thought  there  was 
a   great  objection   to  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee   which  required 
these  things  to  be  done  by  Provisional 
Order.       They  always  knew  that  Pro- 
visional Orders  were  very  slow  and  diffi- 
cult things  to  get  through.     What  he 
would  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Eitchie)  was  that  he 
should  agree  to  transfer  the  powers  by 
Order  in   Council  instead   of   by  Pro- 
visional Order,  and  then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  state  to  the  Committee 
what  were  the  powers  which  ought  to 
be  at  once  transferred  by  such  Order  in 
Council.     By  that  means  he  (Mr.  Eath- 
bone)  thought  they  would  obtain    the 
object  they  all  desired  to  accomplish — 
that  was   to    say,   that    all    necessary 
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the  imputation  of  motives  which  had 
been  made  in  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion. The  phrases  which  had  unfortu- 
nately been  used,  he  ventured  to  think, 
had  much  more  to  do  with  the  Licensing 
Clauses,  which  were  in  a  state  of  sus- 
pended animation,  than  with  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  Those  phrases 
were  intended,  not  as  consumption  in 
that  House,  but  for  consumption  off  the 
premises ;  they  were  intended  to  give 
the  constituents  the  false  idea  that  a 
measure  which  showed  more  trust  in 
the  people  than  had  ever  been  evinced 
by  any  Government  before  was  a  sham. 
\^Cr%eB  of  **  Hear,  hear  !  "]  He  under- 
stood the  meaning  of  that  cheer.  He 
had  seen  the  same  phrase  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  when  he 
gave  the  benefit  of  his  assistance  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennings)  by  addressing  his  constituents. 
He  could  only  say  that  it  was  with  the 
greatest  surprise  he  had  heard,  on  the 
last  occasion,  the  Motion  made  to  report 
Progress  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Chief  Secreatry  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley),  who  had  not  been  present 
during  the  whole  of  the  discussion,  and 
had  heard  very  little  of  the  comments 
of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the 
same  Benches  themselves,  but  who,  on 
the  faith  of  representations  of  hon. 
Members  who  had  casually  dropped  into 
the  House,  without  having  heard  the 
discussion,  moved  to  report  Progress, 
and  had  thus  occasioned  a  considerable 
waste  of  time. 

Viscx)mNT  EBEINGTON  (Devon, 
Tavistock)  said,  he  sincerely  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  accept  the  com- 
promise suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  St.  Pancras  (Mr.  Lawson). 
Nothing  could  be  more  fallacious  than 
the  argument  that  delay  was  advisable, 
so  that  the  County  Councils  might  have 
time  to  furnish  themselves  with  experts 
like  those  who  now  advised  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  regard  to  Tramways  and 
matters  of  that  kind.  It  was  said  that 
the  County  Councils  had  not  the  ex- 
perience they  ought  to  have,  and  that, 
therefore,  they  ought  not  to  be  entrusted 
with  these  new  powers ;  but  they  never 
would  have  experience  and  were  not 
likely  to  take  experts  into  their  service 
until  they  had  full  powers  given  to 
them.    He  sincerely  hoped  that  all  the 
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powers  would  be  at  once  transferred  to 
the  County  Councils,  and  they  would  be 
able  to  get  into  working  order  for  the 

The  CHANCELLOE  ofthbEXOHB- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  desired  to 
point  out  that  it  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stansfeld)  who  had  suggested  a 
Provisional  Order  instead  of  an  Order 
in  Council.  The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Sfc.  Pancras  (Mr.  Lawson)  had  suggested 
a  compromise,  and  proposed  that  by  way 
of  giving  the  Council  something  to  do 
they  should  have  at  once  transferred  to 
them  the  duties  performed  by  the  Home 
Office.  Those  duties  were  ''power  to 
represent  to  Her  Majesty  in  Council  that 
burials  should  be  discontinued  in  any 
place  of  burial  in  the  Metropolitan 
area;  approval  of  new  burial  ground  or 
cemetery  in  the  Metropolitan  area,  or 
within  two  miles  of  it ;  powers  to  make 
report  to  Her  Majesty  in  Council  for 
the  discontinuance  of  burial  in  any 
place  of  burial ;  approval  of  new  burial 
ground ;  power  to  order  the  abolition  of 
a  fair,  and  power  to  order  an  alteration 
of  the  day  for  holding  a  fair  and  the 
duration  of  a  fair.''  Those  were  the 
powers  of  the  Home  Secretary  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  St.  Pancras  was 
kindly  willing  to  say  might  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Councils. 

Mk.  lawson  said,  he  had  also 
pointed  out  that  the  powers  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  might  be  transferred 
at  once. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  if  it  was  pro- 
posed  that  the  whole  of  those  powers 
should  at  once  be  transferred  to  the 
County  Councils,  he  was  afraid  that  it 
would  lead  to  a  long  discussion,  con- 
sidering that  a  good  many  of  them  were 
of  an  extremely  controversial  character. 
The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  that 
the  London  Council  would  not  have 
enough  to  do  when  it  was  proposed  to 
transfer  to  it  the  whole  of  the  powers  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  He 
(Mr.  Goschen)  thought  that  would  start 
the  London  Council  with  a  fair  amount 
of  business.  In  point  of  fact  it  would 
devolve  upon  them  a  somewhat  herculean 
task.  It  would  be  better  to  have  the 
powers  for  which  they  were  adapted 
given  to  the  Councils,  than  to  have  their 
minds  disturbed  by  a  mass  of  busiuess 

Mr.  R(Uhbon4 


with  which  they  would  not  be  able  to 
deal.  His  views  were  well  known  on 
this  subject.  He  was  strongly  in  favour 
of  decentralization.  The  whole  object 
of  the  Government  was  to  decentralize 
as  soon  as  they  could,  and  he  could  as- 
sure the  hon.  Member  that  when  he 
occupied  the  position  of  Chairman  of  the 
New  County  Council  to  which  he  might 
aspire,  he  would  have  plenty  of  business 
to  attend  to  and  ample  scope  for  his 
talents.  They  were  all  unanimous,  he 
trusted,  on  this  point,  that  ample  powers 
should  be  given  to  the  County  Councils, 
and  the  only  difference  was  as  to  the  lines 
upon  which  they  should  proceed.  He 
was  not  going  to  repeat  the  speech  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  as 
to  why  these  powers  should  not  be  in- 
cluded in  the  BiU  at  the  present  moment. 
What  he  was  dealing  with  now  was  the 
argument  that  in  leaving  out  certain 
powers  for  the  present  the  Government 
were  influenced  by  some  sinister  design. 
The  case  would  have  to  be  considered  by 
a  Select  Committee,  and,  of  course,  the 
Government  would  resist  any  endeavour 
on  the  part  of  the  Department  to  retain 
powers  in  their  hands  which  it  was 
desirable  to  hand  over  to  the  County 
Council. 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  that  with  respect 
to  the  remarks  which  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  it  was  quite  true  that  the 
London  County  Council  were  to  have  all 
the  powers  which  were  now  exercised  by 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  but 
he  did  not  understand  that  the  Govefn- 
ment  wanted  another  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  nor  did  the  public 
want  one.  He  understood  that  they 
wanted  a  different  class  of  men  alto- 
gether. He  looked  forward  to  the  Lon- 
don Council  having  very  different 
powers,  and  to  a  time  when  it  might 
hope  to  secure  the  services  of  men  of 
position  and  ability,  with  such  a  man  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  at 
their  head.  If  they  believed  in  all  they 
had  said  about  the  necessity  of  decen- 
tralization, they  should  give  their  words 
effect. 

Mr.  AETHUE  WILLIAMS  (Glamor- 
gan,  S.)  asked,  why  the  clause  and  the 
powers  to  which  it  related  had  been  delibe- 
ratelyput  into  the  measure  ?  What  was 
the  object  ?  He  thought  that  a  great 
deal  of  time,  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  a 
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good  deal  of  friction,   and    a    certain 
amount  of  misiinderstanding  would  have 
been  avoided  if    the    Oommittee    had 
thoroughly  realized  what  powers  were 
proposed  to  be  granted  to  the  County 
Councils.    He  would  ask  the  Committee 
to  consider  what  those   powers  really 
were.     He  represented  a  county  con- 
stituency, and  he  would  ask  what  powers 
were  proposed  to  be  transferred,  after  the 
remarkable  admission  which  had  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
GhanceUor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman   pointed  out  that  the 
powers  now  exercised  by  the  Home  Se- 
cretary were  very  trumpery  powers  in- 
deed.    What  were  they  ?    They  would 
pve    the    County   Councils    power    to 
alter  the  day  on  which  a  fair  was  to 
be  held  without  warrant,  and  without 
the  necessity  of   going  to  the  Home 
Office  in  order  to   obtain  permission. 
They  also  gave  the  County  Councils 
certain  small  licensing  powers.     Then 
came  the  second  part  of  the  Schedule, 
which  related  to  the  powers  now  exer- 
cised by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  that 
was  the  part  to  which  he  wished  most 
strongly,  in  the  interests  of  the  new 
governing  Bodies,  to  direct  the  attention 
of  the  Committee.    They  had  been  told, 
t>ver  and  over  again,  that  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Conservative  Party  were 
most  anxious  to  grant  large  powers  to 
the  County  Councils,  but  he  would  ven- 
ture, without  hesitation,  to  say  that  the 
powers  to  be  granted   under   the    8th 
clause  and  the  second  and  third  parts 
of  the  Schedules  were,  so  far  from  being 
too  large,  nothing  like  the  powers  that 
a    democratic    Body    like  the  County 
Councils  would  immediately  insist  upon 
having.     He  would  invite  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  what  those  powers 
were.   What  was  the  first  ?   The  County 
Councils  were  to  have  the  powers  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  with  certain  exceptions, 
under  the  General  Pier  and  Harbours 
Act.     Surely  the  Committee  ought  to 
have  been  told,  before  proceeding  with 
the   discussion,  whether  it  was  really 
intended    to  withdraw  the    concession 
of  those  powers.    At  the  present  mo- 
ment, when  a  Local  Authority  wanted 
to  have  a  pier  or  harbour  made,  it  was 
necessary  to  go  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment   Board    or    to    the    Board    of 
Trade. 

Mr.  STAVELEY    HILL   (Stafford- 
shire, Kin^swinford)  rose  in  his  place 


and  claimed  to  move  ''That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put." 

The  chairman  declined  to  put  the 
Question. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  said,  he 
was  not  in  the  habit  of  trespassing  upon 
the  patience  of  the  House.   He  was  only 
claiming  for  the  County  Council  of  his 
own  county  that  the  powers  to  be  given 
should  be  given  to  them  directly,  and  he 
wished  to  show  that  those  powers,  so 
far  from  involving  great  responsibility, 
involved    scarcely    any    responsibility 
whatever.    If  a  Local  Authority  wanted 
to  make  a  pier  or  harbour,  what  would 
be  the  change  introduced  if  they  passed 
this    Schedule?      They  would    simply 
make  it  necessary  that  the  Local  Autho- 
rity, or  the  promoters,   as  they  were 
called,  should  go  the  County  Council, 
instead  of  being  required  to  come  up  to 
London,  in  order  to  lay  their  case  before 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people.   Was 
that  an  unreasonable  change  to  make  in 
creating  a  gTeai  governing  Body  of  this 
sort?    It  certainly  did  not  amount  to 
very    much,    for    the    County  Council 
would  only  allow  the  application  to  be 
made.     There  were  a  number  of  serious 
restrictions   imposed  by  Statute.     For 
instance,  it  was  necessary  that  notice 
should  be  given,  and  all  the  formalities 
of  a  Provisional  Order  gone  through, 
and  then  the  application  would  have  to  bo 
submitted  to  the  County  Council.    The 
powers  under  which  a  Provisional  Order 
was  to  be  given  were  expressly  provided 
in  all  of  the  Acts — such  as  the  General 
Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  the  Tramway 
Act,  &nd  the  Electric  Lighting  Act.  The 
Local  Authority  would  not  be  able  to 
buy  a  foot  of  land  without  having  prac- 
tically to  go  to  London.     It  was  per- 
fectly idle  to  tell  him  that  these  powers 
were  too  large  to  be  confided  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  County  Coimcil,  seeing 
that  they  were  subjected  to  the  provi- 
sions of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  because 
a    Provisional  Order  must  always  be 
assented  to  by  Parliament.    The  Com- 
mittee ought  not  to  deceive  themselves 
by  supposing  that  the  people  were  going 
to  be  satisfied  with  the  process  of  issuing 
Provisional  Orders  when  public  works 
were  required  to  be  done,  or  that  they 
would  be  content  to  come  to  Parliament 
for  its  assent.  The  powers  they  required 
were  very  much  larger  than  those,  and 
he  would  seriously  ask  the  Committee 
to  consider — especially  those  on  the  othet 
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Bide  of  the  House,  who  had  drafted 
these  clauses — why  on  earth  they  should 
stultify  the  Bill  by  introducing  certain 
provisions  into  it,  unless  they  intended 
to  stand  by  them.  The  Government 
said,  **  We  have  drawn  up  these  Sche- 
dules and  we  consider  that  these  powers 
are  necessary  powers."  Then,  why  de- 
lay their  insertion  in  the  Bill  ?  The  Bill 
and  the  machinery  would  be  ready  next 
year.  There  were  powers  exercised  by 
the  Local  Oovernment  Board  in  refer- 
ence to  baths  and  washhouses.  At  pre- 
sent those  provisions  applied  to  the 
whole  country,  but  they  could  not  be 
applied  to  a  single  parish  except  upon 
an  application  made  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board.  By  the  second  part  of 
the  Schedule,  instead  of  its  being  neces- 
sary to  apply  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  the  application  would  in  future 
be  made  to  tne  County  Council.  That 
was  a  very  small  power  indeed,  and  if 
the  Committee  would  take  the  trouble, 
as  he  had  done,  to  go  through  every  one 
of  these  Acts,  they  would  find  that  it 
was  only  similar  trumpery  powers  which 
were  to  be  transferred.  He,  therefore, 
trusted  that  the  Committee  would  at 
once  proceed  to  invest  the  Local  Au- 
thorities with  the  powers  contained  in 
the  Schedule. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  this  debate 
would  be  a  lesson  to  him  in  the  future 
as  to  how  he  accepted  an  Amendment, 
or  an  alteration  to  an  Amendment,  on 
the  invitation  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  Complaint  had  been 
made  of  the  substitution  of  a  Provisional 
Order  for  an  Order  in  Council.  That 
alteration  had  been  accepted  on  the 
direct  invitation  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stansfeld;.  For  his  (Mr.  Chaplin's) 
own  part  he  greatly  preferred  his  own 
Amendment;  but,  for  the  sake  of 
making  progress  with  the  Bill,  he  had 
accepted  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  thought  that  it 
was  somewhat  hard  and  unreasonable 
to  complain  of  the  Government  for  the 
course  they  had  followed.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne (Mr.  John  Morley) 
had  expressed  his  opinion  on  the  pre- 
vious night  that  half-an-hour's  discus- 
sion would  finish  the  question  ;  as  they 
had  now  been  discussing  it  for  two 
hours  and  a-half  he  claimed  to  move, 
**  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

3fr.  Arthur  WiUiatM 


I      Question  put,  **  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  298 ; 
Noes  216:  Majority  82.— CDiv.  List, 
No.  174.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  '*  That  the 
words  '  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  make  from  time  to 
time  a  Provisional  Order  for  transfer- 
ring '  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  306; 
Noes  224  :  Majority  82. 

AYES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-Gardner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Allsopp,  hon.  G. 
Allsopp,  hon.  P. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  Colonel  R. 

H.  L. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  B. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barnes,  A. 
Barry,  A.  H.  S. 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,'A.  A. 
Bazley- White,  J. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Beckett,  E.  W. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Bereeford,  Lord  C.  W. 

De  la  Poor 
Bethell,     Commander 

G.R. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,Col.  H.  B.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  0. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Gaine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 


Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Charrington,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Coddington,  W. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Sir  J.  C.  R. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Crossley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Grossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalrjrmple,  Sir  C. 
Darling,  C.  J. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
DeLisle,E.J.L.M.  P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  II. 
Dimsdale,  Barun  R. 
Dixon,  G. 

Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dugdale,  J.  S. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyke,   right  hon.    Sir 

W.  H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Egcrton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  Sir  G. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
EUiot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
ElUot,  G.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Ewart,  Sir  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Faiquharson,  H.  R. 
Feilden,  Lt  -Gen.  R.  ^. 
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FellowdB,  A.  E 
FergoBSon,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fitz  -  Wygram,    Gen. 

Sir  P.  W. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
For  wood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fry,  L. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Giles,  A. 
GiUiat,  J.  S. 
€k)dson,  A.  F. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
€h>ldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hn.  G.  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Gre^iall,  Sir  G. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gunter,  C!olonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hall,  0. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,Gen.SirE.B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardoastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneag^,   right   hon. 

E. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon-Hodge,  R.  T. 
flervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill*  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holloway,  G. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth,   Sir  W. 

H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  0. 
Hubbard,  hon.  E. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes -Hallett,  CoL 

F.  C. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  8. 


Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jeffreys,  A.  F. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  U. 
Kenrick,  VV. 
Konj'on,  hon.  G.  T . 
Kenyon  -  Slancy,  Col. 

W. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen, 

H  T 
Knightiey.  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L. 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lea,  T. 
Lees,  E. 
Lep^h,  T.  W. 
Leighton,  8. 
Lennox,  Lord  W.  C, 

Gordon- 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  E. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowthor,  J.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  W, 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M*Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Marriott,     right  hon. 

Sir  W.  T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,  right  hon. 

H. 
Mattinson,  M.  W. 
MaxweU,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
MUls,  hon.  C.  W. 
MQvain,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Moss,  R. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  right  hon. 

Sir  J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Muncaster,  Lord 
MuntZy  P.  A, 


Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark.  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
Norris,  E.  S. 
Northcotoi    hon.     Sir 

H.  8. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plunket,     right    hon. 

D.  R. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Powell.  F.  8. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  Sir  J.  H. 
Quilter,  W.  C. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  C. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Richardson,  T. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  right  hon.  C. 

T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Rothschild,  Baron   F. 

J.  de 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Saunderson,  Col.  E.  J. 
Selwyn,  Captain  C.  W. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 


Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H, 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer.  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E  • 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stephens,  H.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Sutherland',  T. 
Swetenham,  E. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Theobald,  J. 
Thorbum,  W. 
ToUemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M 
Townsend,  F. 
Trotter,  Col.  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Walrond,  Col.  VV.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W, 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Wejrmouth,  Viscount 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer.  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 

TBLLBRS. 

Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Llewellyn,  B.  H. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Abraham,  W.   (Lime- 
rick, W.) 
Acland,  A.  H.  D. 
Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Anderson,  C.  H. 
Asher,  A. 
Asquith,  H.  H. 
Atherley -Jones,  L. 
Austin,  J. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Ballantine,  W.  H.  W. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barran,  J. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Bradlaugh,  C. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brown,  A.  L. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Brunner,  J.  T. 
Bryce,  J. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Burt,  T. 


Byrne,  G.  M. 
Cameron,  C. 
Cameron,  J.  M. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell-  Bannerman , 

right  hon.  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Childers,  rt.  hon.   H. 

C.  E. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Commins,  A. 
Conway,  M. 
Convbeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cossham,  H. 
Cox,  J.  R. 

Cozens-Hardy,  H.  H. 
Craig,  J. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
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CriUy,  D. 
Grossley,  E. 
Davies,  W. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Ellis,  J. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 
Esmondo,  SirT.  II.  G. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Evans,  F.  H. 
Evershed,  S. 
Penwiok,  0. 
FeTguson,H.  C.  Munro- 
Finuoane,  J. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Flower,  C. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foljambe,  0.  G.  8. 
Forster,  Sir  0. 
Foster,  Sir  W.  B. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fry.  T. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gaskell,  0.  Q.  Milnes- 
Gilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 

Glad8tone,rt.  hn.W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Hanbury-Traoy,  hon. 

F.  S.  A. 
Haroourt,  rt.  bon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harrington,  T.  0. 
Harris,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  0.  Seale- 
Healv,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Holden,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Illingworth,  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Joicey,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kay-Shuttleworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenny,  0.  S. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Kilbride,  D. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Ijawson,  SirW. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  R. 
Lyell,  L. 

31acdonald,  W.  A. 
Maclnnes,  M, 
KaoNeill,  J.G.  S. 
M'Arthur,  W.  A, 


McCarthy,  J 
McCarthy,  J.  H. 
McDonald,  P. 
M'Ewan,  W. 
M'Lagan,  P, 
Mahony,  P 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  Sir  P.  T. 
Alarum,  E.  M. 
Mayno,  T. 
lilenzics,  R.  S. 
IHoUoy,  B.  C. 
Morgan,  right  hon.  G; 

O. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Mundella,  right  hon. 

A.  J. 
Murphy,  W.  M, 
Neville,  R. 
Nolan,  Oolonel  J.  P. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Hanlon,  T, 
O'Hea,  P. 
Palmer,  Sir  0.  M. 
Pamell,  C.  S. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Pickard,  B. 
PickersgiU,  E.  H. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  C. 
Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
Potter.  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley,  B. 
Pugh.  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Quinn,  T. 
Randell,  D. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Reynolds,  W.  J. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts.  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robinson,  T. 
Roe,  T. 

RoBcoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Rowntree,  J. 
Samuelson,  Sir  B. 
Samuelson.  G.B. 
Schwann,  0.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 
SheU,  E. 
Simon,  Sir  J, 


Sinclair,  J. 

SlAffg,  J. 

Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  0.  R. 
Stack,  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  8. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D, 
Summers,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tanner,  0.  K. 
Thomas.  A. 
Thomas,  D.  A. 
Trovelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  G.  O. 
Tuite,  J. 


Vivian,  Sir  fl.  H, 
Wardle,  H. 
Warmington,  0.  M. 
Wajrman,  T. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Will,  J.  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamson,  J. 
Williamson,  8. 
WiUon,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  I. 

Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
WoodaU,  W. 
Woodhead,  J, 
Wright,  C. 

TELLERS. 

Marjoribanks,  rt.  hon, 

E. 
Morley,  A. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  paee  5,  line 
24,  leave  out  the  second  'Une"  and  in- 
sert "  such." — {Mr.  Chaplin,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  the '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
he  ventured  to  sug^^est  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  that  it 
would  be  a  shorter  way  to  reach  the 
object  they  had  in  view  to  strike  out 
Clause  8.  He  saw  no  reason  why  the 
Committee  should  waste  so  much  time 
on  a  number  of  verbal  Amendments. 
The  brains  were  out  of  the  Bill,  and  it 
was  said  that,  ''  when  the  brains  were 
out  the  man  must  die." 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  evidently  unfamiliar 
with  Parliamentary  procedure,  or  he 
would  know  that  if  the  clause  were 
struck  out  it  would  not  be  in  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  transfer  by  Pro- 
visional Order  at  all.  He  had  under- 
taken that  they  would  proceed  next 
Session  to  transfer  these  powers  by 
Provisional  Order. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  good 
enough  to  instruct  him  by  means  of  his 
longer  experience.  He  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  dispute  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's proposition,  and  would  humbly 
bow  to  it.  At  the  same  time,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  him  to  say 
that  if  all  this  work  was  to  be  done  next 
Session,  it  might  be  better  to  discard 
the  form  of  a  Provisional  Order,  and  in- 
troduce ''  A  Bill  to  provide  the  County 
Councils  with  something  to  do." 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  ventured  to 
propose  that,  instead  of  listening  to  any 
more  of  the  frothy  sentiment^  of  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby,  they  shoold  proceed,  if  possible, 
in  a  business-like  manner  with  the 
Amendments  on  the  Paper,  and  in  that 
way  make  progress  with  the  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  always  com- 
plaining of  the  evisceration  of  the  Bill 
Dy  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House ;  but  he  hoped  it  would  be  ob- 
served by  those  outside  the  House  that 
the  real  and  practical  evisceration  of  the 
measure,  by  the  omission  of  Clause  8, 
came  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.  The  Amendment  he  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  had  moved  was  simply  conse- 
quential, and,  therefore,  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary to  dwell  upon  it.  In  conjunction 
with  the  Amendments  which  followed, 
it  was  intended  to  carry  out  the  decision 
at  which  the  Committee  had  arrived 
after  considerable  discussion — namely, 
to  transfer  the  powers  under  this  clause 
by  Provisional  Order  instead  of  by 
Statute. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  25,  leave  out  from  "of "  to  ** other," 
in  line  41. — (^Mr.  Chaplin,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  if 
the  Bill  were  eviscerated  at  all  it  would 
be  by  adopting  the  suggestion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby,  that  Clause  8  should  be  struck 
out.  He  would  point  out,  however,  that 
the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  just 
moved  would  make  the  clause  a  shadow 
and  a  sham. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
said,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  (Mr.  Chaplin)  that  the  Com- 
mittee ought  to  discuss  these  Amend- 
ments in  a  business-like  way,  and  make 
progress  with  the  Bill ;  but  he  thought 
that  far  greater  progress  would  be 
made  if  the  Government  did  not  change 
their  mind  every  five  minutes  on  the 
Bill.  A  suggestion  had  been  made  with 
regard  to  the  time  when  the  powers 
under  the  Bill  should  be  transferred, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  spoken  of  a 
reference  to  a  Select  Committee.    Were 
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the  Committee  to  understand  that  a 
Select  Committee  was  to  be  appointed 
at  once  to  go  into  the  question,  so  that 
the  country  might  know  what  powers 
the  Government  were  going  to  bring  in 
legislation  to  transfer  to  the  County 
Councils  ?  Or  were  they  to  understand 
that  the  Government  proposed  that  a 
Select  Committee  should  be  appointed 
at  the  beginning  of  next  Session  to 
consider  what  powers  should  be  handed 
over  to  the  County  Council,  that  the 
Committee  would  sit  all  through  the 
Session,  and  at  the  end  of  the  Session 
make  a  Beport,  and  then  that  in  the 
Session  following,  if  the  present  Govern- 
ment were  then  still  in  existence,  some 
proposal  might  be  laid  before  the  House  ? 
He  ventured  to  say  that  the  Business 
of  the  House  would  be  facilitated  if  the 
Government  stated  definitely  what  they 
intended. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  said  nothing  about  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. But  the  ordinary  course  with 
reference  to  a  Provisional  Order  Bill 
was  that  it  should  be  read  a  second 
time,  and  if  there  was  any  opposition  to 
the  proposals  in  the  Bill,  it  would  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  in  the 
ordinary  course.  What  the  Government 
hoped  and  believed  was  that  in  all  pro- 
pability  the  Committee  stage  of  such  a 
Bill  as  was  contemplated  would  be  an 
extremely  short  one ;  probably  it  would 
not  exceed  a  week  in  duration. 

Mb.  CHANNING  asked  whether  they 
were,  then,  to  understand  that  no  answer 
was  to  be  given  to  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  ? 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  MTJNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  stated  that  the  administration 
of  the  Poor  Law  should  not  be  transferred 
to  the  County  Councils,  and  he  had  also 
said  that  he  had  no  intention  of  trans- 
ferring the  powers  of  the  London  School 
Board  to  the  County  Council  for  London. 
It  was  not  difficult  to  understand  why 
the  Gt)vemment  did  not  propose  to 
transfer  those  powers ;  because  the 
County  Council  for  London,  if  it  had,  in 
addition  te  the  business  of  the  Metropo- 
litan Board  of  Works  and  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, to  conduct  tha  t  of  the  London  School 
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Board,  would  be  completely  overloaded. 
But  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  which 
he  was  about  to  move  would  not  apply 
merely  to  the  Metropolis;  it  would 
apply  to  the  whole  of  the  school  boards 
of  the  coimtry.  It  would  be  possible  if 
the  Bill  were  to  come  into  operation  in 
its  present  form,  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  for  30  days  a  scheme  for 
the  transfer  of  the  whole  of  the  school 
board  administration  throughout  the 
country  to  the  County  Councils,  which 
after  that  time,  without  any  expression 
of  opinion  on  the  part  of  those  interested 
in  the  school  boards,  would  take  place. 
He  would  like  to  give  some  reasons  why 
he  thought  it  impossible,  at  the  present 
juncture,  so  to  transfer  the  work  of  the 
school  boards.  There  were  in  England 
and  Wales  more  than  2,000  school 
boards,  which  had  educational  control 
in  respect  of  17,000,000  of  the  popula- 
tion; they  were  in  the  administration 
of  funds  amounting  to  £5,000,000 
a-year,  and  they  had,  on  the  whole,  done 
their  work  with  great  advantage  and  to 
the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  country. 
They  had  increased  the  school  attend- 
ance since  they  came  into  existence  by 
more  than  250  per  cent;  they  had 
raised  the  standard  of  education  in  all 
the  schools  of  the  country,  including  the 
voluntary  schools,  which  had  been 
benefited  thereby. 

Mb.  EITCHE  said,  he  might  save 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  some  trouble 
by  saying  that  the  Government  were 
^^lling  to  accept  words  to  exclude  the 
school  boards.  The  Gt)vernment  had 
never  intended  to  transfer  to  the 
Oouncils  the  powers  of  the  school  boards, 
which  had  been  set  up  by  Act  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA,  asked  what  where 
the  powers  of  the  Educational  Depart- 
ment which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  transfer  to  the  County 
Councils  ? 

Mb.  EITCHE  said,  the  Government 
were  desirous  of  making  the  clause  as 
comprehensive  as  possible,  and  they 
thought  it  simpler  to  put  in  the  words 
''  Education  Department,''  because 
there  might  be  some  smaller  matters 
that  it  would  be  useful  to  include. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  the  revi- 
sion of  the  schemes  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners relating  to  Endowed  Schools 
was  work  which  would  be  taken  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  Education  Department, 
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and  given  to  the  County  Councils.  He 
begged  to  move  the  omission  of  the 
words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6, line  2| 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  the  Educa- 
tion Department." —  {Mr,  Mundella.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
aause." 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBEKLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  said  he  could  not  conceive 
anything  which  it  would  be  more  desir- 
able to  entrust  to  the  County  Councils 
than  the  duties  connected  with  local 
charitable  schemes.  The  whole  object 
of  the  Party  to  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Mundella)  belonged  had 
been  for  some  time  past  to  secure  some 
local  control  over  the  Charities,  and  yet 
they  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
getting  up  and  disclaiming  against  the 
provision  of  the  Bill  which  might  by 
possibitity  give  much  power. 

Mr.  mundella  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  Councils  having  some 
control  over  secondary  education,  but 
he  thought  some  power  ought  to  be  left 
to  the  Education  Department. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  entirely  agreed  with  what  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain) had  said.  It  was  of  the  highest 
importance  that  powers  like  those 
referred  to  should  be  transferred  to 
the  County  Councils.  He  could  only 
understand  the  view  taken  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Bright- 
side  Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella) 
from  the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  able  administration  of  the 
Education  Department  had  convinced 
him  of  the  infallibility  and  perfection  of 
that  particular  Department.  Now,  that 
was  a  great  danger  they  had  got  to 
guard  against — the  belief  in  the  De- 
partments that  nobody  could  do  any- 
thing but  them.  If  they  really  wanted 
to  decentralize,  they  must  resist  that 
opinion.  What  he  was  afraid  of  was  the 
pressure  of  the  Departments,  and  that 
was  why  he  wanted  Parliament  to  take 
the  matter  into  its  own  hands.  In  re- 
spect to  all  these  Provisional  Orders, 
they  had  the  Departments  fighting  for 
every  scrap  of  power  they  could  get. 
That  was  really  the  decentralizing 
clause  in  the  Bill,  and  if  they  wanted  to 
make  it  eflfective,  they  ought  to  extend. 
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the  powers  as  far  as  they  could.  They 
always  found  an  enemy  in  a  Depart- 
ment. He  had  been  in  Departments, 
and  therefore  he  knew  what  the  feelings 
existing  there  were ;  they  would  regard 
it  as  a  point  of  honour  to  resist  any- 
thing being  taken  away  from  them 
which  they  could  possibly  retain.  He 
would  point  out  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Mundella)  that,  if  his  Amendment 
were  accepted,  they  could  not  transfer 
any  powers,  because  they  would  not 
ha^e  the  authority  under  the  Bill.  After 
what  had  been  passed  in  reference  to  Pro- 
visional Orders,  they  would  be  perfectly 
safe;  the  House  would  have  control 
over  what  it  transferred,  and  if  any 
power  was  to  be  transferred  improperly 
or  which  ought  to  be  reserved,  they 
could  upon  the  Provisional  Order  dis- 
cuss the  transfer ;  but  if  they  adopted, 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman's  Amendment 
they  could  not  transfer  anything,  how- 
ever desirable.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man admitted  that  there  were  some 
powers  which  might  very  well  be 
transferred,  but  they  could  not  be  so 
transferred  under  the  Amendment.  He 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  hoped  that 
these  words  would  be  left  in  the  clause; 
because  if  so,  the  Government  would 
have  discretion  and  the  House  would 
have  the  power  to  deal  with  the  dif- 
ferent matters. 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  was  glad  he  was 
able  on  that  occasion  to  concur  most 
heartily  and  entirely  with  everything 
which  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  with,  perhaps,  a 
slight  reservation.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  Heads  of  Departments  deserved 
the  censure  implied  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  observations.  No  doubt, 
they  were  exceedingly  able  and  exceed- 
iugly  well-informed  public  servants,  and 
it  was  very  natural  that  they  should 
from  time  to  time  desire  that  the  work 
in  which  they  were  interested  should  be 
conducted  in  the  best  possible  manner. 
But  there  was  a  public  interest  involved 
in  this  question  which  the  House  ought 
to  consider,  and  that  was  the  great  ne- 
cessity of  decentralization.  The  Public 
Departments  were  overwhelmed  by 
caring  for  matters  which  ought  to  be 
cared  for  by  the  people  themselves.  It 
might  happen  that,  under  the  new  system, 


the  work  might  not  be  done  in  all  respects 
so  perfectly  as,  he  believed,  it  was  done 
in  the  Public  Departments ;  but  there 
would  be  great  gain  to  the  public  in- 
terest in  this  work  being  done  locally, 
and  in  accordance  with  the  local  feel- 
ings and  sentiments  of  the  people. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mun- 
della) would  not  press  his  Amendment. 
He  was  obliged  to  refer  to  one  observa- 
tion which  had  been  made  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion.  He  thought  it  was 
extremely  inconvenient  to  refer  to 
past  debates  in  that  House.  He  pos- 
sibly did  give,  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment, an  undertaking  to  endeavour  to 
accomplish  certain  purposes  and  objects; 
but  he  would  prefer  that  the  question  of 
what  interpretation  was  to  be  put  upon 
his  words  should  be  deferred  until  his 
observations  appeared  in  print.  Cer- 
tainly, he  did  not  think  that  it  was  ad- 
visable at  the  present  time  to  engage  in 
a  conversation  upon  the  subject  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  across  the 
Table  of  the  House.  He  trusted  the 
Committee  would  allow  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  to  remain  in  the 
Bill,  as  he  personally  attached  great 
importance  to  them. 

Mr.  mundella  said,  that  all  he 
had  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  that  he  would  fulfil  the  pledge  he 
gave  to  the  House  in  the  debate  they 
had  a  few  weeks  ago  on  secondary  edu- 
cation. He,  however,  wished  to  make 
no  further  reference  to  that,  because 
certainly  they  would  hold  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  his  engagement.  As  the 
powers  were  to  be  transferred  by  Pro- 
visional Order,  and  as  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  deal  with  every  case  as  it  arose, 
he  was  quite  Drilling  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment  upon  the  distinct  under- 
standing that  no  elective  Bodies,  school 
boards  or  others,  would  be  in  any  way 
influenced  by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  EITOHIE  said,  he  thought  it 
was  well  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gen^ 
tleman  that  the  Government  proposed  to 
accept  the  words  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  with  reference  to  school  boards 
and  Boards  of  Guardians. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford,  W.) 
said,  the  assurance  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was  to  be  no 
interference   with    the    school     board- 

2  L  a  \N\«*K  Is^VA?^ 


1031 


Local  Oovemmini         {COMMONS}     {England  and  WaUi)  B%U.    1082 


system  was  very  good  as  far  as  it  went ; 
but,  unfortunately,  in  10,000  out  of 
13,000  parishes  In  the  country,  there  was 
no  such  body  as  a  school  board,  and  yet 
there  was  an  educational  system  in 
which  they  were  all  interested.  He 
would  like  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to 
give  them  some  further  assurance — 
namely,  that  in  no  provision  of  the  Bill 
would  there  be  any  power  conferred 
upon  the  new  Bodies  to  give  any  local 
grants  out  of  local  funds,  or  to  give  any 
support  in  any  shape  or  form  to  what 
were  called  the  denominational  schools 
of  the  country. 

Thb  OHAIEMAN  :  That  is  quite  out- 
side  the  scope  of  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  ILLINQWORTH:  But  it  is 
cognate  to  the  point  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman. 

The  OHAIEMAN :  But  I  stopped  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman. 

Mb.  CHANNINO  (Northampton,  E.) 
said,  that  he  had  an  Amendment  lower 
down  on  the  Paper  dealing   with  this 
subject ;  and  perhaps  this  would  be  a 
convenient  opportunity  for  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  to  make  his  undertaking  a 
little  more  definite.    He  agreed  largely 
in  the  remarks  made  with  regard  to  the 
transfer  of  many  duties  of  the  Education 
Department  to  the  new  Oounty  Oouncils. 
As  to  the  transfer  of  the  powers  relating 
to  industrial  schools,  and  to  the    de- 
velopment of  agricultural  and  technical 
education,   he  had  not  a  word  to  say. 
The  point  that  he  specially  wished  to 
secure,  was  that  the  school  boards  should 
not  be  included  in  the  Olause.    But 
there  was  a  second  point  in  his  Amend- 
ment to  which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
had    not    referred.      That    point    had 
reference  to  the  Ooveming  Bodies  of 
endowed  schools  which  had  an  elective 
element.     Ho  did  not  know  whether  it 
would  be  out  of  Order  to  ask,  as  an  under- 
taking in  regard  to  that  special  point, 

that  tibe  local  centres 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Oen- 
tieman  is  clearly  out  of  Order. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
said,  he  begged  to  move  to  insert,  after 
the  words  ''Education  Department," 
**  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenue 
Commissioners."  There  was  no  public 
Body  which  required  greater  re- organ- 
ization than  that  of  the  Woods  and 
Forests  Commissioners.    There  was  no 
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Body  which  could  so  well  give  up  some 
of  its  duties,  such  as  the  control  and  im- 
provement of  waste  land,  to  the  Local 
Authorities  as  could  that  Body.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Oovernment  Board  might 
reply  that  that  Body  was  included  in  the 
words  *'  or  any  other  Oovernment  De- 
partment," but  he,  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis) 
desired  the  insertion  of  these  words,  to 
show  the  urgent  necessity  of  the  powers 
vested  in  this  Body  being  transferred  to 
the  County  Councils. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6, 
line  2,  after  the  words  "Education  De- 
partment," to  insert  the  words,  **  Woods, 
Forests,  and  Land  Revenue  Commis- 
sioners."—(Ifr.  T,  E.  Ellis,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Oentleman  stood  on  an 
entirely  different  footing  to  anything 
which  had  been  suggested  or  was  con- 
tained in  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Oentleman 
was  no  doubt  aware  that  the  Body  to 
which  he  alluded  was  the  Body  which 
had  the  management  of  Crown  pro- 
perty, and,  therefore,  it  was  clear  it 
would  not  be  within  the  scope  of  the 
Bill  to  transfer  to  the  management  of 
local  elective  Bodies  the  powers  vested 
in  the  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land 
Revenue  Commissioners  for  dealing 
with  Crown  property.  He  was  afraid 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Oovern- 
ment to  accept  this  Amendment. 

Mb.  RATHBONE  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  hear  the  declaration  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  because,  in  his  opinion, 
there  was  no  administrative  Department 
in  the  State  which  was  more  grossly 
obstructive  to  the  interests  of  the  public 
than  the  Department  of  the  Woods  and 
Forests.  He  was  quite  satisfied  that 
the  present  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  would  bear  him  out  that 
there  was  no  Department  in  the  State 
which  ought  to  be  brought  more  under 
the  control  of  some  elective  Body  than 
the  Department  of  Woods  and  Forests. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  must  support  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Oovern- 
ment Board  in  his  opposition  to  this 
Amendment.  If  the  Amendment  meant 
anything,  it  meant  that  the  manage- 
ment of  Crown  property  should  be 
transferred  to  County  Councils.    [CrtW 
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9f  "  No,  no ! "]  He  did  not  know  what 
else  it  could  mean  but  that.  Thouc^h 
he  was  not  qualified  to  say  that  the 
Woods  and  Forests  was  by  any  means 
a  faultless  Department,  and  might  not 
require  reform,  that  was  not  the  way  in 
which  to  bring  about  an  amendment. 
What  happened  with  reference  to  the 
Woods  and  Forests  was  this.  Before 
the  Woods  and  Forests  were  made  a 
separate  Department,  the  whole  of  the 
Grown  property  was  practically  wasted, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  it  was  administered 
by  a  Minister  under  the  control  of  Par- 
liament, who  insisted  in  one  way  or 
another  in  making  away  with  the  funds 
it  yielded.  The  Crown  lands  now 
yielded  something  like  £350,000  a-year, 
the  revenue  had  largely  increased  under 
the  management  of  the  Oommissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests,  and  that  was  a 
reason  for  not  doing  away  with  the 
Department,  still  less  for  giving  them 
as  a  gift  to  Authorities  who,  he  was 
afraid,  might  be  quite  as  bad  as  the 
original  management. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  suggested  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Merioneth- 
shire (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  that  instead  of 
putting  the  Woods  and  Forests  under 
the  County  Councils,  it  would  be  better 
to  put  them  under  the  new  Agricultural 
Department,  of  which  they  had  heard  a 
good  deal  lately,  but  which  did  not 
seem  to  be  very  much  nearer  being 
established. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  he  could  not 
assent  to  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  because  he  had  not  any 
great  faith  in  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment. He  would  like  to  point  out,  in 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),  that  if  reforms  had  been  already 
effected  in  the  management  of  Crown 
lands,  there  was  no  reason  why  they 
should  not  carry  the  process  of  reform  a 
little  further.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
much  of  the  old  maladministration  re- 
mained, and  that  the  revenue  from  the 
Crown  lands  could  be  much  increased. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  in  regard  to 
thousands  and  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
acres  of  Crown  lands  in  various  parts  of 
the  country,  especially  in  Wales,  the 
revenue  could  be  doubled  and  trebled, 
and  quadrupled  J  if  they  were  managed 
with  anything  like  intelligence  and 
local  knowledge.  Crown  property  was, 
after  all,  only  national,  and  the  people's 


property.  He  was  certain  that,  with 
regard  to  allotments  of  land  for  build- 
ing in  industrial  districts  in  Wales,  an 
immense  amount  of  good  could  be  done 
by  conferring  control  of  this  property 
on  a  representative  popular  Body. 
Although  he  had  very  much  respect  for 
the  opinions  usually  put  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  he  felt 
bound  to  press  this  Amendment  to  a 
Division. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  had  only 
one  word  to  say,  and  that  was,  that  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  any  informa- 
tion which  would  result  in  anything 
additional  being  secured  by  way  of 
revenue  to  the  country  from  the  Crown 
property,  he  trusted  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  put  himself  at  once  in  com- 
munication with  the  Government.  The 
Government  were  bound  to  protect  the 
revenue,  and  he  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  any  suggestion 
which  would  afford  security  in  that 
direction. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  E.)  said,  he 
could  not  help  suggesting  a  point  that 
he  thought  was  raised  by  the  discussion, 
and  that  was,  what  was  the  meaning  of 
the  words  in  the  Bill  ''or  any  other 
Government  Department."  His  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  moved  to  insert 
the  words  ''  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land 
Eevenue  Commissioners ; ''  he  TMr. 
Asquith)  would  like  to  ask  one  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  to  give  them  information  as  to 
whether  the  Woods  and  Forests  was  a 
Government  Department.  If  it  was,  its 
powers  were  already,  under  the  proposal 
of  the  Government,  transferred,  or 
capable  of  beiog  transferred,  to  the 
County  Councils.  If  it  was  not  a  Go- 
vernment Department,  then  it  would  be 
interesting  to  the  Committee  to  learn 
what  was  a  Government  Department, 
and  it  would  be  desirable,  with  a  view 
to  the  proper  construction  of  this  Act, 
when  it  became  an  Act,  that  some  defi- 
nition of  a  Government  Department 
should,  either  in  this  clause  or  in  some 
other  part  of  the  Bill,  be  inserted. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  he  imagined  the 
Woods  and  Forests  was  a  Government 
Department. 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  Are  they  ? 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  of  course  it  was. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  would  see  they  specifi- 
cally  named  certain  Government  De- 
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partenents,  and  that  it  was  clear  the 
Government  oould  bring  in,  under  the 
clause,  a  Provisional  Order  dealing  with 
any  Government  Department.  It  was 
one  thing  to  have  general  words  of  this 
kind  dealing  with  every  Government 
Department,  and  another  thing  to  men- 
tion Government  Departments  specifi- 
cally by  name. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  that  in  that 
case  the  Amendment  was  entirely  un- 
necessary. It  would  clearly  be  within 
the  power  of  the  House,  by  a  Provi- 
sional Order,  to  transfer,  if  it  saw  fit, 
these  very  powers  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said,  if 
these  words  were  inserted  in  the  Bill, 
it  would  amount  to  an  expression  of 
opinion  that  the  Woods  and  Forests 
should  be  included  among  those  De- 
partments whose  powers  were  to  be 
transferred. 

Mr.  a.  L.  brown  (Hawick,  &c.) 
said,  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  asked  for 
information  as  to  anything  likely  to  in- 
crease the  revenue  derived  from  Crown 
property.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  turn  his  attention  to  the  Scotch 
fisheries,  he  would  see  that  a  larger 
revenue  might  be  derived. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had 
emancipated  himself  from  many  Con- 
servative prejudices,  but  he  seemed  still 
to  labour  under  some  such  prejudices 
in  regard  to  the  question  of  the  Crown 
lands.  There  could  be  no  greater  fal- 
lacy than  the  contention  that  Crown 
lands  were  not  national  property.  They 
were  national  property,  and  it  was  a 
mere  fiction  to  call  them  Crown  lands. 
It  was  a  fiction  which  had  a  very  dele- 
terious efi^ect,  because  thero  were  many 
instances  in  which  Crown  lands  were 
not  administered  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people.  [Sir  William  Harcourt  as- 
sented.] He  was  delighted  to  see  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  assented  to  that 
view.  If  it  was  possible  to  improve 
such  a  condition  of  things  so  that  the 
Crown  lands  could  be  managed  for 
national  and  local  benefit,  great  pub- 
lic advantage  would  result  from  the 
change. 

Mr.  RATHBONE  said,  that  the 
Woods  and  Forests  Department  had 
possession  of  a  considerable  part  of  the 
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foreshores,  and,  instead  of  considering 
they  were  the  Trustees  for  the  national 
benefit,  they  were  often  obstructive  in 
their  action. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  foreshores  were  under  the  Board  of 
Trade.  [ Orie%  of  **  No,  no  !  "]  He  was 
sure  they  were  in  Scotland,  and  he 
thought  they  were  so  in  England. 

Mr.  RATHBONE  said,  that  a  case 
had  come  under  his  notice  within  the  last 
year  in  which  the  Woods  and  Forests 
Commissioners  prevented  a  Company 
getting  at  the  sea  as  a  means  of  transit 
for  a  very  long  time,  and  thereby 
considerably  impeded  the  trade  of  a 
district. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
might  add  that  there  were  cases  in  Scot- 
land in  which  the  foreshore  had  been 
made  away  with  by  the  Department  of 
the  Woods  and  Forests  at  a  very  nomi- 
nal price.  No  greater  abuses  had 
been  perpetrated  in  recent  years  than 
those  connected  with  the  Scotch  fore- 
shores. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  said,  that  the  way  in 
which  this  Amendment  had  been  sup- 
ported put  many  of  them  in  a  difficulty. 
It  had  been  said  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  obstruction,  and  even  some  corrup- 
tion in  the  Department  of  Woods  and 
Forests,  and  with  that  opinion  many 
hon.  Members  cordially  agreed.  But 
what  he  desired  to  put  forward  was, 
whether  it  was  expedient  to  mix  up  the 
question  of  obstruction  by  the  Woods 
and  Forests  Department  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  transfer  of  powers  to  the 
local  Bodies?  Would  matters  be  im- 
proved if  the  powers  were  transferred 
to  local  Bodies?  Let  them  have  an- 
other inquiry  like  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  inquiry,  to  see  whether 
the  charges  of  obstruction  and  corruption 
were  true,  and  whether  a  larger  national 
revenue  could  not  be  derived  from  tho 
property.  Ho  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  that  this  was  na- 
tional revenue  which  ought  to  remain 
in  the  hands  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  he  should  be  very 
sorry  to  see  the  Woods  and  Forests 
transferred  to  Local  Councils.  Cer- 
tainly, he  did  not,  by  voting  against 
the  Amendment,  desire  to  say  that  the 
Woods  and  Forests  were  anything  but 
very  grossly  mismanaged. 
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Mr.  GOSOHEN  said,  that  the  word 
''corruption"  had  been  used  in  regard 
to  an  official  Department.  [Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen: Possible  corruption.]  No;  it 
was  rather  more  than  that.  He  asked 
if  it  was  fair,  unless  there  was  real  evi- 
dence to  that  effect,  to  use  such  a  term? 
They  could  not  brand  a  great  Depart- 
ment of  State  on  evidence  that  had  not 
been  examined  with  vices  from  which, 
he  thought,  our  Oivil  Service  had  been 
conspicuously  free. 

Mb.  BUXTON  said,  he  would  with- 
draw  the  word  **  corruption,"  and  ex- 
press regret  for  having  used  it.  The 
word  he  ought  to  have  used  was  "  ob- 
struction." 

Mb.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  all 
that  was  wanted  was  that  there  should 
be  some  control  over  the  administration 
of  the  Woods  and  Forests  which  would 
be  to  the  benefit  of  the  different  locali- 
ties. That  was  only  common  sense,  and 
he  trusted  his  hon.  Friend  would  go  to 
a  Division. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  trusted  his  hon.  Friend  would  not 
press  the  Amendment.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  stated  very  strongly  that 
Crown  property  was  national  property ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Pickersgill) 
that  the  distinct  effect  of  his  Amend- 
ment, if  it  were  carried,  would  be  not  to 
make  the  Grown  property  national  pro- 
perty, but  to  convert  national  property 
into  local  property.  In  that  sense  the 
Amendment  did  not  seem  reasonable, 
and  he,  for  one,  could  not  support  it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mb.  OHANNING  said,  that  the  feel- 
ing which  animated  him  and  other  hon. 
Members  in  wishing  to  have  some  such 
Amendment  as  that  which  stood  in  his 
name  was,  that  the  clause,  as  drawn, 
undoubtedly  gave  power  to  school  boards 
and  other  elected  educational  authori- 
ties to  wipe  themselves  out  of  existence 
by  an  Order  in  Council,  and  to  apply 
for  the  transference  of  their  powers  to 
the  County  Councils.  It  was  well 
known  that  strong  representations  had 
been  made  in  this  House  by  the  Birm- 
ingham and  the  London  and  other 
School  Boards  in  the  country  that  that 
would  be  thoroughly  undesirable.  It 
was  notorious  to  every  Member  in 
the  House  who  had  paid  attention  to 
the  recent  history  of  the  education 
question,     and    who    had     read    the 


important  memorandum  which  ap« 
peared  in  The  Times  newspaper  yester- 
day, and  who  had  considered  the  im- 
portant evidence  given  by  a  former 
Secretary  to  the  Education  Department 
and  by  the  present  Secretary  of  that 
Department,  that  many  distinguished 
public  officials  and  men  who  had  taken 
a  prominent  part  in  educational  matters, 
wished  to  carry  out  the  definitely  for- 
mulated scheme  which  was  very  fully 
put  before  the  country  in  the  letter  of 
Sir  Francis  Sandford.  That  certainly 
was  a  matter  which  should  not  be 
dealt  with  by  a  side  wind,  should  not  be 
brought  in  as  a  mere  permissive  portion 
of  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  but  should  be 
dealt  with  on  its  merits.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  the  scheme  brought 
before  the  Education  Commissioners, 
and  the  scheme  formulated  yesterday  by 
Sir  Francis  Sandford,  contemplated  the 
removal  of  the  principle  of  the  compro- 
mise of  the  Act  of  1870,  and  the  intro- 
duction of  the  principle  of  paying  deno- 
minational schools  out  of  the  rates.  He 
thought  the  Committee  was  entitled  to 
ask  why  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
inserted  words  in  this  permissive  clause 
which,  without  the  slightest  doubt,  gave 
power  to  the  school  boards  to  apply  for 
their  own  extinction?  Hon.  Members 
who  had  followed  the  matter  must  per- 
fectly well  remember  the  discussion  on 
the  clause  introduced  by  Mr.  Pell  in 
1876.  The  permissive  power  given  in 
that  clause,  however,  was  of  a  much 
more  limited  character,  and  there  was 
under  that  clause  power  to  restore  the 
school  boards  if  desirable.  When 
Mr.  Pell's  clause  was  discussed,  no 
hon.  Member  of  the  House  expressed 
himself  more  strongly  against  the 
power  to  bring  the  school  board  sys- 
tem to  an  end  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  whose  tem- 
porary absence  they  all  so  much  deplored. 
He  (Mr.  Channing)  had  reason  to  press 
for  an  answer  from  the  Government  as 
to  how  these  words  appeared  in  the 
Bill.  Had  not  the  country  some  ri^ht 
to  challenge  the  Government,  and  h\j 
they  had  been  attempting,  in  this  Bill, 
to  introduce  by  a  side  wind  one  portion 
of  the  first  step  in  the  scheme  for  placing 
denominational  schools  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  board  schools,  and  for  handing 
over  the  control  of  education  from  the 
elected  representatives   of   small  local 
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areaSj  men  who  were  acquainted  witli 
the  local  feelings  of  the  people,  to  a 
central  body  at  some  distance  from  the 
localities.  He  thought  the  principle  of 
local  control  was  the  keynote  of  the  suc- 
cess of  education  in  England.  It  was 
the  secret  of  the  magaificent  results 
obtained  by  such  a  school  board  as 
that  of  Birmingham,  and  it  was  equally 
true  of  the  Managing  Committees  of 
voluntary  schools.  His  amendment  ap- 
plied also  to  the  endowed  schools  of  the 
country,  where  there  was  an  elective 
element  in  the  body  of  governors.  He 
quite  agreed  with  much  that  had  been 
said  in  regard  to  transferring  to  the 
County  Councils  some  control  over  the 
endowments  of  the  country.  But  he 
held  that  it  was  vitally  important  to 
maintain  some  form  of  local  administra- 
tion, so  that  the  special  wants  and  in- 
terests of  the  locality  might  be  secured. 
He  had  reason  to  believe  that  the 
first  part  of  his  Amendment  would  be 
accepted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
but  he  trusted  that  on  consideration 
they  would  be  disposed  to  accept  the 
whole  of  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  9,  after  the  words  '*  autho- 
rity *'  to  insert  the  words  '*  or  a  school  hoard, 
or  othor  hoard,  committee,  or  authority  elected 
directly  or  indirectly  to  deal  with  educational 
matters,  or  any  hody  of  trustees  or  governors, 
wholly  elected,  or  partly  elected  and  partly 
nominated,  for  the  management  of  an  endowed 
school."— (JTr.  Channing.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  KITCHIE  said,  he  was  sure  the 
Committee  would  hardly  expect  him  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  merits  of 
the  Act  of  1870,  or  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  school  boards  of  the  country 
had  fulfilled  the  duties  cast  upon  them. 
He  would  only  say  that  no  one  valued 
more  than  he  did  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  1870,  and  none  were  stronger  in  their 
admiration  of  the  manner  in  which  that 
Act  had  been  carried  out,  and  of  the 
enormous  benefit  conferred  upon  the 
country  by  the  school  boards  elected 
under  the  Act  than  himself.  But  it 
was  unnecessary  for  them  to  enter  into 
a  discussion  of  that,  because  they  had 
said  explicitly,  that  they  did  not  intend 
that  the  question  of  school  boards  should 
be  included  in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
and  they  had  said  they  proposed  to  ac- 
J/ir.  Channing 


cept  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  (Mr.  Chaplin),  which  specifi- 
cally excluded  school  boards  from  trans- 
fer under  the  Bill.  With  reference  to 
the  latter  part  of  the  Amendment  he  had 
to  point  out  that,  in  his  opinion,  all  the 
hon.  Gentleman  desired  to  safeguard 
was  amply  safeguarded,  now  that  they 
had  accepted  the  proposal  that  no  trans- 
fer should  be  made  without  Parliament 
being  consulted  and  having  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  its  opinion  in  the 
matter.  That,  he  thought,  would  be 
accepted  by  the  Committe  as  sufficient 
to  safeguard  all  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  dwelt  upon,  and  therefore  bethought 
that,  under  the  circumstances  he  had 
named,  it  would  not  be  advisable  to 
insert  in  the  Bill  the  words  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  suggested. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  school  boards  were  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  action  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  that  they  were 
not  included ;  but,  in  order  to  make  it 
perfectly  plain  that  they  had  no  inten- 
tion of  superseding  bourds  elected  in  that 
way  under  a  specific  Act  of  Parliament, 
by  bringing  in  a  Provisional  Order,  they 
would  assent  to  them  being  excluded. 
Thoy  thought,  looking  to  the  nature  of 
the  powers,  and  the  manner  in  whioh 
school  boards  were  constituted,  and  the 
way  they  were  elected,  that  if  any  altera- 
tion  were  made,  it  ought  to  be  made 
by  a  public  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  if  the  Govern- 
ment meant  to  prevent  the  possibility  of 
school  boards  being  brought  by  Pro- 
visional Order,  or  otherwise,  under  the 
authority  of  the  County  Councils  ? 

Mb.  RITCHIE  :  Certainly. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  that  in  that 
case  he  could  not  understand  why  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  no 
reasons.  Education  was  a  question  for 
the  people,  and  the  people  themselveB 
were  better  able  than  anyone  else  to 
judge  what  kind  of  education  they  re- 
quired. Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  now  announced,  for  the  first  time, 
he  believed — [Mr.  Ritchie  :  No,  no  !]— 
that  he  intenaed  to  take  away  from  the 
people  powers  given  under  the  Bill  in 
that  respect.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Channing)  speaking  in  favour  of  hia 
Amendment,  which  he  (Mr.  MoUoy) 
hoped  would  be  withdrawn  for  some 
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other,  had  contended  that  the  system 
of  education  given  under  the  school 
boards  was  satisfactory.  He  (Mr.  Mol- 
loy)  could  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
system  of  education,  so  far  as  it  related 
to  the  fitness  of  boys,  when  they  left 
school  to  take  up  occupations  in  the 
world,  was  as  good  as  seemed  by  many 
to  be  imagined.  

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  MoUoy)  did  not  fully  appre- 
ciate the  meaning  of  the  Amendment. 
The  Bill  as  it  now  stood  preserved  from 
interference  certain  Bodies  elected  by 
the  ratepayers,  such  as  Corporations,  as 
well  as  urban  and  rural  authorities.  This 
Amendment  was  to  preserve  other  Bodies 
likewise  elected  by  ratepayers  from  inter- 
ference. He  was  surprised  there  was 
any  objection  raised  to  the  Amendment 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House ;  cer- 
tainly he  must  deprecate  any  attempt  to 
enter  upon  a  wide  discussion  of  educa- 
tional subjects  upon  that  clause. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  he  trusted 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  would 
satisfy  the  Committee  upon  one  point. 
As  he  understood  the  matter,  there  was 
no  intention,  and  it  had  been  made  clear 
by  the  acceptance  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin),  that  there  should 
not  be  any  interference  with,  or  absorp- 
tion of,  the  school  boards  by  the  County 
Councils.  What  he  was  anxious  to 
know  was  whether  any  of  the  functions 
now  exercised  by  the  Education  Depart- 
ment in  connection  with  voluntary  schools 
would  be  in  any  way  transferred  to  the 
County  Councils  ? 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  the  Goyemment 
had  not  the  smallest  intention  of  doing 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  beUeved  that 
that  statement  would  tend  to  shorten 
the  discussion,  because  there  was  great 
anxiety,  and,  he  must  say,  considerable 
jealousy  upon  the  Education  Question, 
considering  the  position  in  which  it  now 
stood.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  given  an  assurance  to  the  Commit- 
tee that  there  was  no  intention  what- 
ever of  transferring  any  powers  or  alter- 
ing the  relationship  between  voluntary 
schools  and  the  Department,  except  by 


an  express  Act  of  Parliament  in  the 
form  of  a  Provisional  Order.  If  that 
were  the  case,  perhaps  his  hon.  Friend 
would  not  find  it  necessary  to  press  his 
Amendment. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  that 
under  the  Bill,  no  alteration  could  take 
place  as  to  the  endowed  schools. 

Mb.  OHANNING  said,  that  after  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon 
Playfair)  he  would  not  trouble  the 
Committee  by  pressing  that  part  of 
his  Amendment  which  dealt  with  en- 
dowed schools.  With  the  permission  of 
the  Committee,  he  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  and  simply  move  the  in- 
sertion of  the  words  ''or  a  school 
board." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
9,  after  the  word  **  authority,"  insert  the 
words  '*  or  a  school  board."  —  {Mr, 
Channing,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  RITCHIE  thought  it  would  be 
more  convenient,  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
former  Amendment  having  been  with- 
drawn, that  his  right  hon.  Friend's  (Mr. 
Chaplin's)  Amendment  should  be  put, 
which  included  Boards  of  Guardians  as 
well  as  school  boards. 

Mr.  CHANNING  pointed  out  that 
there  was  no  objection  to  the  words  of 
his  Amendment,  whereas  the  additional 
words  in  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  might  lead  to  controversy. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
9,  after  the  words  last  inserted,  to  add 
''  and  not  being  a  Board  of  Guurdians." 
— (J/r.  Chaplin.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  that  as  it  appeared  that  the 
Amendment  was  about  to  be  passed 
nemine  contradieente^  it  was  as  well  he 
should  express  a  view,  which  he  knew 
was  held  heartily  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House,  that  Boards  of  Guardians 
ought  to  be  disestablished  and  their 
powers  transferred  to  the  County  Coun- 
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cils.  He  knew  that  in  that  statement 
he  was  largely  supported  by  the  popular 
Party  in  the  House.  \_LaHghUr,']  Well, 
they  would  be  able  to  know  whether 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  formed  the 
popular  Party  when  they  had  the  cour- 
age to  go  to  the  country.  Anyhow,  he 
and  his  hon.  Friend's  had  all  along  held 
that  one  of  the  greatest  defects  in  this 
measure  was  that  the  Government  had 
left  altogether  in  an  unreformed  condi- 
tion the  Boards  of  Guardians  in  the 
country.  He  did  not  desire  to  say  much 
upon  the  question ;  but  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  proposed  to  pur- 
posely exclude  Boards  of  Guardians 
from  being  transferred  to  the  Oounty 
Councils,  it  was  their  duty,  at  any  rate, 
to  utter  a  protest  against  that  view,  be- 
cause they  considered  that  the  duties  of 
Boards  of  Guardians  were  among  the 
most  important  duties  which  County 
Councils  ought  to  have  to  perform, 
being  as  they  were  so  intimately  con- 
nected with  the  welfare  of  the  people 
of  the  country.  It  was  perfectly  well 
known  that  Boards  of  Guardians  did  not 
give  satisfaction  to  the  people.  The 
qualification  for  membership  was  a  high 
one ;  there  were  ex  officio  members,  and 
if  the  Government  were  really  sincere  in 
their  constant  profession  of  trusting  the 
people,  they  would  have  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  handing  over  to  the  County 
Councils  the  duties  at  present  inade- 
quately performed  by  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  thought  he  should  be 
able,  in  a  very  few  words,  to  show  how 
impossible  it  would  be  to  transfer  the 
power  of  Boards  of  Guardians  to  County 
Councils.  Guardians  were  Guardians 
for  Unions,  whilo  County  Councils  would 
bo  composed  of  the  representatives  of 
several  Unions,  and  without  an  entire 
re-arrangomeot  of  the  whole  system  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  to  transfer 
the  power  of  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
County  Councils.  What  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Conybeare)  suggested  could 
only  be  done  by  a  complete  scheme  and 
not  by  any  method  of  transfer. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  said,  that  if  the  contention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  correct,  the 
Amendment  of  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  was  really  unnecessary. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  effect  of  the 
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Amendment  would  be  to  prevent  the 
transfer  of  powers  from  the  existing 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  some  other 
authority,  the  Amendment  was  in  the 
highest  degree  mischievous.  If  there 
was  one  thing  which  was  brought  out 
more  clearly  than  another  in  the  debate 
on  the  second  reading,  it  was  that  the 
existing  system  which  the  Bill  proposed 
to  continue,  by  which  they  were  to  have 
the  constitution  and  qualification  and 
mode  of  election  of  Boards  of  Guardians 
continued  on  the  same  basis  as  now,  was 
one  of  the  most  anomalous  features  of 
the  Bill.  Surely  an  Amendment  which 
provided  that  at  no  future  time  should 
it  be  possible  to  do  away  with  Boards  of 
Guardians,  except  by  a  special  Bill 
brought  in  the  House,  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  strenuously  resisted. 

Mr.  BITOHIE  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment only  prevented  the  transfer  of 
these  powers  by  a  Provisional  Order — 
the  transfer  of  the  powers  of  a  Body 
composed  of  representatives  of  one  small 
area  to  a  Body  composed  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  a  very  much  larger  area  by 
a  Provisional  Order.  He  thought  that 
whatever  might  be  the  opinion  as  to  the 
expediency  of  the  transfer  in  the  future, 
hon.  Members  would  agree  with  him 
that  the  transfer  ought  to  be  done  by 
means  of  a  Bill  which  would  deal  with 
the  entire  re-arrangement  which  would 
have  to  take  place  if  the  transfer  were 
to  be  made. 

Mr.  H.  GABDNEE  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  said,  he  had  understood  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Local  Gt)vernment 
Board  (Mr.  Long),  that  it  was  extremely 
probable  that  it  would  be  left  to  the 
County  Councils  to  determine  whether 
the  powers  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
should  be  altered  or  reformed  under 
the  new  conditions  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill. 

The  SECRETARY  to  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Loira) 
(Wilts,  Devizes)  said,  he  never  made  any 
statement  of  the  kind. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  CHAruK,  the 
following  Amendments  made : — In  page 
C,  line  11,  after  **  suit,"  insert  "excep- 
tions and  modifications  as  appeared  to 
be  expedient  and  also  such ; ''  and  in 
line  15,  after  '<  thereof,"  insert  <' shall 
be." 
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tlemaa  would   not  press    his  Amend- 
ment. 

Me.  BAUMANN  (Oamberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  trusted  the  right  hon.  Oentlemiui 
would  consider  whether  he  could  not 
insert  some  words,  either  now  or  on. 
Report,  which  would  give  the  Oounty 
Oouncil  of  London  an  opportunity  of 
saying  whether  it  would  or  would  not 
take  over  powers  which  it  might  be 
sought  to  transfer  by  Frovisional  Order. 
He  thought  it  was  not  at  all  unUkely 
that  an  attempt  might  be  made  to  over- 
load the  new  County  Oounoil  of  London 
with  powers  and  duties  which  it  would 
have  no  desire  to  take,  and  which,  con- 
Bidering  its  numbers,  it  might  have  no 
power  to  discharge.  He  thought  that 
it  was  only  reasonable  that  this  Body 
should  be  asked  whether  it  was  pre- 
pared to  take  over  powers  oontemplated 
to  be  transferred  to  it. 

Mb.  FISTH  said,  that  this  was  not  a 
case  of  Proviflional  Order,  but  of  Order 
in  Council. 

Mb.  EITOHIE  said,  that  was  so;  and 
that  was  really  the  answer  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Baumann). 

Ma.  FIRTH  said,  he  should  be  willing 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Mb.  FELLOWES  (Huntingdonshire, 
Ramsey)  said,  he  now  begged  to  move 
the  Amendment,  No.  17*,  standing  in  his 
name— namely,  to  leave  out,  in  line  15, 
from  "approved,"  to  "shall,"  in  line  18, 
in  order  to  insert — 

"  If  it  rsIatoB  to  the  poiters,  datiu,  or  liabili- 
ties of  a  Secretary  of  S  tato,  or  the  Board  of  Trado, 
or  any  other  Qovernineat  department,  bjr  inch 
Secretary  of  State,  Board,  or  department,  or 
HpprOTed,  if  it  affeoti  the  powen,  daties,  or 
liabilitiea  of  any  commimioneri,  conBemtort, 
or  body,  corporate  or  unincorporate,  by  such 
commiuionert,  coniervators,  or  body," 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  very 
simple ;  it  was  only  more  clearly  to  de- 
fine the  powers  of  the  Commissioners. 
At  the  present  time  something  like 
300,000  acres  of  fen  land  in  Lincoln, 
Norfolk,  Cambridgeshire,  and  the  Isle  of 
Ely  were  under  Drainage  Boards,  and  it 
was  considered  that  it  would  bo  very 
disastrous  if  the  powers  now  exercised 
by  those  Drainage  Boards  should  be 
handed  over  to  those  who  were  inex- 
perienced in  and  knew  nothing  about 
fen  land  drainage.  He  therefore  hoped 
the  Committee  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 


Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  amd,  that  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name 
was  to  leave  out  the  words — 

p  "  By  the  Secretary  of  State  or  Department 
concerood,  or  approved  by  the  Commiuioaera 
ConserFatora.orbody  corporateor  oninoorporatt 
whose  powers,  duties  and  liabilities  are  affpcted 
thereby. 

He  wished  to  aek  the  Government  whe- 
ther it  was  really  necessary  to  include 
these  words  F  Their  object  appeared  to 
him  to  be  that  if  any  power  was  ti  ' 
diverted  from  a  Department  to  the 
County  Councils,  the  approval  of  the 
Department  must  be  liad  beforehand. 
He  imagined  that  the  Government  of 
the  day  would  bring  forward  a  Fro- 
visiotial  Order,  whether  they  had  the 
consent  of  the  permanent  officials  or  not. 
If  that  was  the  case,  he  thought  it  would 
be  better  to  leave  these  words  out  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  it  was  not  a 
question  of  the  permanent  officials  stall. 
The  Local  Government  Board  would  be 
under  the  Bill  charged  with  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  Provisional  Orders,  and 
clearly  it  was  essential  that  the  words 
should  be  inserted  to  show  that  before 
the  Local  Government  Board  acted  in 
that  way,  the  draft  orders  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Departments  concerned 
for  their  approval. 

Mk.  FIRTH  (Dundee)  said,  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  now  to  pro- 

Sjse  provided  that  before  the  Order  in 
Duncil  was  made,  the  draft  thereof 
ahonld  be  approved  by  the  County 
Oounoil  to  whom  the  power  was  to  be 
transferred. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  lino  15,  after  "approTod,"  insert 
"  by  the  County  CouncQ  to  which  the  transfer 
ii  proposed  to  M  made,  Ac." — (.Ifr.  Firlh.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mk.  RITCHIE  said,  he  was  sure  the 
Committee  would  see  at  once  the  enor- 
mous amount  of  inconvenienoo  which 
might  possibly  follow  the  acceptance  of 
such  an  Amendment  as  that.  For  in- 
stance, it  might  be  desirable  that  certain 
mwers  should  be  transferred  to  a  County 
Oouncil,  and  it  would  be  excessively  in- 
convenient if  the  County  Oounoil  said, 
"We  do  not  want  these  powers."  It 
waaquite  olear  that  they  must  deal  with 
this  question  as  a  whole,  and,  under  the 
oirououtanoes,  he  trusted  the  hon.  Qen- 
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B:-u-ii  :i  'jim-i.t-t  **r*  fts:-rz  li* 
c?st  inip^ru^:  c-iit*  -rii-.L  Ci'ar.tj 
Ciiaaeil*  ci^hi  t;  Lit?  ;:■  '.irfii^. 
beis^  ■«  ^h*T  *rr»  m  i=.if=*:«lT  ton- 

of  the  connirr,  Ii  ■■•»  j-?t^k'Jt  well 
known  ihai  B^jivd!  :i  yiiuiimz*  did  o« 
give  Mtifiaotion  :o  tie  i-e->p>.  The 
ilualiGcalion  for  meatenhip  was  a  hiih 
one;  there  were  r,-  .  ■=-i;  E.isb^.-s.  and 
if  the  Gorernmen:  were  reaLiv  s:cc*rein 
their  conxiani  |in>ftsr:.>a  vt  -j-ajiiny  :he 
people,  thej  wouM  have  no  difficaJiT 
whatever  in  handing  over  t>  the  County 
Councils  tlio  duties  at  pre^nt  inade- 
<iuutelj-  performt'J  bj  Boards  of  Guar- 
dian a. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  ihoujtht  be  should  bs 
ilblo,  in  a  very  few  woMs,  to  show  bow 
im{)oB«ibIe  it  would  be  to  transfer  the 
I)ower  of  Boarda  of  Guardians  to  County 
(Wneils,  Guardians  were  Guardian's 
for  Unions,  while  County  CoiiuciU  would 
bo  conipoBtid  of  the  representatives  of 
MOvorul  Uniuns,  ami  without  on  entire 
ro-arrangomQut  of  the  wbole  ayatem  it 
would  bo  quite  impossible  to  transfer 
1 10  power  of  Moards  of  Ouardi.ina  to 
County  Councils.  ^Vliat  tho  lion.  Gen- 
tioiuan  (Mr.  Conyboaro)  aungeated could 
only  bo  done  by  a  complete  acheme  and 
not  by  any  luothod  of  transfer 

Mr.  F  8.  8TKVEN80N  (Suffolk, 
J-^yo)  said,  that  if  tho  contootion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  correct,  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon 
the  Member  for  tfie  Sleaft 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  wae  really  unni 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the 


made  <rf  iilrr'—  ctf  BoH^trfGaaidiBi 
33£3aMd  <■  Ab  a 

lieBa. 

ennfled  Atf  tt  M  brtara  fa] 

-;i  I*  powblB  10  do  i^y  with  Bo«d«rf 

inar^MM,   smpt  hf  m  ^mwl  m 

Vwvaglit  ia  tke  Eama,  «u  ona  «a 

joebi  to  bf  ilMBBOMly  iwihii!. 

Sb.  SUCHIB  mU.  flutOfl  Amad- 
s-sl  only  pranatel  Oe  tiutte  « 
;hwe  pown*  ^  »  rtmmaual  Orto- 
ihe  niufer  of  As  povon  of  a  Bodj 
<-:)sip»eJ  of  lepRMBtatiTW  of  <m6  imiU 
ATM  to  a  Bidj  cutnpo— d  of  tii»  iep«- 
sonuiiTes  of  ft  Toy  modi  iargtr  ■«•  by 
•  Proririotial  Orfw.  He  Aooglit  «at 
whaterer  loigfat  ba  thfloinoion  aatotu 
expediency  of  tlw  tmufer  in  tha  fntm 
hon.  Uembera  would  igreo  with  im 
that  the  truafer  ought  to  be  done  hj 
means  of  a  Bill  which  would  deal  •»» 
the  entire  re-anrnngement  which  woold 
bare  to  Uke  place  if  tho  tmufa  wen 
to  be  made.  _ 

Me.  H.  0.\BDNEB  (Ewax,  Saftw 
Walden)  said,  hfl  bod  nndcnfawd  fin 
the  Secretary  to  the  Local  QoTOTnnwut 
Board  (Mr.  Long),  thatitwaaeitronwiy 
probable  that  it  would  b«  left  to  thi 
County  Councils  to  determine  whether 
tba  powers  of  the  Boards  of  Gnardi"* 
should  be  altered  or  reformed  nad« 
the  new  conditions  of  the  Local  flo- 
rernment  Bill. 

The  secretary  to  tsx  WOAlt 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Lmb) 
( WilU,  Devizes)  said,  he  nerer  made  nj 
etatomout  of  the  kind. 


Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

On  tho  Motion  of  Mr.  Chaixi»,I| 
following  Amendments  n 
1 1 ,  after  "  suit,^ 
tions  and  moditicutiitfBB  ftppeiLr      .._ 

al# 
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Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS    said,    that    tlie  tleman  would    not  press    his  Amend- 

Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name  ment. 

was  to  leave  out  the  words—  Mr.  BAUMANN  (Oamberwell,  Peck- 

j?^  "  By  the  Secretary  of  State  or  Department  ^am)  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

concerned,  or  approved  by  the  Commissioners,  would  consider   whether  he   could  not 

Conservators^orbody  corporate  or  unincorporate,  insert  some   words,   either  now  or  on 

whose  powers,  duties  and  liabUities  are  affected  Report,  which  would  give  the  County 

^^  ^*  Council  of  London  an  opportunity  of 
He  wished  to  ask  the  Government  whe-  saying  whether  it  would  or  would  not 
ther  it  was  really  necessary  to  include  take  over  powers  which  it  might  be 
these  words  ?  Their  object  appeared  to  sought  to  transfer  by  Provisional  Order, 
him  to  be  that  if  any  power  was  to  be  He  thought  it  was  not  at  all  unlikely 
diverted  from  a  Department  to  the  that  an  attempt  might  be  made  to  over- 
County  Councils,  the  approval  of  the  load  the  new  County  Council  of  London 
Department  must  be  liad  beforehand,  with  powers  and  duties  which  it  would 
He  imagined  that  the  Government  of  have  no  desire  to  take,  and  which,  con- 
the  day  would  bring  forward  a  Pro-  sidering  its  numbers,  it  might  have  no 
visional  Order,  whether  they  had  the  power  to  discharge.  Ho  thought  that 
consent  of  the  permanent  officials  or  not.  it  was  only  reasonable  that  this  Body 
If  that  was  the  case,  he  thought  it  would  should  be  asked  whether  it  was  pro- 
be better  to  leave  these  words  out  of  the  pared  to  take  over  powers  contemplated 
Bill.  to  be  transferred  to  it. 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,   it  was  not  a  Mr.  FIRTH  said,  that  this  was  not  a 

question  of  the  permanent  officials  at  all.  case  of  Provisional  Order,  but  of  Order 

The  Local  Government  Board  would  be  in  Council. 

under  the  Bill  charged  with  the  prepara-  Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  that  was  so;  and 

tion    of   the  Provisional    Orders,   and  that  was  really  the  answer  to  his  hon. 

clearly  it  was  essential  that  the  words  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Baumann). 

should  be  inserted  to  show  that  before  M  r.  FIRTH  said,  he  should  be  willing 

the  Local  Government  Board  acted  in  to  withdraw  the  Amendment, 

that  way,   the  draft  orders  should  be  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

for^^Sl  to  Uie^Departments  concerned  ^^  FELLO WES  (Huntingdonshire, 

W FIRTH  '(Dundee)    said,    the  Ramsey)  said,  he  now  begg^  to  move 

Amendment  which  he  had  now  ti  pro-  1^"  ^T^W  '^^         mTfn°C  k' 

•.^««  ««^  'jjAUj-vr       i.1.    r\  ji     •  name — namely,  to  leave  out,  m  line  15, 

should   be    approved    by    the   County  ^^  order  to  msert- 

Oouncil  to  whom  the  power  was  to  be  ^/' I^t  relates  to  the  poweij^  duties,  or  Uabili- 

transferred  ties  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  or  the  Board  of  Trade, 

iranaierrea.  ^^  ^^^  other  Goyemment  department,  by  such 

Amendment  proposed,  Secretary  of  State,  Board,  or  department,  or 

T             ^  y-      t'      tA.      ,1              it..        A  approved,  if  it  affects  the  powers,  duties,  or 

.c  v"^.^?.^'  H''^1'''  *^w     *?P'^I?*»1  "^^^  UabUitios  of  any  commissioners,  conservators, 

;'bythoOountyCouncil  to  which  the  transfer  q^  i^y^  corporate  or  unincorporate.  by  such 

18  proposed  to  be  made,  &c.  — (.Vr.  Ftrth,)  commissioners,  conservators,  or  body/* 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  very 

be  there  inserted.  ^in^pl^  .  j^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^l^^^l^  ^  ^^^ 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  was  sure  the  fine  the  powers  of  the  Commissioners. 

Committee  would  see  at  once  the  enor-  At  the   present  time    something    like 

mous  amount  of  inconvenience  which  300,000  acres  of  fen  land  in  Lincoln 

znight  possibly  follow  the  acceptance  of  Norfolk,  Cambridgeshire,  and  the  Isle  of 

sach  an  Amendment  as  that.     For  in-  Ely  were  under  Drainage  Boards  and  it 

itaace,  it  might  be  desirable  that  certain  was  considered  that  it  would  be  very 

iMVen  should  be  transferred  to  a  County  disastrous  if  the  powers  now  exercised 

and  it  would  be  excessively  in-  by  those  Drainage  Boards  sliould  bo 

~'  if  the  County  Council  said,  handed  over  to  those  who   were  inex- 

M>t  want  these  powers."     It  perienced  in  and  knew  nothing  about 

ar  that  they  must  deal  with  fen  land  drainage.    He  therefore  hoped 

a0  a  whole,  and,  under  the  the  Committee  would  accent  tl.^  lZ^I^a 

he  trusted  the  hon.  Gen-  ment.                                *"•  "^®  Amena- 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  15'^  leave  out  from  <'  approved  '* 
to  ''  shall/'  in  line  18,  and  insert  "if  it  relates 
to  the  powers,  duties,  or  liabilities  of  a  Secretary 
of  IState,  or  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  any  other 
Government  department,  by  such  Secretary"  of 
State,  Board,  or  department,  or  approved,  if  it 
affects  the  powers,  duties,  or  liabilities  of  any 
commissioners,  conservators,  or,  body, corporate 
or  unincorporate,  by  such  commissioners,  con* 
servators,  or  body.'*— (if r.  Fellowe^,) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  in  framing  the 
Bill  it  had  been  intended  that  words 
should  be  inserted  to  carry  out  exactly 
the  intentions  of  the  hon.  Member.  He 
was  bound  to  acknowledge,  however, 
that  the  point  was  much  more  clearly 
put  by  the  words  proposed.  The  words 
of  the  Amendment  were  very  explicit, 
and  therefore  he  should  be  happy  to 
accept  them. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  he  should  like  to  ask  whether 
the  word ''  commissioners"  did  not  leave 
the  clause  too  wide  ? 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  did  not  think 
60,  as  the  clause  already  contained  the 
word,  and  the  Amendment  simply  re- 
ferred in  that  respect  to  what  was 
already  adopted. 

Mb.  BRUNNER  said,  he  would  ask. 
would  not  this  word  be  held  to  include 
Improvement  Commissioners  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  No,  the  Amendment 
simply  follows  the  clause  which  refers 
to  Commissioners  of  Sewers. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  now  moved 
to  omit  the  words — 

"  Shall  be  laid  before  each  House  of  Parlia- 
ment for  not  less  than  thirty  days  on  which  such 
House  is  sitting,  and  if  the  House  before  the 
expiration  of  such  thirty  days  presents  an 
address  to  Her  Majesty  against  the  draft  or 
any  part  thereof,  no  further  proceeding  shall  be 
taken  thereon,  without  prejudice  to  the  making 
of  any  new  draft  order,  but  otherwise  the  draft 
or  such  part  as  is  not  the  subject  of  any  such 
address  shall  be  deemed  to  be  approved  by 
Parliament.*' 

His  object  was,  afterwards,  to  insert  the 
words — 

'^  And  every  such  Provisional  Order  shall  be 
of  no  effect  until  it  is  confirmed  by  Parlia- 
ment.*' 

Ifn  Fflhwee 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  1 8,  leave  out  from  '*  thereby,'^ 
to  ena  of  line  25,  and  insert  *'  and  every  such 
Provisional  Order  shall  be  of  no  effect  until  it 
is  confirmed  by  Parliament."— (ifr.  Chaplin^ 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  this  Amend< 
ment  the  Government,  of  course,  accep- 
ted, as  it  had  been  the  understanding 
throughout  that  the  Provisional  Orders 
they  were  speaking  of  were  Provisional 
Orders  which  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament. 

Mb.  CONTBEARE  asked  whether  any 
Provisional  Order  ever  came  into  effe<^ 
without  being  laid  before  Parliament  P 

Mb.  RITCHIE:  Yes;  some  of  our 
Provisional  Orders  have  come  into  effect 
without  being  laid  before  Parliament. 

Mb.  CONTBEARE :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  simply  by  re- 
maining on  the  Paper  without  notice 
being  taken  of  them  r 

Mb.  RITCHIE:  There  are  Board 
of  Trade  Provisional  Orders,  I  know, 
which  come  into  force  without  being  anb- 
mitted  to  Parliament  at  all. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  **  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  said,  he 
rose  to  move  Amendment  No.  24,  after 
line  25,  to  insert — 

"  Provided  f  urtber  that  nothing  in  this  sta- 
tion, nor  in  any  order  made  under  this  Bection, 
shall  extend  to  transfer  to  a  county  comicily 
or  to  render  exercisable  by  a  counly  oonncfly 
any  power,  duty,  or  liability  within  or  wiUi 
respect  to  any  borough  not  by  this  Act  o<m- 
stitttted  a  county  of  itself." 

He  trusted  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Gh)vemment 
Board  would  see  the  propriety  of  accept- 
ing this  Amendment.  Thej  had  now 
arrived  at  a  fair  understanding  of  fhe 
constitution  of  the  County  Council,  and 
the  position  in  which  it  would  be  placed 
by  the  Amendments  which  had  been 
adopted  by  the  Committee.  It  would 
be  remembered,  with  regard  to  the 
powers  which  were  to  be  transferred 
from  the  different  Government  Offices  to 
the  new  Cotmty  Authorities,  that  thej 
had  learned  from  the  right  hon.  Qentle« 
man  himself  that  the  provision  wo«ld 
not  apply  in  the  case  of  any  measures 
promoted  by  the  Authorities  themselvee* 
The    provision  for   transferring  tiieee 
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powers  would  nofc  apply  in  the  case  of 
any  of  tbe  scheduled  boroughs ;  there- 
fore it  was  clear  that,  muoh^as  they  had 
desired  decentralization  and  devolution, 
the  Home  Office,  Board  of  Trade,  and 
Local  Goyernment  Board  would  be  under 
the  necessity  of  continuing  the  staff  of 
competent  men  they  had  hitherto  em- 
ployed, in  order  to  deal  with  those  mat- 
ters which  would  be  referred  to  them 
under  the  same  conditions  as  heretofore, 
and  all  this  Amendment  asked  was,  that 
corporate  boroughs  which  were  of  less 
population  than  those  exempted,  that  was, 
under  the  50,000  population  limit,  would 
be  left  as  heretofore,  rather  to  the  Go- 
yernment Authorities  than  to  the  newly 
constituted  County  Councils.  He  trusted 
it  would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee  at  any 
length  in  arguing  considerations  which 
must  be  obyious  to  all  hon.  Members 
present.  He  was  glad  to  see  in  his 
place  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  Blackpool  Division  of  Lancashire 
(Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley),  whose  yery 
weighty  illustrations  in  support  of  this 
Amendment  had,  unfortunately,  been 
heard  by  such  a  small  number  of 
Members.  There  must,  howeyer,  have 
been  many  Members  in  the  House  who 
had  been  urged  by  their  constituents 
to  support  this  Amendment,  and  he, 
therefore,  ventured  to  submit  it  to  the 
Committee. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  after  line  26,  insert — "  Provided 
farther  that  nothing  in  this  section,  nor  in  any 
order  made  under  this  section,  shall  extend  to 
transfer  to  a  county  council,  or  to  render  exer- 
cisable by  a  county  council,  any  power,  duty, 
or  liability  within  or  with  respect  to  any  borough 
not  by  this  Act  constituted  a  countv  of  itself." 
^(Mr.  WbodalL) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  he  could  under- 
stand the  hon.  Gentleman  placing  this 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  and  desiring 
to  haye  it  inserted  as  the  clause  was 
originally  drawn,  because,  when  the 
dause  stood  in  its  original  form,  certain 
powers  were  at  once  transferred  to  the 
County  Councils,  many  of  those  powers 
being  powers  connected  with  the  issue 
of  Froyisional  Orders,  and  many  of  them 
dealing  with  matters  affecting  the  ar- 
rangements of  the  Imperial  Goyem- 
jnent  with  the  horooghs.  But  it  must 
be  pointed  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 


that  the  face  of  things  had  yery  materi* 
ally  altered  by  the  changes  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  clause. 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  those  changes 
had  strengthened  his  point. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  could  be  the  case,  because,  as  the 
clause  now  stood,  no  transfer  could  be 
made  except  by  means  of  a  Froyisional 
Order.  It  would  be  a  matter  for  con- 
sideration,  when  a  Provisional  Order  was 
made,  whether  it  did  or  did  not  unduly 
and  in  an  objectionable  manner  inter- 
fere with  a  borough.  He  thought  it 
would  be  highly  inexpedient  to  add  a 
provision  of  this  kind  to  a  clause  which 
would  entirely  prevent  in  future  any 
power  beine  given  to  a  County  Council 
which  must  oe  exercisable  with  reference 
to  every  borough  within  the  county. 
He  honestly  believed  that  when  this 
Bill  came  into  operation  boroughs 
which  were  contained  within  the  coun- 
ties would  see,  in  reference  to  the  po- 
sition they  would  occupy  on  the  County 
Councils,  that  in  many  matters  for  which 
they  had  now  to  come  to  the  Goyern- 
ment Departments,  it  would  be  more 
convenient  and  more  desirable  for  them 
to  go  to  the  great  Administrative  Insti- 
tution  it  was  proposed  to  set  up  in  every 
county.  If  this  Amendment  were  ac- 
cepted, it  would  prevent  these  powers 
being  exercisable,  and  they  would,  for 
a  time,  until  a  fresh  Act  was  passed, 
impose  the  duty  on  a  borough  of  coming 
to  the  Central  Department  rather  than 
going  to  the  local  Bepresentative  Institu- 
tion on  which  they  themselyes  were  fully 
and  adequately  represented.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that,  looking  at  the  fact  that 
there  was  a  desire  to  carry  out,  as  far  as 
possible,  a  system  of  decentralization, 
and  place  in  the  hands  of  the  Local  Body 
those  powers  which  had  hitherto  been 
discharged  by  the  Central  Authority, 
when  the  transfer  was  made  from  the 
Central  Department,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  see  that  the  Goyernment 
did  not  desire  to  infringe  on  the  privi- 
leges of  anyone  in  the  county,  but  rather 
to  increase  them.  All  boroughs,  by 
means  of  Provisional  Orders,  would  be 
able  to  express  their  opinion  upon  any 
matter  they  thought  desirable. 

Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
(Lancashire,  N.,  Blackpool)  said,  he  had 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would    have  viewed  this 
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Amendment  with  more  favour.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  forgot  that  the 
County  Councils,  as  now  constituted, 
would  be  very  different  Bodies  to  those 
foreshadowed  in  the  Bill,  and,  he  might 
say,  as  some  of  them  would  have  pre- 
ferred to  see  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  forget  that  there  were  very 
few  counties  in  England  in  which  the 
County  Councils  would  represent  any 
boroughs  at  all.  Take  the  large  county 
of  Lancaster.  He  could  very  well  con- 
ceive that,  if  all  the  great  boroughs  in 
that  county  had  found  representation  on 
a  large  Council  formed  for  the  represen- 
tation of  the  County  Palatine,  it  would 
have  been  possible  to  give  them  very 
many  of  the  powers  they  had  been  dis- 
cussing, and  ne  presumed  that  no  such 
Amendment  as  that  now  proposed  would 
have  been  necessary.  But  what  was  the 
position  they  found  themselves  in  now  ? 
There  were  many  boroughs  in  Lanca- 
shire, part  of  which  county  he  repre- 
sented, which  would  not  be  treated  as 
separate  counties,  and  he  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  these 
places  had  no  desire  to  go  to  the  new 
County  Authority,  as  it  would  be  con- 
stituted under  this  Bill,  to  get  its  sanc- 
tion for  Provisional  Orders,  or  any  other 
powers  which  might  have  to  be  given. 
These  boroughs  had  already  represented 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  they 
would  rather  eo  to  a  Government  De- 
partment. He  had  two  or  three  boroughs 
in  his  mind  in  the  county  of  Lancashire 
— health  resorts,  say.  With  what  con- 
fidence could  one  of  these  go  to  a  County 
Council  such  as  they  would  be  likely  to 
have  in  Lancashire,  where  rival  in- 
terests would,  in  all  probability,  be  very 
largely  concerned  ?  Would  they  be  able 
to  go  with  the  same  confidence  to  such  a 
Council  as  they  would  be  able  to  go  to  a 
Central  Department  in  London?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  said  that  a 
Provisional  Order  would  meet  the  whole 
case,  and  that  boroughs  which  did  not 
desire  to  come  under  the  control  of  the 
Coimty  Council  were  to  have  the  advan- 
tage of  obtaining  such  Orders.  He  (Sir 
Matthew  White  Bidley)  could  quite  un- 
derstand that  there  was  something  in 
that  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but  his  contention  was,  that  the  muni- 
cipal boroughs  were  not  adequately  re- 
presented on  the  County  Councils.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley 


the  Local  Government  Board  said  they 
were  adequately  represented,  but  that 
position  he  (Sir  Matthew  White  Bidley) 
disputed.  Why  should  those  municipal 
boroughs  be  put  in  the  position  of  having 
to  oppose  Provisional  Orders  promoted 
by  the  County  Councils?  Tliey  now 
asked  that  they  might  have  a  separate 
existence  in  the  county,  which  was  per- 
fectly well  understood ;  that  all  boroughs, 
whatever  their  population,  should,  with 
reference  to  these  Orders,  be  excluded 
from  the  action  of  the  County  Council. 
Surely  the  case  needed  only  to  be  stated 
to  find  some  support,  and  he  sincerely 
trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
take  a  favourable  view  of  the  matter. 

Sib  WILLLAlM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  agreed  rather  with  the  Government 
than  with  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had 
just  spoken,  or  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  moved  the  Amendment.  He  would 
ask  the  question  once  more,  were 
they  or  were  they  not  engaged  in 
decentralization?  If  they  were,  what 
was  the  object  of  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member  that  they  ought 
to  have  centralization  with  regard  to 
boroughs.  P'No,  no!"]  Yes;  that 
really  was  his  argument,  because  all 
these  authorities  were  to  be  reserved  to 
the  Government  Departments.  Now, 
he  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  wished  to  get 
this  authority  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Government  Department  as  far  as  pos- 
sible. He  had  been  a  party  to  getting 
the  great  boroughs  out  of  the  Bill, 
although,  no  doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Gk>* 
vemment  Board,  in  the  interests  of  his 
measure,  would  rather  have  kept  them 
in.  He  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  fully 
admitted  that,  if  the  great  boroughs  had 
been  kept  in  the  Bill,  it  would  hftTe 
strengthened  the  right  hon.  Gentleman'^ 
County  Councils ;  but  then  there  were 
rival  interests  in  connection  with  the 
great  boroughs,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
respect.  But  if  they  were  going  to  lay 
it  down  that  all  the  small  boroughs  werd 
also  to  be  absolutely  and  entirely  outsidd 
the  purview  of  the  County  Councils  as 
regarded  these  powers,  practically  speak- 
ing they  would  reduce  their  Counlrf 
Councils  to  a  condition  of  oomparatiTd 
insignificance.  Therefore,  it  was  clearlj^ 
in  the  interest  of  the  Bill,  as  he 
was  constantly  contending,  not  to  weaken 
the  County  Gouncilst    He  observed  tbaft 
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the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Matthew  White 
■Bidley)  had  used  these  words — ''Could 
these  rival  towns  have  confidence  in  the 
County  Councils  ?  "  Why,  that  surely 
was  a  spirit  of  want  of  confidence  which 
would  weaken  these  Bodies  very  much. 
If  they  held  the  Councils  up  as  Bodies 
to  which  towns  in  Lancashire  could  not 
safely  trust  their  interests,  they  were 
disparaging  the  County  Councils,  not 
intentionally,  perhaps,  but  they  were 
expressing  with  regard  to  them  a  want 
of  confidence  that  would  very  much 
diminish  their  authority.  He  objected 
very  much  to  the  exercise  of  many  of 
these  powers  possessed  by  the  Central 
Department.  When  he  was  responsible 
for  the  administration  of  the  Home 
Office,  he  observed  that  Inspectors  of 
Constabulary,  for  instance,  were  con- 
stantly going  to  towns  and  telling  the 
Local  Authorities  that  they  ought  to 
liave  more  police  than  the  Local  Autho- 
rities thought  they  wanted.  He  abso- 
lutely prohibited  any  interference  on  the 
part  of  the  Home  Office  with  the  Muni- 
cipalities or  the  Local  Councils  in  these 
matters.  If  these  Councils  knew  any- 
thing at  all,  they  knew  much  better  than 
any  Central  Authority  all  about  such 
matters  as  local  police.  The  Inspectors 
of  Constabulary,  to  his  mind,  were  abso- 
lutely useless  for  the  purposes  for  which 
they  at  present  existea ;  and  he  referred 
to  them  as  an  illustration  of  what  he 
considered  a  bad  form  of  centralization. 
He  should  be  very  sorry  to  exclude  from 
the  Bill  the  power  and  means  of  getting 
rid  of  more  of  this  Central  Department 
authority.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  they  did  not  commit  them- 
selves finally  on  the  subject  of  what 
powers  were  to  be  given  or  not  given, 
out,  by  keepiuff  these  words  out  of  the 
Bill,  tiiey  would  be  keeping  open  to 
themselves  the  means  of  transferring 
such  of  the  powers  as  might  be  thought 
desirable. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  concurred 
with  the  views  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down. 
In  his  opinion,  the  County  Councils 
would  be  in  an  extremely  anomalous 
position  if  the  Amendment  were  ac- 
cepted. All  these  boroughs  would  be 
represented  on  the  County  Councils — 
and  he  did  not  know  whether  he  had 
misunderstood  the  hon.  Baronet  in 
saying  that  they  might  not  all  be  repre- 

eeutea. 


SiK  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
said,  that  rival  towns  would  be  repre- 
sented on  the  same  Council,  and  it  would 
not  be  a  pleasant  thing  for  a  health  re- 
sort, for  instance,  to  apply  to  such  Council 
for  a  Provisional  Order,  it  might  be, 
against  the  desire  of  other  towns. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  with  all 
respect  to  the  hon.  Baronet  he  had 
more  confidence  in  what  the  position 
of  these  County  Councils  would  be  than 
to  imagine  that  there  would  be  such 
rivalries  and  jealousies  between  one 
town  and  another,  which  would  prevent 
a  town  getting  what  it  desired.  It 
would  be  a  matter  for  consideration, 
when  a  Provisional  Order  was  brought 
in,  what  way  the  borough  should  be 
dealt  with.  Though  he  thought 
there  was  a  g^eat  deal  to  be  said  for 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Hanley  (Mr.  Woodall),  in 
regard  to  the  transference  of  many  of 
the  powers  which  were  of  a  debatable 
character — questions  involving  Provi- 
sional Orders — yet  he  thought  that  the 
concession  the  Government  had  made 
as  to  Provisional  Orders  really  removed 
the  main  gpround  for  this  Amendment. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  this  matter  fur-r 
ther  consideration.  The  small  boroughs, 
one  of  which  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present, were  strongly  opposed  to  these 
rights  being  taken  away  from  thenu 
They  were  prepared  to  manage  their 
own  affairs  through  the  Central  De- 
partment, and  they  asked  that  they 
should  not  be  disturbed.  As  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Blackpool 
Division  of  Lancashire  (Sir  Matthew 
White  Ridley)  had  said,  they  would  be 
represented  upon  the  County  Councils, 
but  they  would  have  only  one  member, 
perhaps,  on  a  Body  consisting  of  70  or 
80,  and  their  voice  would  be  almost  un- 
heard amongst  such  a  large  number. 
The  whole  sense  of  the  Bill,  as  pro- 
claimed by  the  Government,  was  that 
vested  interests  would  not  be  disturbed 
— that  nothing  would  be  taken  away 
from  any  vested  interest,  so  far  as  any 
local  affairs  were  concerned. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  said,  he  also  desired  to 
support  the  Amendment.  He  was  cer« 
tain  that  the  municipal  boroughs  of 
the  country  were  most  anxious  to  be 
exempted  from  the   authority    of   the 
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County  Council,  and  not  to  be  interfered 
with  by  it.  The  old  Municipalities,  al- 
xnoflt  one  and  all  of  them,  begged  to  be 
exempted.  He,  therefore,  agreed  very 
much  with  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Blackpool,  and 
he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  was  in  charge  of  the  Bill  would 
look  favourably  upon  the  proposal. 

Mr.  BRUNNEE  said,  he  regretted 
he  could  not  support  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  though  it  was  impos- 
sible for  him  to  follow  the  arguments  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of 
the  Bill.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
County  Councils,  as  constituted  by  the 
Bill,  would  be  somewhat  less  worthy  of 
respect  than  they  would  have  been  if 
all  the  boroughs  of  50,000  and  upwards 
had  been  represented  upon  them ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  sad  thing  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  keep  up  two  AuthoritieB  to 
which  appeal  could  be  made  on  mat- 
ters such  as  were  dealt  with  in  the 
Schedules.  Although  he  had  always 
had  a  very  great  respect  for  the  action 
of  the  officials  under  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  he  thought  it  would  be 
well  that  the  County  Council  should  be 
the  Authority  of  the  future,  not  only  be- 
cause he  had  every  confidence  they 
would  do  their  work  well,  but  also  on 
account  of  the  educating  influence  which 
would  thus  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
them.  He  wished  to  point  out,  that  if  the 
proposal  for  selective  Councillors  were 
dropped  the  County  Council  would  be 
more  respected  by  the  boroughs  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  spoken  of  than  they  would 
be  in  the  future.  This  question  of  selec- 
tive Councillors,  however,  had  been 
thrashed  out,  and  he  did  not  wish  to 
say  more  about  it.  He  had  endeavoured, 
in  the  consideration  of  this  Bill,  to  put 
aside  all  Party  matters,  and  he  desired 
that  these  County  Councils  should  be  as 
greatly  respected  and  as  dignified  as 
they  could  possibly  be  made,  and  he 
believed  that  if,  by-and>bye,  those  se- 
lected Councillors  no  longer  existed,  the 
County  Councils  would  be  more  re- 
spected. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  in  his  desire  for  decentralization, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  he  agreed  with 
those  who  supported  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  thought  that  another  alternative 


might  be  suggested  which  did  not  appear 
to  have  been  brought  before  the  Oom- 
mittee.  It  appeared  to  him  that  wbat 
they  wanted  to  do  was  to  carry  out 
decentralization  as  far  as  possible,  bat, 
at  the  same  time,  to  safeguard  the  indi- 
vidual urban  life  of  the  different  muni- 
cipalities, on  behalf  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hanley  (Mr.  Woodall)  and 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Blackpool  Division  (Sir  Matthew  White 
Ridley)  had  spoken.  He  would  ask  if 
these  two  conflicting  views  could  not 
be  brought  together  by  providing  that, 
when  a  measure  of  decentralisation 
should  have  taken  place,  authorities 
which  differed  very  much  in  themselTes 
should  be  transferred,  some  to  one 
party  and  some  to  another  ?  When  the 
measure  for  decentralization  was  adopted 
and  a  Provisional  Order  Bill  was  brought 
forward,  some  of  these  powers  might 
be  transferred  to  the  District  Oounoil. 
These  District  Councils  would,  he  under- 
stood, in  many  cases  be  the  municipali- 
ties which  they  were  speaking  of.  He 
felt  very  strongly  that  the  County 
Councils  should  have  ample  powers  ana 
should  be  made  as  dignified  as  possible, 
so  as  to  command  the  confidence  of  the 
people  generally ;  but  at  the  same  time 
they  did  not  want  altogether  to  stifle  the 
individual  municipal  life  of  the  old 
established  boroughs  which  were  now 
in  question.  He  would,  therefore,  ven* 
ture  to  suggest  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  not  consider 
the  possibility  of  making  some  arranffe- 
ment  in  the  direction  proposed.  He  did 
not  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
shoula  accept  the  Amendment  as  it  stood 
upon  the  Paper,  but  he  would  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  frame  some  suggestion,  at  a  later 
stage,  to  provide  that  when  such  trans- 
fers of  powers  took  place  as  was  pro- 
posed, some  of  the  powers  should  bo 
transferred  to  the  District  Authorities 
instead  of  the  whole  of  them  being 
transferred  to  the  County  Councils.  K 
struck  him  that  this  proposal  might 
meet  with  the  approval  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hanley,  and  at  the  same 
time  bring  into  harmony  the  conflicting 
views  of  hon.  Members. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  said,  he  wished  to  add  a 
few  words  in  favour  of  the  Amend* 
ment  moved  by  the  hon.  Member  ftav 
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Hanley.  He  believed  that  if  the  Bill 
was  carried  without  the  Amendment  it 
would  do  harm  to  the  municipal  life  of 
the  small  boroughs.  Many  of  these 
boroughs  were  very  ancient,  and  they 
would  be  placed  in  a  secondary  position 
— as  compared  with  the  position  they 
had  held  in  the  past — under  the  Bill  as 
it  at  present  stood,  and  he  did  not  think 
that  would  be  good  for  their  municipal 
life.  Moreover,  the  adoption  of  the 
clause  without  this  Amendment  would  be 
a  slur  upon  those  boroughs  which  during 
the  past  few  years  had  been  created 
municipal  boroughs,  as  they  would  be 
placed  in  a  secondary  in  place  of  an 
inpependent  position  as  regarded  the 
County  Authority.  The  clause,  unless 
amended,  would  afiPord  an  obstacle  to 
the  creation  of  new  municipalities  in  the 
future,  as  they  would  have  to  maintain 
^eir  claim  through  the  County  Councils 
instead  of  through  a  Government  De- 
partment. It  was  in  the  interests  of 
independent  local  life,  which  he  thought 
ought  to  be  encouraged  and  fostered 
by  every  means  in  their  power,  that 
he  strongly  supported  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hanley.  One 
of  the  best  things  in  our  local  life 
from  one  end  of  England  to  the  other 
had  been  the  growing  up  of  communities 
into  independent  centres  of  local  self- 
government.  He  wanted  that  state  of 
things  to  continue.  He  did  not  wish  to 
see  these  boroughs  interfered  with, 
whether  they  were  old  or  new,  as  he 
did  not  wish  to  see  these  places  put  in 
an  inferior  position  to  a  Body  which 
would  very  often  be  out  of  sympathy 
with  them. 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  he  should  be 
very  sorry  to  put  the  Committee  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division  if  he  could  avoid 
it ;  but  he  certainly,  under  the  circum- 
stances, felt  bound  to  divide.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  could  suggest  anything  to 
give  effect  to  what  he  had  understood 
him  to  imply — namely,  that  there  might 
be  the  possibility  of  devising  some 
method  by  which  the  municipal  boroughs 
might  have  an  option  in  the  matter  of 
going  either  to  the  County  authority  or 
to  the  Government  authority. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  he  was  afraid  it 
would  be  very  inconvenient  to  have  a 
dual  control,  but  he  had  always  said 
that  when  Uiey  came  to  consider  the 


question  of  the  transference  of  powers 
by  means  of  Provisional  Orders,  he 
should  be  very  glad  to  g^ve  full  con- 
sideration to  the  suggestion  made. 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that  his 
Amendment  proposed  that  whatever 
might  be  the  powers  given  under  the 
Provisional  Orders  to  county  authorities, 
the  municipal  boroughs  should  be  ex- 
empted. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  he  could  not 
possibly  accept  that. 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWAET  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  asked,  would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare)  ? 

Mr.  EITCHIE:  We  give  large 
powers  of  delegation  from  the  County 
Council  to  the  District  Council  ? 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  asked  whether  it 
would  not  be  possible,  without  putting 
the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of  a  Divi- 
sion, to  leave  the  matter  so  far  open 
that  when  they  came  to  discuss  the 
matter  of  delegating  these  powers,  they 
would  still  be  in  a  position  to  discuss 
the  question  they  were  now  discussing  ? 

Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  EIDLEY 
said,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hanley  would  not  think  it  necessary  to 
divide  the  Committee  upon  this  Amend- 
ment. It  had  not  received  much  sup- 
port, and  there  seemed  to  be  a  great 
deal  in  what  was  said  of  the  changed 
position  effected  by  the  Amendments  in 
the  clause. 

Mr.  WOODALL:  Perhaps  the  Go- 
vernment would  prefer  that  we  should 
report  Progress  ? 

Mr.  EITCHIE :  Certainly  not. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Eeport  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

Q  UJS8  TI0N8. 

0 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  1887- ADMINISTRATION 
OF  THE  ACT. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLBY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  suppose  I  am  right  in 
assuming  that  as  Monday  was  fixed  for 
the  debate  on  the  Motion  of  which  I 
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areas,  men  who  were  acquainted  with 
the  local  feelings  of  the  people,  to  a 
central  body  at  some  distance  from  the 
localities.  He  thought  the  principle  of 
local  control  was  the  keynote  of  the  sue* 
cess  of  education  in  England.  It  was 
the  secret  of  the  magnificent  results 
obtained  by  such  a  school  board  as 
that  of  Birmingham,  and  it  was  equally 
true  of  the  Managing  Committees  of 
voluntary  schools.  His  amendment  ap- 
plied also  to  the  endowed  schools  of  the 
oountry,  where  there  was  an  elective 
element  in  the  body  of  governors.  He 
quite  agreed  with  much  that  had  been 
said  in  regard  to  transferring  to  the 
County  Councils  some  control  over  the 
endowments  of  the  country.  But  he 
held  that  it  was  vitally  important  to 
maintain  some  form  of  local  administra- 
tion, so  that  the  special  wants  and  in- 
terests of  the  locality  might  be  secured. 
He  had  reason  to  believe  that  the 
first  part  of  his  Amendment  would  be 
accepted  by  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vernment ; 
but  he  trusted  that  on  consideration 
they  would  be  disposed  to  accept  the 
whole  of  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  9,  after  the  words  **  autho- 
rity "  to  insert  the  words  "  or  a  school  board, 
or  other  board,  committee,  or  authority  elected 
directly  or  indirectly  to  deal  with  educational 
matters,  or  any  body  of  trustees  or  governors, 
wholly  elected,  or  partly  elected  and  partly 
nominated,  for  the  management  of  an  endowed 
school."— (Jfr.  Channing.) 

Question  proposed,  <' That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  he  was  sure  the 
Committee  would  hardly  expect  him  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  merits  of 
the  Act  of  1870,  or  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  school  boards  of  the  country 
had  fulfilled  the  duties  cast  upon  them. 
He  would  only  say  that  no  one  valued 
more  than  he  did  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  1870,  and  none  were  stronger  in  their 
admiration  of  the  manner  in  which  that 
Act  had  been  carried  out,  and  of  the 
enormous  benefit  conferred  upon  the 
country  by  the  school  boards  elected 
under  the  Act  than  himself.  But  it 
was  unnecessary  for  them  to  enter  into 
a  discussion  of  that,  because  they  had 
said  explicitly,  that  they  did  not  intend 
that  the  question  of  school  boards  should 
be  included  in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
and  they  had  said  they  proposed  to  ac- 
J/r.  Channing 


cept  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  (Mr.  Chaplin),  which  specifi- 
cally excluded  school  boards  from  trans- 
fer under  the  Bill.  With  reference  to 
the  latter  part  of  the  Amendment  he  had 
to  point  out  that,  in  his  opinion,  all  the 
hon.  Gentleman  desired  to  safeguard 
was  amply  safeguarded,  now  that  they 
had  accepted  the  proposal  that  no  trans- 
fer should  be  made  without  Parliament 
being  consulted  and  having  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  its  opinion  in  the 
matter.  That,  he  thought,  would  be 
accepted  by  the  Committe  as  sufficient 
to  safeguard  all  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  dwelt  upon,  and  therefore  bethought 
that,  under  the  circumstances  he  had 
named,  it  would  not  be  advisable  to 
insert  in  the  Bill  the  words  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  suggested. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  school  boards  were  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  action  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  they  were 
not  included ;  but,  in  order  to  make  it 
perfectly  plain  that  they  had  no  inten- 
tion of  superseding  boards  elected  in  that 
way  under  a  specific  Act  of  Parliament, 
by  bringing  in  a  Provisional  Order,  they 
would  assent  to  them  being  excluded. 
They  thought,  looking  to  the  nature  of 
the  powers,  and  the  manner  in  which 
school  boards  were  constituted,  and  the 
way  they  were  elected,  that  if  any  altera- 
tion were  made,  it  ought  to  be  made 
by  a  public  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  if  the  Govern- 
ment meant  to  prevent  the  possibility  of 
school  boards  being  brought  by  Pro- 
visional Order,  or  otherwise,  under  the 
authority  of  the  County  Councils  ? 

Mb.  RITCHIE  :  Certainly. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  that  in  that 
case  he  could  not  understand  why  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  no 
reasons.  Education  was  a  question  for 
the  people,  and  the  people  themselves 
were  better  able  than  anyone  else  to 
judge  what  kind  of  education  they  re- 
quired. Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  now  announced,  for  the  first  time, 
he  believed — [Mr.  Ritchie;  No,  no !] — 
that  he  intended  to  take  away  from  the 
people  powers  given  under  the  Bill  in 
that  respect.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Channing)  speaking  in  favour  of  his 
Amendment,  which  he  (Mr.  Molloy) 
hoped  would  be  withdrawn  for  some 
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other,  had  contended  that  the  ayHtem 
of  education  given  under  the  school 
boards  was  eatisfactory.  He  (b£r.  Mol- 
loj]  could  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Qeutleman.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
^Btem  of  education,  so  far  as  it  related 
to  the  fitness  of  boys,  when  they  left 
■ohool  to  take  up  oocupationa  in  the 
world,  was  as  good  as  seemed  by  many 
to  be  imagined.  

Mb.  F.  a.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  hou.  Qentle- 
man  (Mr.  MoUoy)  did  not  fully  appre- 
oiate  the  meaning  of  the  Amendment. 
The  Bill  as  It  now  stood  preserved  from 
interference  certain  Bodies  elected  by 
the  ratepayers,  such  as  Corporations,  as 
wall  as  urban  and  rural  authorities.  This 
Amendment  was  to  preserve  other  Bodies 
likewise  elected  by  ratepayers  from  inter- 
fffience.  He  was  surprised  there  was 
any  objection  raised  to  the  Amendment 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House;  cer- 
tainly  he  must  deprecate  any  attempt  to 
enter  upon  a  wide  discussion  of  educa- 
tional subjects  upon  that  clause. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  he  trusted 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board  would 
satisfy  the  Committee  upon  one  point. 
As  he  understood  the  matter,  there  was 
no  intention,  and  it  had  been  made  clear 
by  the  acceptance  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Linooln- 
ahire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  that  there  should 
not  be  any  interference  with,  or  absorp- 
tion of,  the  school  boards  by  the  County 
Oounoila.  What  he  was  anxious  to 
know  was  whether  any  of  the  functions 
now  exercised  by  the  Education  Depart- 
ment in  connection  with  voluntary  schools 
wonld  be  in  any  way  transferred  to  the 
County  Councils  ? 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  the  Goverameat 
had  not  the  smallest  intention  of  doing 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  ILLINQWOETH  beUeved  that 
that  statement  would  tend  to  shorten 
the  discussion,  bocause  there  was  great 
anxiety,  and,  he  must  eay,  considerable 
jealouay  upon  the  Education  Question, 
considering  the  position  in  which  it  now 
stood.  The  righthon. Gentleman  thePre- 
sident  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  given  an  assurance  to  the  Commit- 
tee that  there  was  no  intention  what- 
ever of  transferring  any  powers  or  alter- 
ing the  relationship  between  voluntary 
schools  and  the  Department,  except  by 


an  express  Act  of  Parliament  ia  the 
form  of  a  Provisional  Order.  If  that 
were  the  case,  perhaps  his  hon.  Friend 
would  not  find  it  necessary  to  press  his 
Amendment. 

8ia  LYON  PLAYFAIE  said,  that 
under  the  Bill,  no  alteration  oould  take 
place  as  to  the  endowed  schools. 

Mr.  CHANNING  said,  that  after  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon 
Play  fair)  he  would  not  trouble  the 
Committee  by  pressing  that  part  of 
his  Amendment  which  dealt  with  en- 
dowed schools.  With  the  permission  of 
the  Committee,  he  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  and  simply  move  the  in- 
sertion of  the  words  "or  a  school 
board." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  aithdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
9,  after  the  word  "  authority,"  insert  the 
words  "or  a  school  board." — {Mr. 
Channing.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mk.  BITCHIE  thought  it  would  be 
more  convenient,  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
former  Amendment  having  boon  with- 
drawn, that  his  right  hon.  Friend's  (Mr. 
Chaplin's  J  Amendment  should  be  put, 
which  included  Boards  of  Guardians  as 
well  as  school  boards. 

Mb.  CHANNING  pointed  out  that 
there  was  no  objection  to  the  words  of 
his  Amendment,  whereao  the  additional 
words  in  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  might  lead  to  controversy. 

Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
9,  after  the  words  last  inserted,  to  add 
"  and  not  being  a  Board  of  Guardians." 
-{Mr.  Chaplin.) 


Mk.  CONYBEAKE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  that  as  it  appeared  that  the 
Amendment  was  about  to  be  passed 
ntmin*  eontradietntt,  it  was  as  well  he 
should  express  a  view,  which  he  knew 
was  held  heartily  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House,  that  Boards  of  Guardians 
ought  to  be  disestablished  and  their 
powers  transferred  to  the  County  Coun- 
\_Ninth  Night.] 
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cils.  He  knew  that  in  that  statement 
he  was  largely  supported  by  the  popular 
Party  in  the  House.  [^Laughter.']  Well, 
they  would  be  able  to  know  whether 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  formed  the 
popular  Party  when  they  had  the  cour- 
age to  go  to  the  country.  Anyhow,  he 
and  his  hon.  Friend's  had  all  along  held 
that  one  of  the  greatest  defects  in  this 
measure  was  that  the  Government  had 
left  altogether  in  an  unreformed  condi- 
tion the  Boards  of  Guardians  in  the 
country.  He  did  not  desire  to  say  much 
upon  the  question ;  but  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  proposed  to  pur- 
posely exclude  Boards  of  Guardians 
from  being  transferred  to  the  County 
Councils,  it  was  their  duty,  at  any  rate, 
to  utter  a  protest  against  that  view,  be- 
cause they  considered  that  the  duties  of 
Boards  of  Guardians  were  among  the 
most  important  duties  which  County 
Councils  ought  to  have  to  perform, 
being  as  they  were  so  intimately  con- 
nected with  the  welfare  of  the  people 
of  the  country.  It  was  perfectly  well 
known  that  Boards  of  Guardians  did  not 
give  satisfaction  to  the  people.  The 
qualification  for  membership  was  a  high 
one ;  there  were  ex  officio  members,  and 
if  the  Government  were  really  sincere  in 
their  constant  profession  of  trusting  the 
people,  they  would  have  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  handing  over  to  tbe  County 
Councils  the  duties  at  present  inade- 
quately performed  by  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  thought  he  should  be 
able,  in  a  very  few  words,  to  show  how 
impossible  it  would  be  to  transfer  the 
power  of  Boards  of  Guardians  to  County 
Councils.  Guardians  were  Guardians 
for  Unions,  while  County  Councils  would 
be  composed  of  the  representatives  of 
several  Unions,  and  without  an  entire 
re-arrangement  of  the  whole  system  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  to  transfer 
the  power  of  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
County  Councils.  What  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Conybeare)  suggested  could 
only  be  done  by  a  complete  scheme  and 
not  by  any  method  of  transfer. 

Mr.  F.  8.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  said,  that  if  the  contention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  correct,  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  was  really  unnecessary. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  effect  of  the 

Mr,  Conybeare 


Amendment  would  be  to  prevent  the 
transfer  of  powers  from  the  existing 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  some  other 
authority,  the  Amend  meat  was  in  the 
highest  degree  mischievous.  If  there 
was  one  thing  which  was  brought  out 
more  clearly  than  another  in  the  debate 
on  the  second  reading,  it  was  that  the 
existing  system  which  the  Bill  proposed 
to  continue,  by  which  they  were  to  have 
the  constitution  and  qualification  and 
mode  of  election  of  Boards  of  Guardians 
continued  on  the  same  basis  as  now,  was 
one  of  the  most  anomalous  features  of 
the  Bill.  Surely  an  Amendment  which 
provided  that  at  no  future  time  should 
it  be  possible  to  do  away  with  Boards  of 
Guardians,  except  by  a  special  Bill 
brought  in  the  House,  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  strenuously  resisted. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment only  prevented  the  transfer  of 
these  powers  by  a  Provisional  Order — 
the  transfer  of  the  powers  of  a  Body 
composed  of  representatives  of  one  small 
area  to  a  Body  composed  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  a  very  much  larger  area  by 
a  Provisional  Order.  He  thought  that 
whatever  might  be  the  opinion  as  to  the 
expediency  of  the  transfer  in  the  future, 
hon.  Members  would  agree  with  him 
that  the  transfer  ought  to  be  done  by 
means  of  a  Bill  which  would  deal  with 
the  entire  re-arrangement  which  would 
have  to  take  place  if  the  transfer  were 
to  be  made. 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  said,  he  had  understood  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Long),  that  it  was  extremely 
probable  that  it  would  be  left  to  the 
County  Councils  to  determine  whether 
the  powers  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
should  be  altered  or  reformed  under 
the  new  conditions  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long) 
(Wilts,  Devizes)  said,  he  never  made  any 
statement  of  the  kind. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chaplin,  the 
following  Amendments  made  : — In  page 
6,  line  11,  after  "  suit,"  insert  **  excep- 
tions and  modifications  as  appeared  to 
be  expedient  and  also  such ; ''  and  in 
line  15,  after  **  thereof,"  insert  **  shall 
be." 
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tleman  would    not  press    hie  Amend- 

Ma-BAUMANN  (Oamberweli,  Peck- 
ham)  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentlemoa 
would  consider  whether  be  could  not 
insert  some  words,  either  now  or  on 
Report,  which  would  gi^e  the  County 


Ms.  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  that  the 
Amendment  which  stood  ia  his  name 
was  to  leave  out  the  words — 

p  "  By  the  Secretary  of  State  or  Dopartmenl 
CDDcamed,  or  apprdcoil  by  the  Commiaiionara, 
Ooni«rv«tora,orbi>dy  corporate  or  uninoorporate 
whoee  powers,  datiei  and  liabilities  are  affected 
thereby. 

He  wished  to  ask  the  QoTernment  whe- 
ther it  was  really  nooeesary  to  include 
these  words  ?  Their  object  appeared  to 
him  to  be  that  it  any  power  was  to  be 
divertod  from  a  Department  to  the 
Oounty  Oounoila,  the  approval  of  the 
Department  must  be  liad  beforehand. 
He  imagined  that  the  Qorernment  of 
the  day  would  bring  forward  a  Pro- 
vieion^  Order,  whether  they  had  the 
consent  of  the  permanent  officials  or  not. 
If  that  wae  the  caae,  ha  thought  it  would 
be  better  to  leave  these  worde  out  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  HITOHIE  said,  it  was  not  a 
question  of  the  permanantoficialsat  all. 
The  Local  Government  Board  would  be 
under  the  Bill  charged  with  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  Provisional  Orders,  and 
clearly  it  was  essential  that  the  words 
should  be  inserted  to  show  that  before 
the  Local  Government  Board  acted  in 
that  way,  the  draft  orders  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Departments  concerned 
for  their  approval. 

Un.  FIRTH  (Dundee)  said,  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  now  to  pro- 
pose provided  that  before  the  Order  in 
Uouncil  was  made,  tho  draft  thereof 
should  be  approved  by  the  County 
Council  to  whom  the  power  was  to  be 
transferred. 

Amendment  proposed. 
In  page  G,  Iiqo  15,  after  "approved,"  ineoit 
"  by  tho  County  Coimcil  to  which  tho  transfer 
is  proposed  to  bo  made,  &c." — {.Vr.  Firlh.) 

Question  propoHod,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted. " 

Ur.  RITCHIE  said,  ho  was  sure  the 
Committee  would  seo  at  once  the  enor- 
mous amount  of  inconvenience  which 
might  possibly  follow  the  acceptance  of 
such  an  Amendment  as  that.  For  in- 
stance, it  might  be  desirable  that  certain 
powers  should  be  transferred  to  a  County 
Council,  and  it  would  be  excessively  in- 
convenient if  the  County  Couucil  said, 
"We  do  not  waul  these  powers."  It 
was  quite  clear  that  they  must  deal  with 
this  question  as  a  whole,  and,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  trusted  the  hon.  Gen- 


Council  of  London  an  opportunity  of 
saying  whether  it  would  or  would  not 
take  over  powers  which  it  might  be 
sought  to  transfer  by  Provisional  Order. 
He  thought  it  was  not  at  all  unlikely 
that  an  attempt  might  be  made  to  over- 
load the  new  County  Council  of  London 
with  powers  and  duties  which  it  would 
have  no  desire  to  take,  and  which,  con- 
sidering its  numbers,  it  might  have  no 
power  to  discharge.  He  thought  that 
it  was  only  reasonable  that  tlus  Body 
should  be  asked  whether  it  was  pre- 
pared to  take  over  powers  contemplated 
to  be  transferred  to  it. 

Mb.  firth  said,  that  this  was  not  a 
case  of  Provisional  Order,  but  of  Order 
in  Council. 

Ma.  BITCHIE  said,  that  was  bo  ;  and 
that  waa  really  the  answer  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Baumann). 

U  R.  FIRTH  said,  be  should  be  willing 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithiirawn. 
Mr.  FELLOWES  (Huntiogdonshiro, 
Ramsey]  said,  he  now  begged  to  move 
the  Amendment,  No.  17*,  standing  in  bis 
name— namely,  to  leave  out,  in  line  15, 
from  "approved,"  to  "shall,"  in  line  18, 
in  order  to  insert — 

"  If  it  relates  to  the  powarn  duties,  or  liabili- 
ties  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  or  the  Board  of  Trade, 
or  any  other  Oovemment  departoient,  by  such 
Secretarv  of  State,  Board,  or  department,  or 
approved,  if  it  affects  the  powers,  duties,  or 
liabilities  of  any  commiMioners,  caDservators, 
or  body,  corporate  or  uoincorporate,  by  such 
oommissioners,  conseryators,  or  body," 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  very 
simple  ;  it  was  only  more  clearly  to  de- 
fine the  powers  of  the  Commissioners. 
At  the  present  time  something  like 
300,000  acres  of  fen  land  in  Lincoln, 
Norfolk,  Cambridgeshire,  and  the  Isle  of 
Ely  were  under  Drainage  Boards,  and  it 
was  considered  that  it  would  be  very 
disastrous  if  the  powers  now  exercised 
by  those  Drainsge  Boards  should  be 
handed  over  to  those  who  were  inex- 
perienced in  and  knew  nothing  about 
fen  laud  drainage.  He  therefore  hoped 
the  Committee  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 
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Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  line  15,  leave  out  from  "  approved  " 
to  ''  shsdl,"  in  line  18,  and  insert  **if  it  relates 
to  the  powers,  duties,  or  liabilities  of  a  Secretary 
of  State,  or  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  any  other 
Government  department,  by  such  Secretary  of 
State,  Board,  or  department,  or  approved,  if  it 
affects  the  powers,  duties,  or  liabilities  of  any 
commissioners,  conservators,  or,  body^corporate 
or  nnincorporate,  by  such  commissioners,  con- 
servators, or  body." — [Mr,  Fillowet,) 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  EITOHIE  said,  in  framing  the 
Bill  it  had  heen  intended  that  words 
should  he  inserted  to  carry  out  exactly 
the  intentions  of  the  hon.  Member.  He 
was  bound  to  acknowledgOi  however, 
that  the  point  was  much  more  clearly 
put  by  the  words  proposed.  The  words 
of  the  Amendment  were  very  explicit, 
and  therefore  he  should  be  happy  to 
accept  them. 

Mb.  BEUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  he  should  like  to  ask  whether 
the  word  "  commissioners"  did  not  leave 
the  clause  too  wide  ? 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  did  not  think 
so,  as  the  clause  already  contained  the 
word,  and  the  Amendment  simply  re- 
ferred in  that  respect  to  what  was 
already  adopted. 

Mb.  BRUNNEB  said,  he  would  ask. 
would  not  this  word  be  held  to  include 
Improvement  Commissioners  ? 

Mb.  RITCHIE :  No,  the  Amendment 
simply  follows  the  clause  which  refers 
to  Commissioners  of  Sewers. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  now  moved 
to  omit  the  words — 

"  Shall  be  laid  before  each  House  of  Parlia- 
ment for  not  less  than  thirty  days  on  which  such 
House  is  sitting,  and  if  the  House  before  the 
expiration  of  such  thirty  days  presents  an 
address  to  Her  Majesty  against  the  draft  or 
any  part  thereof,  no  further  proceeding  shall  be 
taken  thereon,  without  prejudice  to  the  making 
of  any  new  draft  order,  but  otherwise  the  draft 
or  such  part  as  is  not  the  subject  of  any  such 
address  shall  be  deemed  to  be  approved  by 
Parliament.*' 

His  object  was,  afterwards,  to  insert  the 
words — 

'*  And  every  such  Provisional  Order  shall  be 
of  no  effect  until  it  is  confirmed  by  Parlia- 
ment." 

Mr*  FeUowee 


Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  line  1 8,  leave  out  from  '*  thereby," 
to  end  of  line  25,  and  insert  "  and  every  such 
Provisional  Order  shall  be  of  no  effect  until  it 
is  confirmed  by  Parliament.'* — {Mr.  Chaplin.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
lause." 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  that  this  Amend* 
ment  the  Government,  of  course,  accep- 
ted, as  it  had  been  the  understanding 
throughout  that  the  Provisional  Orders 
thev  were  speaking  of  were  Provisional 
Orders  which  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament. 

Mb.  CONTBEABE  asked  whether  any 
Provisional  Order  ever  came  into  effect 
without  being  laid  before  Parliament  ? 

Mb.  EITCHIE:  Yes;  some  of  our 
Provisional  Orders  have  come  into  effect 
without  being  laid  before  Parliament. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  simply  by  re- 
maining on  the  Paper  without  notice 
being  taken  of  them  r 

Mb.  EITCHIE:  There  are  Board 
of  Trade  Provisional  Orders,  I  know, 
which  come  into  force  without  being  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  at  all. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  said,  he 
rose  to  move  Amendment  No.  24,  after 
line  25,  to  insert — 

<*  Provided  further  that  nothing  in  this  sec- 
tion, nor  in  any  order  made  under  this  section, 
shall  extend  to  transfer  to  a  county  council, 
or  to  render  exercisable  by  a  county  council, 
any  power,  duty,  or  liability  within  or  with 
respect  to  any  borough  not  by  this  Act  con- 
stituted a  county  of  itsielf." 

He  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  see  the  propriety  of  accept- 
ing this  Amendment.  Thej  had  now 
arrived  at  a  fair  understanding  of  the 
constitution  of  the  County  Council,  and 
the  position  in  which  it  would  be  placed 
by  the  Amendments  which  had  been 
adopted  by  the  Committee.  It  would 
be  remembered,  with  regard  to  the 
powers  which  were  to  be  transferred 
from  the  different  Government  Offices  to 
the  new  County  Authorities,  that  they 
had  learned  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  that  the  provision  would 
not  apply  in  the  case  of  any  measures 
promoted  by  the  Authorities  themselves. 
The    provision   for    transferring  these 
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powers  would  not  apply  in  the  c&se  of 
any  of  tbe  scheduled  boroughs ;  there- 
fore it  was  clear  that,  muoh^as  they  had 
desired  decentralization  and  deyolution, 
the  Home  Office,  Board  of  Trade,  and 
Local  Government  Board  would  be  under 
the  necessity  of  continuing  the  staff  of 
competent  men  they  had  hitherto  em- 
ployed, in  order  to  deal  with  those  mat- 
ters which  would  be  referred  to  them 
under  the  same  conditions  as  heretofore, 
and  all  this  Amendment  asked  was,  that 
corporate  boroughs  which  were  of  less 
population  than  those  exempted,  that  was, 
under  the  50,000  population  limit,  would 
be  left  as  heretofore,  rather  to  the  Go- 
vernment Authorities  than  to  the  newly 
constituted  County  Councils.  He  trusted 
it  would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee  at  any 
length  in  arguing  considerations  which 
must  be  obvious  to  all  hon.  Members 
present.  He  was  glad  to  see  in  his 
place  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  Blackpool  Division  of  Lancashire 
(Sir  Matthew  White  Eidley),  whose  very 
weighty  illustrations  in  support  of  this 
Amendment  had,  unfortunately,  been 
heard  by  such  a  small  number  of 
Members.  There  must,  however,  have 
been  many  Members  in  the  House  who 
had  been  urged  by  their  constituents 
to  support  this  Amendment,  and  he, 
therefore,  ventured  to  submit  it  to  the 
Committee. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  after  line  26,  insert — *'  Provided 
further  that  nothing  in  this  section,  nor  in  any 
order  made  under  this  section,  shall  extend  to 
transfer  to  a  county  council,  or  to  render  exer- 
cisable by  a  county  council,  any  power,  duty, 
or  liability  within  or  with  respect  to  any  borough 
not  by  this  Act  constituted  a  countv  of  itself." 
^(Mr,  WoodalL) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Me.  EITCHIE  said,  he  could  under- 
stand the  hon.  Gentleman  placing  this 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  and  desiring 
to  have  it  inserted  as  the  clause  was 
originally  drawn,  because,  when  the 
clause  stood  in  its  original  form,  certain 
powers  were  at  once  transferred  to  the 
County  Councils,  many  of  those  powers 
being  powers  connected  with  the  issue 
of  Provisional  Orders,  and  many  of  them 
dealing  with  matters  affecting  the  ar- 
rangements of  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment with  the  boroughs.  But  it  must 
be  pointed  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 


that  the  face  of  things  had  very  materi* 
ally  altered  by  the  changes  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  clause. 

Mr.  wood  all  said,  those  changes 
had  strengthened  his  point. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  could  be  the  case,  because,  as  the 
clause  now  stood,  no  transfer  could  be 
made  except  by  means  of  a  Provisional 
Order.  It  would  be  a  matter  for  con- 
sideration, when  a  Provisional  Order  was 
made,  whether  it  did  or  did  not  unduly 
and  in  an  objectionable  manner  inter- 
fere with  a  borough.  He  thought  it 
would  be  highly  inexpedient  to  add  a 
provision  of  this  kind  to  a  clause  which 
would  entirely  prevent  in  future  any 
power  being  given  to  a  County  Council 
which  must  be  exercisable  with  reference 
to  every  borough  within  the  county. 
He  honestly  believed  that  when  this 
Bill  came  into  operation  boroughs 
which  were  contained  within  the  coun- 
ties would  see,  in  reference  to  the  po- 
sition they  would  occupy  on  the  County 
Councils,  that  in  many  matters  for  which 
they  had  now  to  come  to  the  Govern- 
ment Departments,  it  would  be  more 
convenient  and  more  desirable  for  them 
to  go  to  the  great  Administrative  Insti- 
tution it  was  proposed  to  set  up  in  every 
county.  If  this  Amendment  were  ac- 
cepted, it  would  prevent  these  powers 
being  exercisable,  and  they  would,  for 
a  time,  until  a  fresh  Act  was  passed, 
impose  the  duty  on  a  borough  of  coming 
to  the  Central  Department  rather  than 
going  to  the  local  Bepresentative  Institu- 
tion on  which  they  themselves  were  fully 
and  adequately  represented.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that,  looking  at  the  fact  that 
there  was  a  desire  to  carry  out,  as  far  as 
possible,  a  system  of  decentralization, 
and  place  in  the  hands  of  the  Local  Body 
those  powers  which  had  hitherto  been 
discharged  by  the  Central  Authority, 
when  the  transfer  was  made  from  the 
Central  Department,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  see  that  the  Government 
did  not  desire  to  infringe  on  the  privi- 
leges of  anyone  in  the  county,  but  rather 
to  increase  them.  All  boroughs,  by 
means  of  Provisional  Orders,  would  be 
able  to  express  their  opinion  upon  any 
matter  they  thought  desirable. 

Sib  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
(Lancashire,  N.,  Blackpool)  said,  he  had 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would    have  viewed  this 
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Amendment  with  more  favour.  The 
right  Hon.  Gentleman  forgot  that  the 
County  Councils,  as  now  constituted, 
would  be  very  difiPerent  Bodies  to  those 
foreshadowed  in  the  Bill,  and,  he  might 
say,  as  some  of  them  would  have  pre- 
ferred to  see  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  forget  that  there  were  very 
few  counties  in  England  in  which  the 
County  Councils  would  represent  any 
boroughs  at  all.  Take  the  large  county 
of  Lancaster.  He  could  very  well  con- 
ceive that,  if  all  the  great  boroughs  in 
that  county  had  found  representation  on 
a  large  Council  formed  for  the  represen- 
tation of  the  County  Palatine,  it  would 
have  been  possible  to  give  them  very 
many  of  the  powers  they  had  been  dis- 
cussing, and  ne  presumed  that  no  such 
Amendment  as  that  now  proposed  would 
have  been  necessary.  But  what  was  the 
position  they  found  themselves  in  now  ? 
There  were  many  boroughs  in  Lanca- 
shire, part  of  which  county  he  repre- 
sented, which  would  not  be  treatea  as 
separate  counties,  and  he  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  these 
places  had  no  desire  to  go  to  the  new 
County  Authority,  as  it  would  be  con- 
stituted under  this  Bill,  to  get  its  sanc- 
tion for  Provisional  Orders,  or  any  other 
powers  which  might  have  to  be  given. 
These  boroughs  had  already  represented 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  they 
would  rather  eo  to  a  Government  De- 
partment. He  had  two  or  three  boroughs 
in  his  mind  in  the  county  of  Lancashire 
— health  resorts,  say.  With  what  con- 
fidence could  one  of  these  go  to  a  County 
Council  such  as  they  would  be  likely  to 
have  in  Lancashire,  where  rival  in- 
terests would,  in  all  probability,  be  very 
largely  concerned  ?  Would  they  be  able 
to  go  with  the  same  confidence  to  such  a 
Council  as  they  would  be  able  to  go  to  a 
Central  Department  in  London  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  said  that  a 
Provisional  Order  would  meet  the  whole 
case,  and  that  boroughs  which  did  not 
desire  to  come  under  the  control  of  the 
Coimty  Council  were  to  have  the  advan- 
tage of  obtaining  such  Orders.  He  (Sir 
Matthew  White  Ridley)  could  quite  un- 
derstand that  there  was  something  in 
that  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but  his  contention  was,  that  the  muni- 
cipal boroughs  were  not  adequately  re- 
presented on  the  County  Councils.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
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the  Local  Government  Board  said  thev 
were  adequately  represented,  but  that 
position  he  (Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley) 
disputed.  Why  should  those  municipal 
boroughs  be  put  in  the  position  of  having 
to  oppose  Provisional  Orders  promoted 
by  the  County  Councils  ?  They  now 
asked  that  they  might  have  a  separate 
existence  in  the  county,  which  was  per- 
fectly well  understood ;  that  all  boroughs, 
whatever  their  population,  should,  with 
reference  to  these  Orders,  bo  excluded 
from  the  action  of  the  County  Council. 
Surely  the  case  needed  only  to  be  stated 
to  find  some  support,  and  he  sincerely 
trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
take  a  favourable  view  of  the  matter. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  agreed  rather  with  the  Government 
than  with  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had 
just  spoken,  or  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  moved  the  Amendment.  He  would 
ask  the  question  once  more,  were 
they  or  were  they  not  engaged  in 
decentralization?  If  they  were,  what 
was  the  object  of  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member  that  they  ought 
to  have  centralization  with  regard  to 
boroughs.  P'No,  no!"]  Yes;  that 
really  was  his  argument,  because  all 
these  authorities  were  to  be  reserved  to 
the  Government  Departments.  Now, 
he  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  wished  to  get 
this  authority  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Government  Department  as  far  as  pos- 
sible. He  had  been  a  party  to  getting 
the  great  boroughs  out  of  the  Bill, 
although,  no  doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Go-^ 
vemment  Board,  in  the  interests  of  his 
measure,  would  rather  have  kept  them 
in.  He  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  fully 
admitted  that,  if  the  great  boroughs  had 
been  kept  in  the  Bill,  it  would  have 
strengthened  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
County  Councils ;  but  then  there  were 
rival  interests  in  connection  with  the 
great  boroughs,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
respect.  But  if  they  were  going  to  lay 
it  down  that  all  the  small  boroughs  were 
also  to  be  absolutely  and  entirely  outside 
the  purview  of  the  County  Councils  as 
regarded  these  powers,  practically  speak- 
ing they  would  reduce  their  County 
Councils  to  a  condition  of  comparative 
insignificance.  Therefore,  it  was  clearly 
in  the  interest  of  the  Bill,  as  he 
was  constantly  contending,  not  to  weaken 
the  County  Councils,    He  observed  that 
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the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Matthew  White 
•Bidley)  had  used  these  words — ''Could 
these  rival  towns  have  confidence  in  the 
Oounty  Councils  ?  "  Why,  that  surely 
was  a  spirit  of  want  of  confidence  which 
would  weaken  these  Bodies  very  much. 
If  they  held  the  Councils  up  as  Bodies 
to  which  towns  in  Lancashire  could  not 
safely  trust  their  interests,  they  were 
disparaging  the  County  Councils,  not 
intentionally,  perhaps,  but  they  were 
expressing  with  regard  to  them  a  want 
of  confidence  that  would  very  much 
diminish  their  authority.  He  objected 
very  much  to  the  exercise  of  many  of 
these  powers  possessed  by  the  Central 
Department.  When  he  was  responsible 
for  the  administration  of  the  Home 
Office,  he  observed  that  Inspectors  of 
Constabulary,  for  instance,  were  con- 
stantly going  to  towns  and  telling  the 
Local  Authorities  that  they  ought  to 
liave  more  police  than  the  Local  Autho- 
rities thought  they  wanted.  He  abso- 
lutely prohibited  any  interference  on  the 
part  of  the  Home  Office  with  the  Muni- 
cipalities or  the  Local  Councils  in  these 
matters.  If  these  Councils  knew  any- 
thing at  all,  they  knew  much  better  than 
any  Central  Authority  all  about  such 
matters  as  local  police.  The  Inspectors 
of  Constabulary,  to  his  mind,  were  abso- 
lutely useless  for  the  purposes  for  which 
they  at  present  existed  ;  and  he  referred 
to  them  as  an  illustration  of  what  he 
considered  a  bad  form  of  centralization. 
He  should  be  very  sorry  to  exclude  from 
the  Bill  the  power  and  means  of  getting 
rid  of  more  of  this  Central  Department 
authority.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  they  did  not  commit  them- 
selves finally  on  the  subject  of  what 
powers  were  to  be  given  or  not  given, 
out,  by  keeping  these  words  out  of  the 
Bill,  they  would  be  keeping  open  to 
themselves  the  means  of  transferring 
such  of  the  powers  as  might  be  thought 
desirable. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  he  concurred 
with  the  views  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down. 
In  his  opinion,  the  County  Councils 
would  be  in  an  extremely  anomalous 
position  if  the  Amendment  were  ac- 
cepted. All  these  boroughs  would  be 
represented  on  the  County  Councils — 
and  he  did  not  know  whether  he  had 
misunderstood  the  hon.  Baronet  in 
saying  that  they  might  not  all  be  repre- 
sented. 


Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  EIDLEY 
said,  that  rival  towns  would  be  repre- 
sented on  the  same  Council,  and  it  would 
not  be  a  pleasant  thing  for  a  health  re- 
sort, for  instance,  to  apply  to  such  Council 
for  a  Provisional  Order,  it  might  be, 
against  the  desire  of  other  towns. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  that  with  all 
respect  to  the  hon.  Baronet  he  had 
more  confidence  in  what  the  position 
of  these  County  Councils  would  be  than 
to  imagine  that  there  would  be  such 
rivalries  and  jealousies  between  one 
town  and  another,  which  would  prevent 
a  town  getting  what  it  desired.  It 
would  be  a  matter  for  consideration, 
when  a  Provisional  Order  was  brought 
in,  what  way  the  borough  should  be 
dealt  with.  Though  he  thought 
there  was  a  g^eat  deal  to  be  said  for 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Hanley  (Mr.  Woodall),  in 
regard  to  the  transference  of  many  of 
the  powers  which  were  of  a  debatable 
character — questions  involving  Provi- 
sional Orders — yet  he  thought  that  the 
concession  the  Government  had  made 
as  to  Provisional  Orders  really  removed 
the  main  gpround  for  this  Amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire,  Lichfield)  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  this  matter  fur<r 
ther  consideration.  The  small  boroughs, 
one  of  which  he  had  the  honour  to  ror 
present,  were  strongly  opposed  to  these 
rights  being  taken  away  from  them* 
They  were  prepared  to  manage  their 
own  affairs  through  the  Central  De- 
partment, and  they  asked  that  they 
should  not  be  disturbed.  As  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Blackpool 
Division  of  Lancashire  (Sir  Matthew 
White  Ridley)  had  said,  they  would  be 
represented  upon  the  County  Councils, 
but  they  would  have  only  one  member, 
perhaps,  on  a  Body  consisting  of  70  or 
80,  and  their  voice  would  be  almost  un- 
heard amongst  such  a  large  number. 
The  whole  sense  of  the  Bill,  as  pro- 
claimed by  the  Government,  was  that 
vested  interests  would  not  be  disturbed 
— that  nothing  would  be  taken  away 
from  any  vested  interest,  so  far  as  any 
local  affairs  were  concerned. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  said,  he  also  desired  to 
support  the  Amendment.  He  was  cer- 
tain that  the  municipal  boroughs  of 
the  country  were  most  anxious  to  be 
e:i^empted  from  the   authority    of   the 
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County  Oouncil,  and  not  to  be  interfered 
with  by  it.  The  old  Municipalities,  al- 
moflt  one  and  all  of  them,  begged  to  be 
exempted.  He,  therefore,  agreed  very 
much  with  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Blackpool,  and 
he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  was  in  charge  of  the  Bill  would 
look  favourably  upon  the  proposal. 

Mb.  BRUNNEE  said,  he  regretted 
he  could  not  support  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  though  it  was  impos- 
sible for  him  to  follow  the  arguments  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of 
the  Bill.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
County  Councils,  as  constituted  by  the 
Bill,  would  be  somewhat  less  worUiy  of 
respect  than  they  would  have  been  if 
all  the  boroughs  of  50,000  and  upwards 
had  been  represented  upon  them ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  sad  thing  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  keep  up  two  Authorities  to 
which  appeal  could  be  made  on  mat- 
ters such  as  were  dealt  with  in  the 
Schedules.  Although  he  had  always 
had  a  very  great  respect  for  the  action 
of  the  officials  under  the  Local  Goyem- 
ment  Board,  he  thought  it  would  be 
well  that  the  County  Council  should  be 
the  Authority  of  the  future,  not  only  be- 
cause he  had  every  confidence  they 
would  do  their  work  well,  but  also  on 
account  of  the  educating  influence  which 
would  thus  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
them.  He  wished  to  point  out,  that  if  the 
proposal  for  selective  Councillors  were 
dropped  the  County  Council  would  be 
more  respected  by  the  boroughs  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  spoken  of  than  they  would 
be  in  the  future.  This  question  of  selec- 
tive Councillors,  however,  had  been 
thrashed  out,  and  he  did  not  wish  to 
say  more  about  it.  He  had  endeavoured, 
in  the  consideration  of  this  Bill,  to  put 
aside  all  Party  matters,  and  he  desired 
that  these  County  Councils  should  be  as 
greatly  respected  and  as  dignified  as 
they  could  possibly  be  made,  and  he 
believed  that  if,  by-and-bye,  those  se- 
lected Councillors  no  longer  existed,  the 
County  Councils  would  be  more  re- 
spected.       

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  I)erby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  in  his  desire  for  decentralization, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  he  agreed  with 
those  who  supported  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  thought  that  another  alternative 
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might  be  suggested  which  did  not  appear 
to  have  been  brought  before  the  (Jom- 
mittee.  It  appeared  to  him  that  what 
they  wanted  to  do  was  to  carry  out 
decentralization  as  far  as  possible,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  to  safeguard  the  indi- 
vidual urban  life  of  the  difiPorent  muni- 
cipalities, on  behalf  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hanley  (Mr.  Woodall)  and 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Blackpool  Division  (Sir  Matthew  White 
Ridley)  had  spoken.  He  would  ask  if 
these  two  conflicting  views  could  not 
be  brought  together  by  providing  that, 
when  a  measure  of  decentralization 
should  have  taken  place,  authorities 
which  differed  very  much  in  themselves 
should  be  transferred,  some  to  one 
party  and  some  to  another  ?  When  the 
measure  for  decentralization  was  adopted 
and  a  Provisional  Order  Bill  was  brought 
forward,  some  of  these  powers  might 
be  transferred  to  the  District  Council. 
These  District  Councils  would,  he  under- 
stood, in  many  cases  be  the  municipali- 
ties which  they  were  speaking  of.  He 
felt  very  strongly  that  the  County 
Councils  should  have  ample  powers  and 
should  be  made  as  dignified  as  possible, 
so  as  to  command  the  confidence  of  the 
people  generally ;  but  at  the  same  time 
they  did  not  want  altogether  to  stifle  the 
individual  municipal  life  of  the  old 
established  boroughs  which  were  now 
in  question.  He  would,  therefore,  ven- 
ture to  suggest  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  not  consider 
the  possibility  of  making  some  arrange- 
ment in  the  direction  proposed.  He  did 
not  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
shoula  accept  the  Amendment  as  it  stood 
upon  the  Paper,  but  he  would  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  frame  some  suggestion,  at  a  later 
stage,  to  provide  that  when  such  trans- 
fers of  powers  took  place  as  was  pro- 
posed, some  of  the  powers  should  be 
transferred  to  the  District  Authorities 
instead  of  the  whole  of  them  being 
transferred  to  the  County  Councils.  It 
struck  him  that  this  proposal  might 
meet  with  the  approval  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hanley,  and  at  the  same 
time  bring  into  harmony  the  conflicting 
views  of  hon.  Members. 

Sm  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  said,  he  wished  to  add  a 
few  words  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Hanley.  He  believed  that  if  the  Bill 
was  carried  without  the  Amendment  it 
would  do  harm  to  the  municipal  life  of 
the  small  boroughs.  Many  of  these 
boroughs  were  very  ancient,  and  they 
would  be  placed  in  a  secondary  position 
— as  compared  with  the  position  they 
had  held  in  the  past — under  the  Bill  as 
it  at  present  stood,  and  he  did  not  think 
that  would  be  good  for  their  municipal 
life.  Moreover,  the  adoption  of  the 
clause  without  this  Amendment  would  be 
a  slur  upon  those  boroughs  which  during 
the  past  few  years  had  been  created 
municipal  boroughs,  as  they  would  be 
placed  in  a  secondary  in  place  of  an 
inpependent  position  as  regarded  the 
County  Authority.  The  clause,  unless 
amended,  would  afford  an  obstacle  to 
the  creation  of  new  municipalities  in  the 
future,  as  they  would  have  to  maintain 
^eir  claim  through  the  County  Councils 
instead  of  through  a  Government  De- 
partment. It  was  in  the  interests  of 
independent  local  life,  which  he  thought 
ought  to  be  encouraged  and  fostered 
by  every  means  in  their  power,  that 
he  strongly  supported  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hanley.  One 
of  the  best  things  in  our  local  life 
from  one  end  of  England  to  the  other 
had  been  the  growing  up  of  communities 
into  independent  centres  of  local  self- 
government.  He  wanted  that  state  of 
things  to  continue.  He  did  not  wish  to 
see  these  boroughs  interfered  with, 
whether  they  were  old  or  new,  as  he 
did  not  wish  to  see  these  places  put  in 
an  inferior  position  to  a  Body  which 
would  very  often  be  out  of  sympathy 
with  them. 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  he  should  be 
very  sorry  to  put  the  Committee  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division  if  he  could  avoid 
it ;  but  he  certainly,  under  the  circum- 
stances, felt  bound  to  divide.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  could  suggest  anything  to 
give  effect  to  what  he  had  understood 
him  to  imply — namely,  that  there  might 
be  the  possibility  of  devising  some 
method  by  which  the  municipal  boroughs 
might  have  an  option  in  the  matter  of 
going  either  to  the  County  authority  or 
to  the  Government  authority. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  was  afraid  it 
would  be  very  inconvenient  to  have  a 
dual  control,  but  he  had  always  said 
that  when  Uiey  came  to  consider  the 
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question  of  the  transference  of  powers 
by  means  of  Provisional  Orders,  he 
should  be  very  glad  to  g^ve  full  con- 
sideration to  the  suggestion  made. 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that  his 
Amendment  proposed  that  whatever 
might  be  the  powers  given  under  the 
Provisional  Orders  to  county  authorities, 
the  municipal  boroughs  should  be  ex- 
empted. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  he  could  not 
possibly  accept  that. 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  asked,  would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare)  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  We  give  large 
powers  of  delegation  from  the  County 
Council  to  the  District  Council  ? 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  asked  whether  it 
would  not  be  possible,  without  putting 
the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of  a  Divi- 
sion, to  leave  the  matter  so  far  open 
that  when  they  came  to  discuss  the 
matter  of  delegating  these  powers,  they 
would  still  be  in  a  position  to  discuss 
the  question  they  were  now  discussing  ? 

Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
said,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hanley  would  not  think  it  necessary  to 
divide  the  Committee  upon  this  Amend- 
ment. It  had  not  received  much  sup- 
port, and  there  seemed  to  be  a  great 
deal  in  what  was  said  of  the  changed 
position  effected  by  the  Amendments  in 
the  clause. 

Mr.  WOODALL:  Perhaps  the  Go- 
vernment would  prefer  that  we  should 
report  Progress  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  Certainly  not. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 

0 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  1887-ADMINISTRATION 
OF  THE  ACT. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  suppose  I  am  right  in 
assuming  that  as  Monday  was  fixed  for 
the  debate  on  the  Motion  of  which  I 
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have  given  Notice,  by  that  time  the 
Returns  for  which  I  asked  before  the 
Whitsuntide  Eecess  and  the  other  on 
the  1st  of  June  will  be  produced  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
Chester,  E.) :  With  regard  to  the  first,  I 
am  not  sure  whether  I  can  give  all  the 
particulars  for  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  asked  with  regard  to  the 
sentences ;  but  as  to  the  other  and  more 
important  Return,  I  have  communicated 
to  the  authorities  in  Dublin,  and  I  am 
elad  to  find  it  will  be  possible,  without 
Goubt,  to  have  the  Return  in  question 
in  manuscript  in  the  House  on  Monday, 
with  the  exception  of  the  portion  of  it 
which  relates  to  the  county  of  Kerry. 
It  may  be  possible,  also,  to  include  the 
county  of  Kerry,  but  I  am  not  certain. 
I  have  telegraphed  to  Dublin  and  asked 
that,  if  possible,  this  Return  should  be 
put  into  print  in  Dublin,  so  that  it  may 
be  brought  before  the  House  without 
delay.  I  may  point  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  that  is  quite  an 
unprecedented  course  to  take,  as  all 
such  Returns  are  invariably  presented 
to  the  House  in  the  first  instance,  and 
then  ordered  by  the  House  to  be  printed ; 
but  I  have  taken  the  course  I  have  in- 
dicated with  the  object  of  placing  the 
information  before  the  House  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  But  Kerry 
is  one  of  the  most  important  scenes  of 
the  operation  of  the  Act.  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  give  me  any  par- 
ticulars with  reference  to  that  county  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes,  I  think 
I  can  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
very  lar^e  number  of  particulars,  but  I 
cannot  jpedge  myself  to  have  the  formal 
Return  with  regard  to  Kerry  by  Mon- 
day. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— JUDGMENTS  IN 
THE  KILLEAGH  CASE  — NOTES  OF 
THE  JUDGES'  DECISION. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  in- 
quired whether  the  notes  of  the  Judges' 
decision  in  the  Exchequer  Division  with 
reference  to  the  alleged  conspiracy  at 
Killeagh  would  be  ready  by  Monday  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manches- 
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ter,  E.),  in  reply,  said,  that  he  could 
not  undertake  without  longer  Notice  to 
comply  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's request,  as  it  was  unusual  and 
would  be  inconvenient. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT(Derby): 
We  have  put  constant  Questions  on  this 
subject  for  a  week  past.  Therefore,  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  had  full  Notice. 
We  want  materials  upon  which  to  ask 
the  opinion  of  the  House  with  regard  to 
these  Resident  Magistrates. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  must  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  in- 
quiry to  which  the  question  refers  has 
only  just  finished.  Therefore,  the  Ques- 
tion could  not  have  been  asked  before. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
rose  to  put  a  further  Question,  but 

It  being  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  House 
suspended  it  Sitting. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 

ORDERS     OF   TEE    BAY. 

SUPPLY.— COMMIITEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

CHURCH  OF  SCOTLAND.— RESOLUTION. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College), 
in  rising  to  move — 

'*That  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honse  the 
Church  of  Scotland  ought  to  be  disestablished 
and  disendowed,** 

said,  the  question  of  Church  Disestab- 
lishment dififered  in  Scotland  and  in 
England  in  this  material  respect,  that 
while  the  Church  of  England  was  in 
fact  the  Episcopal  Church  in  England, 
the  Presbyterian  Church  of  Scotland 
was  by  no  means  synonymous  with  the 
Presbyterian  Church  in  Scotland.  It 
was,  in  fact,  a  mere  fraction  of  it,  and 
the  connection  between  Church  and 
State  in  Scotland  had  been  the  cause  of 
every  secession  that  had  taken  place 
within  its  ranks.  Wholesale  secessions 
had  occurred,  and  a  Presbyterian  com- 
munity had  sprung  up  outside  the  walls 
of  the  Established  Church  essentially 
the  same  in  doctrine,  equal  or  greater 
in  point  of  numbers,   which   was  not 
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behind  the  Established  Church  in  mate- 
rial wealth  and  energy,  which  was  per- 
fectly efficient  for  the  work  of  the 
country,  and  which,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
was  carrying  on  the  religious  work  of 
the  country  in  the  poorest  districts  in 
Scotland,  So  far  from  the  present 
privileges  and  position  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  having  a  tendency  to 
bring  about  union  in  the  dififerent  reli- 
gious Bodies,  it  was  admitted  by  the 
most  far-seeing  supporters  of  the  Church 
— it  was  admitted,  for  example,  by  the 
Duke  of  Argyll — that  nothing  was  so 
likely  to  bring  about  the  union  of  the 
Presbyterian  Bodies  as  Disestablish- 
ment. That  opinion  was  held  by  the 
opponents  of  the  Establishment.  It  was 
admitted  on  both  sides  that  the  present 
state  of  things  could  not  last  long  in  Scot- 
land. Either  Parliament  itself  must  soon 
wake  up  to  the  inexpediency  and  injus- 
tice of  the  Establishment,  the  retention 
of  whose  privileges  afforded  a  motive 
fur  a  constant  struggle  against  the  sister 
institutions,  or  the  Established  Church 
would,  by  means  of  the  State  aid  which 
it  received,  gradually  weaken  and  under- 
mine the  great  ecclesiastical  edifice 
which  had  grown  up  by  its  aid.  Among 
the  Presbyterian  communities  the  ques- 
tion of  Disestablishment  resolved  itself 
into  the  question  of  whether  the  resources 
of  the  State,  to  which  non-Churchmen 
as  well  as  Churchmen  had  to  contribute, 
should  continually  be  applied  to  foster- 
ing the  dependence  of  Presbyterianism 
on  State  aid ;  or  whether,  the  connect- 
ion between  Church  and  State  being 
severed,  the  principle  of  religious  equal- 
ity being  practically  recognized,  and  the 
property  of  the  nation  being  applied 
to  really  national  purposes,  the  Churches 
should  be  left  to  work  out  their  own 
destiny  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of 
the  times.  The  statistics  were  disputed. 
On  the  one  side  the  Established  Church 
claimed  a  majority  of  the  Presbyterian 
community — he  did  not  think  justly — 
and  on  the  other  side  the  Free  and 
United  Presbyterian  Bodies  claimed  that 
they  embraced  a  majority  of  the  Presby- 
terian worshippers ;  but  about  this  there 
was  not  the  slightest  doubt,  that  the 
Established  Church  did  not  embrace  a 
majority  or  half  of  the  population  of 
Scotland.  The  highest  claim  advanced  on 
behalf  of  the  Established  Church  was 
only  46  per  cent  of  the  population.  The 
number  of  places  of  worship  maintained 


by  the  Established  Church  was  over 
100  less  than  those  of  other  Presbyterian 
Churches,  and  about  1,000  less  than 
those  of  the  Nonconforming  Bodies  of 
Scotland.  Now,  he  asked,  why  should 
this  sect  or  section  of  the  old  creed  con- 
tinue not  only  this  monopoly,  but  also 
be  allowed  to  interfere  in  purely  civil 
affairs  at  the  present  day  ?  Why  should 
it  be  allowed  to  control  the  Theological 
Chairs  in  the  Universities;  and  why 
should  its  ministers  enjoy  any  special 
immunity  from  taxation,  or  interfere 
through  its  Kirk  Sessions  with  the  con- 
stitution of  Parochial  Boards,  to  which 
were  entrusted  the  inoidenoe  of  the 
most  important  items  of  local  taxa- 
tion? It  was  in  accordance  with  the 
spirit  of  the  old  times,  when  there 
was  religious  unanimity,  that  certain 
privileges  should  be  conferred  upon  the 
^Established  Church.  In  those  days 
it  was  held  responsible  for  the  poor, 
and  for  the  morals  of  the  people ;  but 
now  a  new  state  of  matters  had  arisen. 
The  Established  Church  had  ceased  to 
represent  the  community  ;  it  had  ceased 
even  to  represent  the  Presbyterian  com- 
munity. Among  a  certain  portion  of 
the  religious  Bodies  the  connection  be- 
tween the  Church  and  State  was  re- 
garded as  sinful  and  unscriptural,  and 
conscientious  objections  were  entertained 
to  being  compelled  to  contribute  towards 
the  maintenance  of  a  State  Church.  A 
vast  majority  of  the  Free  Churchmen 
considered  that  under  existing  circum- 
stances the  maintenance  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  was  unjust  and  inex- 
pedient. The  fact  of  the  Free  Church, 
which  was  favourable  to  the  general 
principle  of  Establishments,  having  been 
compelled  by  force  of  circumstances  to 
declare  that  the  maintenance  of  an 
Established  Church  in  Scotland  was  in- 
expedient and  unjust,  should  be  con- 
sidered a  testimony  of  enormous  weight 
by  the  Members  of  this  House.  The 
indignation  with  which  the  Free  Church 
had  again  and  again  resisted  the  pe- 
cuniary bribe  of  participation  in  the 
endowments  to  go  over  to  the  Establish- 
ment might  be  taken  as  a  proof  of  the 
earnestness  of  conviction  on  the  part 
of  members  of  that  Church.  Of  the 
two  great  Presbyterian  Nonconforming 
Bodies  in  Scotland,  one  was  dead  against 
all  connection  between  Church  and  State, 
and  the  other  declared  that  in  existing 
circumstances  the  maintenance  of  the 
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connection  was  inexpedient  and  unjust, 
and  besides  those  two  Bodies  there  were 
a  number  of  others  who  held  precisely 
the  same  opinion — Baptists,  Evangelicial 
Unionists,  Methodists,  Congregational- 
ists,  and  others — all  of  whom  protested 
against  the  maintenance  of  the  Establish- 
ment as  unjust.  Again,  it  was  not  a 
Church  question  only,  but  Disestablish- 
ment was  becoming  a  great  political 
question.  With  hardly  an  exception, 
resolutions  in  favour  of  Disestablishment 
had  been  adopted  by  every  Liberal 
association  throughout  the  country,  and 
wherever  there  was  a  conference  of 
delegates  of  those  Liberal  associations 
resolutions  in  favour  of  Disestablishment 
and  Disendowment  were  adopted  now 
as  a  matter  of  course.  Coming  to  the 
question  of  endoMrments,  it  was  not 
easy  to  give  exact  figures,  because 
most  of  them  had  to  be  dug  up  from  a 
whole  mass  of  documents.  The  endow- 
ments of  the  Church  of  Scotland  amounted 
to  between  £330,000  and  £350,000 
a-year,  exclusive  of  a  sum  averaging 
£40,000  a-year  which  the  Church  re- 
ceived in  the  shape  of  an  assessment  for 
the  maintenance  and  repair  of  Ecclesi- 
astical buildings.  The  total  amount 
received  by  the  Established  Church  of 
Scotland  in  the  shape  of  endowments  was 
therefore  less  than  £400,000  per  annum, 
and  that  was  a  mere  fraction  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Presbyterian  Churches  in 
Scotland,  which  amounted  to  about 
£1,750,000  sterling  yearly.  The  endow- 
ments which  the  Church  received  from 
the  State  were  from  various  sources. 
There  was  a  sum  of  £17,000  got  under 
Act  of  Parliament  from  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  for  the  payment  of  sti- 
pends in  the  Highlands,  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald) 
himself  a  few  nights  before  had  admit- 
ted to  be  wasted.  There  was  another 
portion  of  about  £20,000  derived  from 
local  and  burgh  assessments,  and  he 
did  not  think  the  right  of  Parliament 
to  deal  with  a  Parliamentary  grant 
which  was  being  wasted  could  be  ques- 
tioned, or  that  its  right  to  deal  with 
local  assessments  would  be  contested. 
As  to  the  sum  received  by  the  Church 
in  the  shape  of  assessments  for  the  re- 
pair and  maintenance  of  Ecclesiastical 
buildings,  their  hon.  Friends  opposite 
admitted  the  right  of  Parliament  to 
deal  with  it,  inasmuch  as  Bills  had  con- 
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stantly  been  brought  in  relating  to  the 
subject.  But  the  greater  portion  of  the 
endowments  of  the  Church  was  derived 
from  tiends  or  tithes.  Those,  his  oppo- 
nents said,  were  the  patrimony  of  the 
Church,  and  they  stigmatized  any  pro- 
posal to  divert  those  tiends  to  secular 
purposes  as  spoliation  and  robbery.  He 
denied  that  in  toto.  These  endowments 
from  the  tiends  or  tithes  were  national 
property,  and  Parliament  had  a  perfect 
right,  having  regard  to  life  interests,  to 
direct  them  to  whatever  purpose^  it 
pleased.  Indeed,  he  considered  Parlia- 
ment had  infinitely  more  right  to  deal 
with  those  tiends  than  with  Corpora- 
tion funds,  and  with  the  private  and 
recent  endowments  for  educational  and 
charitable  purposes  on  which  in  the 
public  interest  it  so  constantly  laid  violent 
hands.  But  if  his  opponents  would  assert 
that  there  was  any  spoliation  in  the 
question,  he  would  reply  that  the  right 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  to  these  tiends 
was  based  entirely  on  spoliation.  Tiends 
were  not  instituted  by  the  Presbyterian 
Church,  but  by  the  Eoman  Catholic 
Church  or  the  ancient  Caledonian 
Church,  and  if  there  was  any  spoliation, 
it  was  practised  on  the  Boman  Catholic 
Church  at  the  time  of  the  Reformation. 
The  Scottish  Parliament  treated  those 
tiends  or  tithes  as  public  funds,  and  for 
several  years  after  Presby terianism  had 
superseded  Homan  Catholicism  as  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  no  provision  for  the 
maintenance  of  Presbyterian  clergy  out 
of  tithes  existed.  Again  and  again, 
in  the  course  of  various  Ecclesiastical 
revolutions  in  Scotland,  those  reve- 
nues had  been  diverted  from  the 
Presbyterian  Church  as  the  national 
Church  of  the  country  and  oscillated 
between  Presbyterianism  and  Episco- 
pacy. He  contended  that  these  tithes 
were  purely  national  property,  that 
the  application  of  them  to  a  single 
sect  was  unjust  and  inexpedient,  be- 
cause it  afforded  a  lever  for  the  injury 
of  other  Bodies  who  taught  the  same 
religion,  and  who  were  equally  able  to 
provide  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
people.  He  maintained,  also,  that  these 
endowments  were  unnecessary  in  the 
interests  of  Presbyterianism,  because 
they  constituted  so  small  a  fraction  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Presbyterian  religion  that 
their  withdrawal  would  not  seriously 
affect  it.  He  believed  one  effect  of  their 
withdrawal  would  be  to  bring  about  b, 
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re- union  in  the  Churches,  and  effect  a 
saving  in  the  working  expenses  that 
would  compensate  for  any  immediate 
inconvenience.  It  was  the  principle  of 
Disestablishment  and  Disendowment 
that  he  and  those  who  supported  him 
wished  to  vote  in  favour  of.  They  had 
no  wish  to  interfere  with  life  interests, 
or  to  imitate  the  policy  which  the  Church 
of  Scotland  itself,  controlled  by  the  State, 
was  obliged  to  adopt  in  dealing  with 
the  people  who  seceded  from  it,  and 
whom  it  sent  forth  to  the  world  stripped 
of  all  their  ecclesiastical  property.  He 
considered  the  present  system  unjust 
and  inexpedient,  and  proposed  another 
system  which  was  just  and  expedient. 
He  proposed  that  the  application  of  the 
money  shall  be  to  some  national  object. 
It  was  calculated  that  the  money  would 
be  more  than  sufficient  to  meet  local 
charges  for  education  throughout  the 
country,  and  sufficient  in  many  High- 
land parishes  to  provide  a  satisfactory 
solution  for  the  crofter  question.  As  to 
the  destination  of  the  funds,  however,  that 
was  matter  for  subsequent  deliberation. 
Meanwhile,  he  wished  the  House  to 
affirm  the  principle  that  the  endowments 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  should  be  put 
an  end  to.  The  position  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  had  ceased  to  be  what  it  was 
20  years  ago.  Its  members  had  adopted 
an  aggressive  attitude,  and  that  was  the 
reason  why  Disestablishment  was  de- 
manded. The  Patronage  Act  was  the  £rst 
step  in' this  policy  of  aggression.  [  Cries  of 
**  No ! "]  Was  it  not  the  passing  of  the 
Patronage  Act  that  preceded  the  action 
of  the  Free  Church  in  regard  to  Dises- 
tablishment ?  Since  then  the  aggressive 
policy  of  the  Church  and  its  friends  had 
been  steadily  continued.  Only  two  Ses- 
sions ago  a  measure  was  introduced  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Inverness  Burghs  (Mr.  Finlay)  which 
was  intended  to  withdraw  from  the  Free 
Church  community  into  the  Establish- 
ment a  number  of  Highland  congrega- 
tions. Then  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  A. 
Campbell)  had  on  the  Paper  a  Bill  which 
all  the  Nonconformists  of  Scotland  re- 
garded as  a  measure  to  strengthen  the 
Established  Church  of  Scotland  at  the 
expense  of  the  Free  Church.  Moreover, 
there  had  that  very  day  been  brought 
forward  by  a  noble  Lord  in  **  another 
place  "  a  resolution  to  make  the  Estab- 
lished Church  a  really  National  Church, 
by  allowing  all  Protestant  ratepayers  to 


vote  in  the  election  of  her  ministers.  There 
were  four  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
against  the  Motion.  The  first  was  by 
the  hon:  Member  for  the  Central  Division 
of  Glaegow  (Mr.  Baird),  the  second  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities  (Mr.  J.  A.  Camp- 
bell), and  the  third  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  St.  Andrew's  (Mr.  Anstruther).  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  St.  Hollox  Division 
of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Caldwell),  in  his 
Amendment,  introduced  the  Treaty  of 
Union,  but,  so  far  as  regarded  the  Church 
of  Scotland,  the  Treaty  of  Union  was 
irreparably  broken — almost  before  the 
ink  on  it  was  dry — by  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  Queen  Anne  which  re*  imposed 
lay  patronage  on  the  Church  of  Scotiand. 
The  Free  Church,  which  now  pro- 
claimed the  maintenance  of  an  Estab- 
lishment to  be  inexpedient  and  unjust, 
could  advance  the  very  best  title  to 
bein^  the  real  heir  of  the  pre-Union 
Church  of  Scotland.  He  (Dr.  Cameron) 
did  not  propose  |any  measure  for  the 
Disestablishment  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land, but  simply  proposed  a  Eesolution 
which  would  afford  means  for  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  of  Scotland  in 
the  most  authoritative  and  Constitutional 
manner  to  declare  their  wishes  upon  the 
subject.  He  had  moved  the  same 
Kesolution  in  the  last  Parliament,  and 
had  been  defeated  by  a  large  majority, 
but  in  the  minority  were  a  considerable 
majority  of  the  Scotch  Members,  and  a 
very  large  majority  of  the  Scotch 
Liberal  Members.  Including  those 
who  afterwards  became  Unionists, 
they  were  three  to  one  in  favour 
of  the  Motion,  and  exclusive  of  those 
Gentlemen  they  were  seven  to  one. 
In  1877  it  was  evident  that  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Patronage  Act  the 
question  of  Disestablishment  and  Dis- 
endowment in  Scotland  would  become 
an  active  and  burning  question.  That 
was  prophesied  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  who  said  that 
the  attempt  that  had  been  made  to  buy 
out  piecemeal  what  had  been  driven  out 
wholesale  would  produce  that  effect. 
When  the  official  Leader  of  the  Liberal 
Party — the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Eossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)— made  a  speech  at  Glasgow  em- 
bodying the  policy  of  the  Liberal  Party 
on  the  subject  of  Disestablishment,  he 
declared  that  whenever  Scottish  opinion, 
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or  even  Scottish  Liberal  opinion,  was 
fully  formed  on  this  question,  he  would 
venture  to  say  that  the  Liberal  Party  as 
a  whole  would  be  prepared  to  deal  with 
the  question  on  its  merits  without  refer- 
ence to  any  other  consideration.  To 
that  declaration  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
repeatedly  expressed  his  adhesion.  The 
BUDJect  had  been  kept  back  for  years, 
— first,  because  the  county  franchise 
question  took  the  lead  ;  and,  secondly, 
at  the  Elections  since  another  im- 
portant question  had  been  paramount. 
There  were  no  longer  any  reasons  which 
made  it  expedient  to  suppress  this  ques- 
tion, and  the  time  had  now  come  when 
he  called  upon  the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal 
Party  to  give  efifect  to  the  promises  that 
for  10  years  had  been  dangled  before 
the  eyes  of  the  Scottish  people,  their 
most  zealous  supporters.  He  believed 
that  on  this  occasion  he  should  not  appeal 
to  them  in  vain  to  redeem  their  pledges. 
In  October  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  made  a  speech 
at  Nottingham,  in  which  he  referred  at 
considerable  length  to  the  Disestablish- 
ment and  Disendowment  of  the  Church 
in  Wales  and  Scotland.  He  declared 
that  the  question  stood  in  the  first  rank 
of  legislative  urgency,  and  repeated  his 
declaration  that  it  ought  to  bo  dealt  with 
in  accordance  with  the  views  of  the 
Scottish  people.  He  further  said  that 
if  Scotland  sent  as  good  a  body  of  Home 
Bulers  to  Parliament  as  Wales,  the 
question  of  Disestablishment  in  Scotland 
would  take  priority,  because  Scotland 
would  be  able  to  hold  her  own.  [Zatf^A- 
tsr.']  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  had  great  power  of  laughter  ; 
but  he  did  not  laugh  when  he  heard  the 
news  of  the  Ayr  Burghs  Election,  and  he 
knew  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  would  recog- 
nize that  every  seat  that  has  been  won 
by  his  Supporters  in  Scotland  since  the 
split  in  the  Liberal  Party  had  been 
won  in  every  siugle  case  by  men  favour- 
able to  Disestablishment.  He  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party  of 
the  Scottish  proverb,  '*Giff-gafF  maks 
guid  friends ;  "  and  that  the  ob- 
vious corollary  of  the  proposition  laid 
down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was,  that  if  he 
would  strengthen  the  Liberal  ranks  from 
Scotland  and  the  Party  he  led,  he  must 
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give  a  proof  of  the  practical  nature  of 
the  belief  which  he  had  expressed 
on  behalf  of  himself  and  his  Friends 
that  this  question  was  now  ripe  for 
decision.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  moving  the  Hesolution  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.)  in 
seconding  the  Hesolution,  said,  it  might 
not  be  inappropriate,  as  the  Motion  had 
been  proposed  by  the  Bepresentative  of 
a  large  city  constituency,  that  he,  as 
representing  one  of  the  large  county 
constituencies  in  the  North -East  of  Scot- 
land, should  second  it.  His  hon.  Friend 
(Dr.  Cameron),  he  thought,  had  made 
out  his  case  for  Disestablishment,  and 
they  would  look  to  the  other  side  to 
make  out  a  case  for  the  continuance  of 
religious  inequality  in  Scotland.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Central  Division 
of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Baird)  had  put  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  which  in 
plain  language  said  that  the  Motion 
tended  to  irreligion  and  immorality.  He 
(Mr.  Esslemont)  need  not  say  that,  as  a 
Presbyterian  and  a  loyal  adherent  of  the 
same  Confession  of  Faith  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  if  he  thought  the  Motion 
had  a  tendency  to  irreligion  and  immo- 
rality, he  should  be  the  last  person  in 
the  world  to  preach  the  doctrine  of  Dis- 
establishment. The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Universities 
(Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell),  who  also  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  objected  to 
the  Motion,  because  the  position  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  did  not  warrant  them 
in  interfering.  He  (Mr.  Esslemont)  had 
never,  in  the  discussion  of  the  subject, 
made  comparisons  with  Churchmen,  and 
he  was  willing  to  admit,  having  been 
connected  with  the  Presbyterian  Church 
for  nearly  40  years,  that  during  the 
most  of  that  time  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land had  been  growing  in  activity  and 
in  vigour  in  the  great  work  of  religion 
throughout  Scotland.  But  why  should 
they  not  interfere  with  that  temporal 
question  of  Disestablishment  and  Disen- 
dowment ?  The  Church  of  Scotland  was 
established  for  three  purposes.  Its  first 
duty,  he  admitted,  was  to  look  after  the 
religion  of  the  people  ;  but  there  were 
two  other  duties  reposed  in  it  under  the 
old  parochicd  system.  The  first  of  these 
was  the  charge  of  the  poor ;  but  that 
duty  had  long  ago  been  consigned  to 
the  tender  mercies  of  the  ratepayers. 
The  second  was  the  education  of  the 
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young ;  but  that  also  had  been  removed 
from  the  hands  of  the  Church ;  and  he 
challenged  any  of  the  champions  of  the 
Ohurch  to  say  that  the  Education  Act 
had  not  been,  in  the  main,  a  great  bene- 
fit to  Scotland.  Therefore,  two  of  the 
elementary  functions  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  had  been  disposed  of,  and  the 
question  they  had  to  consider  was,  whe- 
ther the  time  was  not  come  when  the 
endowments  of  the  Church  should  be 
distributed  over  an  area  which  would  be 
useful  to  the  whole  community,  instead 
of  confining  them  any  longer  to  the  up- 
holding of  what  was  merely  a  section  of 
the  Church.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
people  of  Scotland  did  not  wish  their 
Established  Church  to  be  interfered 
with ;  but  how  could  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  upon  this  point  be 
ascertained?  The  question  had  been 
brought  prominently  before  the  minds 
of  the  Scotch  electors  during  recent 
elections,  and  the  people  had  declared 
themselves  either  in  favour  of  or 
against  Disestablishment  and  Disendow- 
ment,  and  it  was  notorious  that  the 
largest  portion  of  those  returned  were 
in  fkvour  of  religious  equality.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  St. 
Andrew's  Burghs  (Mr.  Anstruther)  had 
said  in  his  Amendment  that  they 
ought  not  to  apply  this  money  for 
secular  purposes.  It  was  a  new  doc- 
trine that  money  which  belonged  to  the 
public  might  not  be  applied  for  any 

Surpose  which  the  country  thought  best 
eserving  of  support.  Many  people 
argued,  and  it  was  a  favourite  assertion 
of  those  who  were  opposed  to  him  upon 
the  question,  that  the  supporters  of  Dis- 
establishment were  in  favour  of  taking 
away  a  certain  patrimony  from  the 
people  of  Scotland.  He  thought  it  only 
required  a  very  elementary  consideration 
of  the  question  to  lead  one  to  the  con- 
clusion that  neither  he  nor  anyone  else 
proposed  to  do  anything  of  the  kind. 
Not  one  farthing  of  this  money  would 
be  lost  to  the  people  of  Scotland.  He 
asked  merely  whether  the  time  had  not 
come  when  they  might  apply  it  for 
a  universal  purpose,  in  which  every 
parishioner  would  have  an  equal  share. 
The  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  St.  Eollox  Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Caldwell)  was  somewhat  contradictory. 
The  hon.  Member  first  said  that  the 
Imperial  Parliament  could  not  interfere, 
and  then  he  said  that  the  Imperial  Par- 


liament ought  to  interfere  as  soon  as 
the  people  of  Scotland  told  it  do  so.  He 
left  the  hon.  Member  on  the  horns  of 
the  dilemma.  There  either  ought  to  be 
home  rule  on  this  question,  or  there  ought 
not.  He  would  make  the  friends  of  the 
Established  Church  a  present  of  the  fact 
which  they  put  forward,  that  they  were 
in  a  large  majority  in  Scotland.  In  that 
case,  on  account  of  their  power  and  their 
numbers,  they  ought  to  be  the  more 
ashamed  to  take  from  their  Homan 
Catholic  brethren,  their  Episcopalian 
brethren,  and  those  who  differed  from 
them,  the  money  to  support  their  re- 
ligion. In  the  county  he  represented, 
there  were  in  many  of  the  parishes  one 
endowed  Church  and  two  other  Churches 
belonging  to  the  same  denomination, 
which  were  neither  endowed  nor  estab- 
lished. These  were  chapels  of  ease. 
Did  this  great  Established  Church  of 
Scotland  hold  to  its  principles  ?  No  ;  it 
did  not.  In  not  one  of  those  parishes 
did  the  old  Church  seek  to  divide  its 
loaves  and  fishes  with  the  others.  The 
whole  endowment  was  kept  to  the  one 
Church,  while  the  others  were  allowed 
to  find  the  meaus  of  grace  in  voluntary 
subscriptions.  Yet  this  Church,  which 
they  were  told  existed  on  endowments, 
really  raised  as  much  by  voluntary  sub- 
scriptions as  it  did  from  endowments. 
He  did  not  wish  to  raise  the  sectarian 
question.  He  was  content  to  rest  him- 
self on  the  political  aspects  of  this  ques- 
tion, and  he  was  obliged,  in  accordance 
with  principles  which  he  had  always 
held,  to  say  that  they  should  no  longer 
withhold  from  the  people  in  the  country 
a  share  in  the  administration  of  funds 
to  which  they  had  an  equal  right.  He 
had  much  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  Ilouse,  tho  Church  of 
Scotland  ought  to  be  disestablished  and  disen- 
dowed,"— (/>r  CaifieroHf) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  BAIRD  (Glasgow,  Central),  who 
had  given  Notice  of  the  following 
Amendment — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Dis- 
eatabliehnient  and  Disendowmeat  of  the  Church 
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of  Scotland  would  be  contrary  to  the  interests 
of  religion  and  the  moral  welfare  of  the  people, 
and  this  House  therefore  declines  to  entertain 
the  proposal/' 

said,  since  he  had  given  the  Notice  he 
had  been  given  to  understand  that  the 
Bules  of  the  House  precluded  him  from 
moving  the  Amendment,  and  that  no- 
thing remained  for  him  but  to  meet  the 
original  Resolution  with  a  direct  nega- 
tive, seeing  that  the  Division  would  take 
place  on  the  Question  that  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair.  He  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  that.  His  only  wish 
was  that  the  question  should  be  pro- 
perly and  adequately  debated,  and  that 
a  Division  should  be  taken  upon  it.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division 
{Dr.  Cameron)  asked  the  House  to 
agree  that  the  Church  of  Scotland  should 
be  Disestablished  and  Disendowed.  It 
was  the  desire  of  the  hon.  Oentleman 
that  his  proposition  should  be  carried 
out  to  its  logical  conclusion  at  as  early 
a  date  as  possible.  The  idea  was  evi- 
dently intended  to  be  conveyed  to  the 
electors,  that  if  they  would  only  return 
a  sufficient  majority  to  Parliament  they 
might  look  forward  to  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  their  national  Church.  He  (Mr. 
Baird)  did  not  think  such  a  great  ques- 
tion as  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
Ohurch  of  Scotland  ought  to  stand  on 
such  a  footing.  It  ought  to  stand  by  itself 
and  be  judged  on  its  own  merits,  and  its 
fate  should  be  decided  apart  from  any 
other  consideration  whatever.  It  had 
been  suggested  on  high  authority,  ex- 
pressed in  many  quarters,  that  the  matter 
should  be  left  entirely  to  the  people  of 
Scotland — that  if  they  decided  that  Dis- 
establishment should  take  place,  then 
there  was  nothing  more  to  be  said.  He 
agreed  with  that  opinion  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent. He  believed  that  when  the  people 
of  Scotland  had  fully  made  up  their 
mindsthat  the  Church  should  be  Disestab- 
lished and  Disendowed,  it  would  then 
take  place.  But  what  he  wanted  to 
know  was,  how  were  they  going  to  gauge 
the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Scotland  ? 
They  might  endeavour  to  make  it  a  test 
question  at  the  General  Election;  but 
he  thought  every  Member  of  the  House 
would  admit  that  it  would  be  utterly 
impossible  to  separate  such  a  question 
as  Disestablishment  from  the  thousand 
and  one  questions  which  agitated  the 
minds  of  the  electors  at  such  a  time. 
They  could  not  avoid  mixing  it  up  with 


the  Land  Question  or  the  Drink  Ques- 
tion, and  say  they  had  a  decision  on  Dis- 
establishment. A  plehmte  is  sometimes 
mentioned  in  this  connection,  a  sort  of 
glorified  local  option,  in  fact ;  and  pos- 
sibly the  machinery  provided  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Linlithgowshire  (Mr. 
M*Lagan)  would  be  brought  into  opera- 
tion for  the  purpose.  They  would  then 
see,  not  whether  the  people  would 
abolish  public- houses,  but  whether 
they  would  abolish  what  was  one  of 
the  greatest  enemies  to  drunkenness. 
It  was  often  said  that  the  people  of 
Scotland  were  Radical ;  but  upon  some 
questions  he  claimed  they  were  the  most 
Conservative  people  on  the  face  of  the 
earth,  and,  if  this  question  were  put  to 
them  fairly  and  unobsoured  by  other 
questions,  he  believed  they  would  dis- 
play a  Conservatism  which  would  be  ab- 
solutely shocking  to  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite.  The  fact  was,  the  Scotch 
people  nad  not  been  consulted  on  the 
matter  at  ail.  It  was  said  the  other 
night  that  Scotch  opinion  was  overborne 
in  that  House ;  but  as  for  this  being  the 
voice  of  the  country,  he  would  only  like 
hon.  Members  to  go  down  to  their  con- 
stituencies and  take  their  stand  on  the 
single  platform  of  the  Disestablishment 
of  the  Church,  and  they  would  soon 
see  whether  the  statement  that  the 
voice  of  Scotland,  which  hon.  Members 
said  was  to  be  overborne  to-night,  was 
a  true  one  or  not.  That  question  of  Dis- 
establishment, involving  as  it  did  sepa- 
ration from  the  State,  was  one  on  which 
the  English  Members  were  perfectly  en- 
titled to  give  their  opinion.  He  should  be 
glad  if  the  hon.  Member  for  the  College 
Division  would  bring  in  a  Bill  formu- 
lating in  plain  language  his  proposals, 
and  he  should  like  to  appear  on  the 
back  of  it  some  names  he  could  mention. 
A  few  years  ago  a  Bill  was  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Dick  Peddie,  which  was  one  of 
the  wildest  ever  brought  from  the  Bar 
to  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  it  con- 
tained proposals  so  revolting  to  the 
])eople  of  Scotland,  that  he  was  abso- 
lutely inundated  with  Petitions  against 
it.  That  Bill  was  dead  and  buried,  and 
he  did  not  think  it  would  ever  be  resus- 
citated. On  the  back  of  that  Bill  ap- 
peared the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  College  Division,  but  that  was  no 
reason  why  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
not  introduce  a  Bill  on  his  own  behalf. 
Many  of  the  hon.  Members  who  sup- 
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Sorted  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
[ember  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  upon  general  questions  of 
policy,  he  believed,  would  be  very  much 
inclined  to  withdraw  their  support,  and 
no  one  knew  that  better  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself.  In  1885, 
when  the  question  of  Disestablishment 
was  brought  forward,  a  great  agitation 
was  raised  against  it  by  the  Liberals, 
and  at  the  last  moment  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  withdrew  the  subject,  finding 
he  had  made  a  mistake,  and  the  election 
proceeded  on  other  questions.  He 
(Mr.  Baird)  deprecated  the  idea  that 
the  support  of  the  Church  devolved 
entirely  on  the  Conservative  Party. 
There  was  no  one  who  was  acquainted 
with  the  history  of  Scotland  who  did 
not  know  that  since  the  secession  of  the 
Free  Church  in  1843,  the  Church  had 
made  up  much  of  her  lost  ground,  and 
had  greatly  recovered  from  the  severe 
blow  then  dealt  her ;  but  that  was  no 
argument,  although  often  used,  why  she 
should  be  dealt  another  blow  in  the 
shape  of  Disestablishment  and  Dis- 
endowment.  Although  much  of  the  lost 
ground  had  been  made  up,  there  was 
still  a  large  field  for  her  exertions,  and 
any  measure  that  might  arrest  the  de- 
velopment of  the  Church,  such  as  Dis- 
establishment, was  contrary  to  the  reli- 
gious and  moral  welfare  of  the  people  of 
Scotland.  He  was  not  going  into  the 
question  whether  those  endowments 
were  national  property  or  not,  but  in 
this  connection  he  would  like  to  point 
out  that  the  Church  itself  was  the  pro- 
perty of  the  nation,  and  was  free  to  all. 
There  was  nothing  to  prevent  any  man 
— whether  United  Presbyterian,  Free 
Church,  Roman  Catholic,  or  Atheist — 
from  going  into  the  Church  and  partaking 
in  its  services.  He  maintained  that  the 
Church  of  Scotland  outnumbered,  by  a 
large  majority,  the  communities  of  the 
Free  Church  and  United  Presbyterian 
Church,  and  it  outnumbered  all  the 
other  Churches,  including  the  Episco- 
palian and  the  Eoman  Catholic  Churches, 
by  over  60,000,  and  he  believed  it  would 
bo  shown  that  the  accommodation  pro- 
vided by  the  Nonconformist  Bodies  was 
very  small  in  comparison  with  that  pro- 
vided by  the  Established  Church.  The  ar- 
gument as  to  the  voluntary  offerings  of  the 
Established  Church  being  smaller  than 
those  of  the  Free,  was  a  purely  commer- 
cial one.    It  was  treating  the  Churches 


as'if  they  were  great  Bail  way  Companies 
competing  against  one  another.  In 
order  to  obtain  a  true  comparison  as  to 
the  liberality  of  the  two  Churches,  the 
amount  of  private  income  of  the  indi- 
vidual members  had  to  be  taken  into 
consideration.  The  true  test  of  the  value 
of  a  Church  was  not  the  amount  of 
money  it  gave,  but  the  amount  of  good 
it  did.  It  had  been  said  that  Disestab- 
lishment would  lead  to  a  union  of  the 
Churches;  but  he  scouted  the]  idea, 
and  wanted  to  know  whether,  if  the 
Church  was  Disestablished,  it  was  at 
all  likely  to  rush  into  the  arms  of  the 
Nonconformists  ?  Suppose  one  brother 
fell  out  with  another,  waff  it  likely  that 
union  would  bo  promoted  by  one  brother 
giving  the  other  a  blow  in  the  face? 
The  Church  of  Scotland  was  a  progres- 
sive Church.  Parliamentary  Returns 
in  1874  showed  that  the  number  of  com- 
municants in  the  Church  of  Scotland 
was  460,000,  in  1878  they  numbered 
515,000,  and  by  the  Parliamentary  Re- 
turn for  1884  the  number  had  still  fur- 
ther increased  to  555,622.  Since  1843, 
the  year  of  the  Disruption,  352  new 
parish  churches  had  been  erected,  and 
nearly  £2,000,000  had  been  spent  in 
building  churches  and  manses  and  in 
endowing  churches.  In  conclusion,  he 
said  that  the  Established  Church  had 
made  enormous  strides  of  late  years, 
and  was  still  growing.  It  had  great  in- 
fluence amongst  the  people  of  Scotland, 
and  no  one  who  loved  his  country  could 
look  unconcernedly  at  a  blow  directed 
against  the  Church,  which,  if  effectual, 
they  believed  would  do  serious  damage 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  people  of 
Scotland. 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  said, 
he  desired  to  congratulate  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
Resolution  on  the  direct  character  of  the 
Motion  they  supported.  He,  for  one, 
greatly  preferred  an  honest,  upright, 
straightforward  opponent  to  one  who 
shilly-shallied  and  beat  about  the  bush  ; 
and  to  those  who  pursued  such  tactics, 
he  would  say  that  even  on  the  lowest 
ground,  the  ground  of  expediency,  it 
was  haidly  a  paying  policy  to  run  with 
the  hare  and  hunt  with  the  hounds.  He 
did  not  think  the  hounds  cared  much  for 
those  who  hunted  along  with  them  and 
yet  were  continually  trying  to  throw 
them  off  the  scent,  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  hare  did  not  care  very  much 
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for  even  the  sweetest  scent  of  those  who  gathered  from  his  own  constituency,    llis  con- 
ran  along  with  it,  because  in  that  sweet-  Btituency  was  to  a  large  extent,  for  DiseaUbUsh- 

°    1          '              i.     i.  •   i.    ^* A  ment,  and  had  always  been  80.  Ten  years  ago  he 

ncss  was  always  a  nasty  taint   of  red  orhis  Colleague,  or  any  Member  of  Parliament, 

currant  jelly.     Those  who  were  conscien-  could  have  got  a  bumper  meeting  in  the  largest 

tiously  in  favour  of  the  maintenance  of  hall  in  Glasgow  in  support  of  a  Disestablishment 

the  connection  between  Religion  and  the  Resolution.    But  about  two  years  ago  several 

State  had  good  reason  to  congratulate  prominent  LiberaUonist  M. P. 's  went  down  to 

.,           1        ^         1.1.                      xu   •  Glasgow  and  convened  a  meeting,  and  though 

themselves  upon  the  progress  their  cause  theyhad  the  assistance  of  his  hon.  Friend  and 

was  making,  and  the  way  in  which  Dis-  Colleague  (Dr.  Cameron)  they  could  get  nothing 

establishment  was  more  and  more  going  more  than  a  half-filled  halL    That  was  a  very 

into  the  background  of  late  years.     In  significant  fact  indeed."— (3   Hansard,  [289] 

proof  of  this  he  would  call  a  witness  who  ^^'^-t 

could  hardly  be  said  to  be  favourably  The  Motion  before  the  House  was  a  mere 
inclined  towards  the  Church— namely,  abstract  Resolution ;  but  four  years  ago 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Dm-  the  advocates  of  Disestablishment  went 
sion  of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  himself,  the  length  of  introducing  a  definite  pro- 
That  hon.  Member,  m  1885,  before  the  pog^l  in  a  Bill.  The  Bill  of  Mr.  Dick 
General  Election,  gave  Notice  of  a  Motion  Peddie,  he  would  remind  his  hon.  Friend 
which  stood  in  the  Order  Book  of  the  the  Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
House  of  Commons  for  the  next  Session,  Glasgow,  was  a  Bill  bristUng  with  Com- 
as follows  :—  pensation  Clauses.  The  landlord,  the 
"Dr.  Cameron— Church  of  Scotland  Disestah-  heritor,  the  minister,  and  the  clerk  were 
ment-That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  tiie  to  be  compensated;  in  fact,  everybody 

Church  of  Scotland  ought  forthwith  to  he  dis-        x^u^.^  xj  xxu 

estabUshed  and  diaendowed."  '"  to  be  compensated  except  the  poor 

,     ,        ,,     ,      ,         , .  -          ,  man  who  was  to  be  deprived  of  the 

Now  the  hon.  Member  brought  forward  ct^^^h  which  was  his  birthright.    It 

a  Mofaon  upon  the  same  subject,  but  ^^  y^^^  g^id  that  the  Scottish  people 

omitted  from  it  the  word  ''  forthwith,  ^g^e  enthusiastically  in  favour  of  euch  a 

That  was  to  say  that  the  General  Blec-  measure ;  but,  if  so,  that  enthusiasm  was 

tion of  1885  killedthe  word  "forthwith."  gto^^    j^    ^    somewhat    strange    and 

ILaughter.^    Surely  the  omission  of  that  purjous  manner    On  the  back  of  that 

important  word  showed  that  between  gin  appeared  five  names.     The  first  was 

1885  and  the  present  time  popular  opi-  that  of  Mr.  Dick  Peddie.  They  all  knew 

mon  in  Scotland  on  the  subject  of  Dis-  what  happened  to  him.  He  was  defeated 

establishment  had  undergone  a  marked  f^,  t^e  Kilmarnock  Burghs,  in  spite  of  a 

change.    To  prove    that    the  cause  of  ^ch  delivered  for  him  by  his  hon. 

Disestabhshinent    was   losing    ground  -g^^^^  ^^^  Member  for    the    College 

he  would  call  another  hostile  witness  Division,  and  he  retired  into  private  life, 

—the    evidence    of  friendly   witnesses  rphe  next  name  was  that  of  Mr.  Wob- 

not  being  nearly  as  telling— to  testify  ^ter,   then  Member  for  Aberdeen;  he 

that  in  1884  It  was  nothing  like  so  ripe  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^  j^t^  private  life.    The 

as  it  was  in  1874.    Mr.  Anderson,  then  ^^j^j^g  ^^^^  ^^  tj^^t  ^f  jjig  hon  Friend 

Member  for  Glasgow— no  relation,  he  ^^e  Member  for  the  College  Division, 

believed,  of  the  hon.  Gentleman    who  The  fourth  name  was  that  of  Mr.  Hon- 

at  present  represented  the  counties  of  ^^          ^^en  Member  for  Dundee,  who 

Elgin  and  Nwrn-Mr.  Anderson  speak-  ^ad  retired  into  private  life ;   and  the 

ing  in  that  House,  on  Uth  June,  1884,  gf^^  name  was  that  of  Mr.  C.  B.  Bright 

*"**  M'Laren,  who  was  recently  defeated  for 

"Ho  had  always  voted  for  Church  Disestablish-  the   Borough  of  Stafford.     He   might, 

ment  as  a  matter  of  justice.  .  ...  He  looked  on  therefore,  apply  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 

^i\rX'^"t»'^coU.;rthr^^^^^^  Mr^«  fo'  the  College   Division    of 

of  Disestahlishment  was  less  ripe  for  solution  W^lasgow  tne  words 

now  than  it  was  10  years  ago     It  was,  he  ho-  ,,  .r^jg  the  last  rose  of  summer  left  blooming 

lieved,  a  riper  question  m  England,  and  cer-  alone  • 

ffi  iri»,»drntd'err.^iafun°?n^  All  iU  lovely  companions  are  faded  and 

Scotland There  were  other  reasons  ^ 

which  his  hon.  UMend  very  fairly  pointed  out  ^^^  to  what  was  the  miraculous  escape 

— grievances  m  England  and  Wales— whioh  c   a-l,      i.          xr      v       ^        xi.      r\  y\ 

did  not  apply  to  Scotland.    A  proof  that  the  ^\  ^"®   ^^^'    Member  for   the   College 

question  was  less  ripe  now  than  10  years  ago  he  Division  due  ?     It  might  have  been  due 
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to  good  luck  or  it  might  have  been  due 
to  good  management.  To  good  luck, 
inasmuch  as  his  was  the  middle  name  of 
the  five,  and  there  was  an  old  Latin 
saying  which  ran — **  In  medio  tutisttmus 
tbisV  But  more  probably  it  was  owing 
to  good  management.  Yes ;  good  ma- 
nagement, which  consisted  in  the  hon. 
Member  repudiating  every  line  of  the 
▼ery  Bill  on  the  back  of  which  his  name 
appeared.  He  would  remind  his  hon. 
Friend  that  he  was  quite  an  old  enough 
'* Parliamentary  hand"  to  know  that  it 
was  just  as  dangerous  a  matter  to  put 
one's  name  on  the  back  of  a  Bill  in  a 
political  sense  as  it  was  to  put  one's 
name  on  the  back  of  a  bill  in  private 
life.  There  were  responsibilities  which 
one  incurred  in  these  circumstances 
which  one  could  not  shirk.  The  only 
way  in  which  his  hon.  Friend  could 
escape  from  the  difficulty  of  the  re- 
sponsibility which  faced  him  in  con- 
nection with  Mr.  Dick  Peddie's  Bill  was 
by  saying  that  it  was  a  Disestablishment 
Bill,  and  he  did  not  like  it  to  go  forward 
without  having  a  finger  in  it. 

De.  CAMERON  said,  he  never  re- 
pudiated any  responsibility  which  he 
had  ever  incurred  for  the  Bill.  He 
approved  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill; 
but  as  for  the  details,  he  did  not  either 
suggest  or  draft  them. 

Mb.  HOZIER  said,  exactly  so;  his 
hon.  Friend  backed  a  blank  Bill  as  a 
matter  of  form,  which  entailed  un- 
pleasant responsibilities  in  political  just 
as  in  private  life.  Whatever  they  might 
say  with  regard  to  this  question,  there 
was  no  doubt  Mr.  Dick  Peddie*s  Bill 
held  the  field  as  far  as  any  regular  mea- 
sure was  concerned.  It  had  never  been 
superseded  by  any  other  scheme ;  and  he 
would  put  it  to  any  candid  Scotsman 
whether  it  was  not  still  more  unpopular 
than  any  other  measure  ever  presented 
to  a  country  ?  They  would  be  told  that 
the  votes  of  the  majority  of  the  Scotch 
Members  would  show  the  feeling  of  the 
majority  of  the  Scotch  people  on  the 
subject  of  Disestablishment.  He  em- 
phatically denied  that,  whichever  way 
the  majority  went.  [  Cheers  and  laughterJ^ 
He  observed  that  the  jeers  came  only 
from  the  Irish  Members,  who  could 
hardly  be  expected  to  know  much  about 
the  subject.  The  question  of  Disestab- 
lishment was  by  no  means  a  test  question 
either  in  1885  or  in  1886.  What  was 
Lord  Eosebery's    opinion?    Whatever 


might  be  said  for  or  against  Lord  Hose- 
bery,  no  one  would  deny  that  he  was  the 
most  admirable  electioneering  agent  any 
candidate  could  wish,  and  one  to  wjiom 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  was  deeply  indebted. 
In  a  letter  to  Dr.  Hutton,  dated  Ment- 
more,  September  3,  1885,  he  said — 

<'  I  do  not  agree  with  you  that  the  moment 
has  come  for  making  the  disestablishment  of 
the  Charoh  of  Scotland  an  indispensable  part 
of  the  Liberal  programme.  I  do  not  believo 
that  the  country  is  ripe  for  it,  while  I  suspect 
the  main  result  of  raising  it  would  be  to  fur- 
ther Conservative  prospects  in  the  coming 
election.  If  the  people  of  Scotland  wish  for 
disestablishment,  nothing  can  preveHt  its  be- 
coming a  test  question ;  if  the  people  of  Scot- 
land do  not  wish  for  it,  nothing  can  make  it 
one.  To  my  mind,  the  main  issue  to  be  fought 
at  those  elections  is  whether  the  country  is  to 
be  ruled  for  the  next  six  years  by  Liberal  or 
Conservative  methods,  to  which  all  other  con- 
troversies are  subordinate." 

That  was  to  say.  Disestablishment  was 
subordinate  to  the  question  of  who  was 
to  sit  on  the  Government  Bench  or 
on  the  other  side.  Moreover,  a  very  im- 
portant statement  had  been  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) on  the  subject  which  he  (Mr. 
Hozier)  did  not  think  had  been  quoted 
at  all.  In  the  authorized  edition  of 
the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  de- 
livered on  November  11,  1885,  in  the 
Free  Assembly  Hall,  Edinburgh,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  with  regard 
to  Dr.  Cameron's  Resolution — 

*' Gentlemen,  I  think  the  second  question  put 
to  me  is  whether  I  should  accept  Dr.  Cameron's 
resolution  as  conclusively  conveying  the  opinion 
of  the  people  of  Scotland.  In  my  opinion,  gentle- 
men, we  are  not  now  speaking  of  the  next  Par- 
liament. It  is  agreed  we  are  now  speaking,  not 
of  the  next  Parliament,  but  of  the  Parliament 
after  it.  Would  that  resolution  be  a  binding 
resolution,  accepted  as  conclusive  with  regard 
to  the  possible  opinion  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
on  the  question  by  the  Parliament  after  the 
next  P  I  tell  you  fairly  no  such  resolution  could 
be  accepted  as  conclusive  of  the  opinion  of 
Scotland.  It  would  require  a  long  series  of 
such  resolutions,  probably  for  a  considerable 
time,  to  give  that  solidity  to  a  declaration  of 
that  sort  that  would  justify  Parliament  in  so 
regarding  it.  We  will  take  the  supposition 
either  way.  Lotus  suppose  that  in  this  election 
the  Church  question  is  made  a  test  question, 
and  that  Dr.  Cameron's  resolution  was  carried 
by  a  majority  of  Scottish  Members.  Well, 
people  would  very  naturally  say  this.  They 
would  say  an  election  carried  upon  this  ques- 
tion as  a  test  question  is  not  a  fair  indication  of 
the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Scotland  on  the 
subject,  because  the  candidate  who  has  voted 
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for  it  has  done  so  inconsequence  of  the  pres-  Oq  January  5,   1878,  at  Bradford,  Mr. 

sure  brought  to  bear  upon  him  at  the  election,  Porster  used  these  remarkable  words— 
and  from  the  particular  position  of  parties  in 

his  constituency  it  would  be  more  in  his  in-  .c  Nqj  only  at  present  is  it  the  business  of  the 

terest  to  go  in  that  direction  than  m  the  other  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  to  care  for  their 

direction.    That  is  very  unsafe  ground  to  stand  pariihioners,  but  these  parishioners  know  that  it 

upon,  and  Parliament  would  be  very  slow  to  j,  jheir  business.     There  is  not  a  man  or  womnn 

recognize  it.    But  let  us  suppose,  on  the  other  ^^^^^  them,  no  matter  how  poor  or  degraded, 

side,  that  it  is  not  made  a  test  question.    Well,  ^^^^  ^^en  sick  or  sorrowful,  or  sore  beset  bj  the 

then,  if  our  view  were  to  prevail,  and  if  I  am  troubles  of  this  life,  has  not  a  right  to  jro  to  their 

right  m  saying  that  every  Liberal  voter  ought  parj^j,  clergyman  and  to  ask  him,  •  What  have  you 

to  support  a  competent  Liberal  candidate  at  this  to  tell  me  about   that  better  life  which  is  to 

election,  whatever  be  his  opinion  on  the  Church  come.'    Now,  I  am  not  prepared  to  take  this 

question,  then,  of  course,  no   such  resolution  right  from  these  men  and  women,  and   I  am   all 

could  be  accepted  as  conclusive,  because,  as  I  the  less  prepared  to  do  so  because  I  know  that 

have  said,  men  were  elected  on  general  grounds  vast  numbers  of  the  dwellers  in  these  cottage 

of  Liberalism,   and  were  not  elected  on  the  hovels  and  in  these  city  cellars  go  neither  to  the 

Lhurch  question.  pj^ri^lj  church  nor  to  any  church  or  chapel ;  but 

He    defied    anyone    to    say    that    the  '**«y  ^i^^yf,  and  I  wish  them  to  continue  to  know, 

Church  Question  was  a  test  question  in  '^l^llT^Jt^l'^'^^t^^^ 

^c%at*  i.L  •  looe  TT  "L •  ie  mmistcr  Of  Tcligion — not  beoaose  tney  are  mem- 
1886  any  more  than  in  1885.  He  himself  hers  of  this  or  that  congregation,  but  simply 
spoke  with  a  free  hand,  because  ho  was  because  they  are  Britons." 
for  the  Church  both  in  1885  and  in  1886.  «.  ^.  ,  -.  .  ,  j 
His  opponent,  Lord  Hamilton  of  Dalzell,  ^®  entirely  concurred  m  those  words. 
shiUy-shallied  in  1885,  and  said  he  T^^^^.'^i'  ^®  cordially  supported  the 
would  not  vote  either  way.  Lord  ^"^^  ^^^^  ^^  Scotland.  He  firmly  be- 
Hamilton  defeated  him  by  shilly-shally-  ^^t^«^  ^^  *^«  infinite  wisdom  of  the  text 
ing.  But  the  electors  found  him  out,  which  said—**  Prove  all  things;  holdfast 
and  in  1886  he  (Mr.  Hozier)  beat  him.  *^^**  "^^^^^  ^^  S^P^^-  ^^  ^^f  because  the 
although  Lord  Hamilton  then  threw  in  pnurch  of  Scotland  had  been  proved, 
the  extra  bait  of  Disestablishment,  because  it  had  been  proved  and  not 
Coming  now  to  the  Church  of  Scotland  ^^^^^  wanting,  that  he  had  so  much 
itself,  he  would  emphatically  affirm,  with-  Pleasure  m  supporting  it.  It  was  a 
out  fear  of  contradiction,  that  it  was  Church  which,  m  his  opinion,  secured 
universally  respected  and  beloved  even  ****^  ^^^^^  T®'^^^  poorest  districts,  quite 
by  those  outside  it.  He  would  quote  *?  ^^^\  ^^  ^^  }^^  richest,  and  in  times 
the  testimony  of  the  hon.  Member  for  ^l  ^V^^^y  ?^  less  than  m  times  of  en- 
North  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  who  thusiasm,  there  should  be  that  constant 
was  strongly  opposed  to  an  Established  maintenance  of  religious  ministration 
Church.  Speaking  in  the  House  of  ^*^*^^  ^^^  ^^  necessary  to  the  welfare  of 
Commons,  on  March  30,  1886,  the  hon.  the  people.  In  these  circumstances,  he  for 

Member  said ^^^  would  not  venture,  and  he  earnestly 

"In  Scotland  the  EsUblished   Church  is  in  *''^®^®^    ^^^^    *^®     House     would    not 

dootri'lial*L''nitywith%he  leading  non-EsTablishod  venture,  to   do    anything    towards    de- 

Churches.    It  was  not  an  alien  Church  represent-  predating  or  minimizing  an  influence 

ing  a  hostile  creed.   It  is  tlie  old  Church,  which  which,   whatever  its  opponents    might 

at  one  time  embraced  within  its  fold   the  entire  say — and,    goodness    knoWS,   opponents 

Presbyterian  community  in   Scotland      it   is  a  ^^^j           ^^^^^^  anything-had  done 

Church  that  was  regarded,  even  by   those   who^  %.                    jo 

did  not  belong  to  it,  without  the  smallest  particle  and  was  doing  an  enormous  amount  of 

of  anything  like  animosity.     Its  clergy  are  a  hard-  good. 

working  and  learned  body  of  men,  whose  eniolu-  Mr.  SHIRESS  WILL  (Montrose, 
ments  did  not  err  on  the  side  of  excess,  and  it  &c.)  said,  he  was  unable  to  come  to  the 
was  not  encumbered  with  overpaid  and  under-  conclusion  as  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
worked  dignitaries.  All  its  clergy  meet  on  a  foot-  tt  •  x  mT  i.-  iT  j  V  • 
ing  of  democratic  equality,  and  its  laity,  equally  Hozier).  ihe  question  had  been  agl- 
with  its  clergy,  shared  in  the  government  of  the  tated  in  Scotland  for  a  considerable  time. 
Church.  Its  history  every  Scotchman  can  read  and  he  believed  it  was  now  ripe  for  a 
with  pride.  settlement.  It  never  would  be  any  riper, 
This  was  strong  evidence  in  favour  of  for  the  time  had  come  when  the  con- 
the  Establishment.  He  could  not  do  ditions  that  ought  to  precede  the  settle- 
better,  in  conclusion,  than  give  the  ment  of  that  or  any  question  had  oc- 
testimony  of  the  late  Mr.  Forster,  the  curred,  and  every  condition  precedent 
son  of  a  Nonconformist  and  brought  up  to  a  settlement  was  now  realized.  He 
in  the  strictest  tenets  of  Nonconformity,  freely  admitted  that  the  discussion  had, 
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on  all  hands,  been  conducted  with  good 
temper  and  good  feeling.  He  was  un- 
able to  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend's  (Mr. 
Baird's)  Amendment,  or  with  the  rea- 
sons by  which  he  supported  it.  At  the 
same  time,  he  agreed  with  the  hoa. 
Member  that  this  question  ought  not  to 
be  mixed  up  with  any  other  question.  He 
(Mr.  Shiress  Will)  believed  no  section  of 
the  House  desired  to  mix  the  question  up 
with  any  other  question  in  the  politiccu 
programme.  It  should  be  judged  upon 
its  merits,  and  if  it  had  any  demerits, 
it  ought  to  be  condemned  for  them,  and 
not  for  the  demerits  of  any  other  ques- 
tion. His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Baird)  said 
the  proper  time  for  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion would  be  when  the  people  of  Scot- 
land had  fully  made  up  their  minds 
upon  it.  But  how  were  they  to  know 
that,  except  through  the  voice  of  the 
Hepresentatives  of  the  people  in  that 
House  ?  Statistics  had  been  widely 
circulated  on  both  sides  of  the  question, 
and  had  been  fully  dealt  with  by  his 
hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Cameron) ;  but  he  did 
not  care  whether  the  number  of  com- 
municants was  slightly  larger  on  one 
side  or  the  other.  The  time  had  gone 
by  for  counting  heads.  The  question 
had  been  so  well  considered  and  so 
thoroughly  argued,  and  was  so  well 
understood  in  Scotland,  that  it  made  no 
difference  whatever,  whether  they  had 
a  few  figures  more  on  one  side  of  the 
question  than  on  the  other.  Then  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  and  his  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
treated  the  question  as  if  the  Besolution 
committed  those  who  supported  it  to 
an  approval  of  Mr.  Dick  Peddie's  Bill. 
But  he  thought  a  very  large  number  of 
those  in  favour  of  solving  the  question 
before  the  House  in  the  way  proposed 
in  the  Besolution  disagreed  with  the 
details  of  Mr.  Dick  Peddie's  Bill.  He 
(Mr.  Shiress  Will)  disagreed  with  the 
details  of  it.  If  such  a  Bill  were  again 
put  before  the  constituencies  of  Scotland, 
while  the  great  bulk  of  the  people  would 
approve  of  the  general  principle  of  the 
measure,  yet  they  would  be  distinctly 
in  favour  of  dealing  in  a  more  generous 
and  gentle  way  with  the  great  interests 
concerned  in  the  matter.  It  was  further 
said  that  they  ought  not  to  make  this  a 
Party  question ;  but  it  was  impossible  to 
treat  this  great  and  important  matter 
otherwise  than  as  a  Party  question, 
although  he  admitted  it  was  one  that 


should  be  dealt  with  with  extreme  care 
and  caution.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
did  not  hold  out  any  hope  that  they 
would  join  in  settling  the  question,  and 
if  it  was  not  to  be  treated  as  a  Party 
question,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know  how 
they  could  deal  with  the  subject.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  said  that  there  was  not 
much  enthusiasm  on  the  subject,  and 
that  it  had  not  been  made  a  test  subject 
at  the  last  Election.  That  was  oorreot 
up  to  a  certain  point,  because,  while  in 
some  constituencies  it  was  not  a  test 
question,  in  others  it  distinctly  was. 
Then  his  hon.  Friend  went  on  to  show 
how  he  had  defeated  his  Liberal  oppo- 
nent by  being  firm  and  consistent  in  the 
expression  of  his  views  on  the  Church. 
The  Member  for  the  Central  Divi- 
sion of  Qlasgow  had  threatened  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothan  with 
the  loss  of  many  votes  if  he  took  up 
this  question.  The  answer  to  that  was, 
that  at  the  end  of  1885  the  delegates 
from  the  Liberal  Associations  through- 
out  the  whole  of  Scotland  met  at  Perth 
and  came  to  the  conclusion — 

"That  the  time  had  now  come  for  making 
Disestablishment  a  plank  in  the  Liberal  plat- 
form, and  that  the  question  should  be  dealt  with 
in  a  fair  and  generous  spirit  at  the  earliest 
opportunity." 

But,  he  would  remind  the  Gentlemen 
who  had  spoken  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  that  the  claim  of  other  Churches 
in  Scotland  to  the  endowments  now  en- 
joyed by  the  Established  Church  could 
not  be  lightly  passed  over.  What  was 
the  claim  of  the  other  two  great  Presby- 
terian Bodies  in  Scotland  in  regard  to 
endowments?  When  the  bodies  now 
united  under  the  name  of  the  United 
Presbyterians  left  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land, they  did  so  because  they  consci- 
entiously believed  that  it  was  wrong 
to  depend  upon  State  connection  and 
control.  And  when  the  Free  Church 
in  1843  went  out,  it  was  also  on  the 
question  of  State  control  and  the  ques- 
tion of  patronage.  But  when  those 
Bodies  went  out,  they  still  lefc  behind 
them  their  claims  on  the  national  funds, 
which  were  being  administered  by  the 
Body  to  which  they  had  previously  be- 
longed. These  funds  contemplated  the 
helping  of  the  poor  and  the  promo- 
tion of  education,  as  well  as  the  ministra- 
tions of  religion.  Therefore,  it  was  but 
just  and  right  that  they  should  be 
allowed  to  ur^  the  claim  that  those 
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national  funds  should  now  be  utilized 
for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  community 
at  large.  That  matter  could  only  be 
settled  in  one  way,  and  the  sooner  it 
was  settled  the  better  it  would  be  for 
the  peace  and  harmony  of  those  dif- 
ferent Bodies  which  were,  after  all, 
brethren,  and  the  better  also  for  the 
best  interests  of  the  country. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  fok 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson) 
(Bute)  said,  that  the  observations  of  the 
last  speaker  had  accentuated  the  state- 
ment made  in  the  early  part  of  the  de- 
bate that  the  proposition  before  the 
House  related  to  the  present  time  and 
not  to  any  remote  or  indefinite  period. 
But  there  had  been  a  remarkable  ab- 
stention on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  had  spoken  on  the  opposite 
side  from  the  discussion  of  the  practical 
question  raised  by  such  a  proposal,  whe- 
ther it  was  in  the  interests  of  popular 
utility  in  Scotiand  now  that  such  a 
change  as  that  should  be  carried  out. 
The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  almost  compelled  comparison 
with  some  previous  statements  that  had 
been  made  on  the  same  subject  and  from 
the  same  quarter ;  and  he  thought  that 
those  who  had  heard  that  hon.  Member 
that  evening,  and  also  those  who  had 
heard  or  read  his  former  speeches, 
would  agree  with  him  that  his  speech 
that  night  was  a  more  attenuated  expo- 
sition of  the  subject  than  the  House 
had  ever  yet  listened  to.  The  range  of 
argument,  and  even  illustration,  had 
been  greatly  narrowed ;  and,  positively, 
the  question  of  Disestablishment  had 
been  treated  merely  on  the  footing  of 
certain  excrescences  upon  the  existing 
Establiahment,  such  as  that  of  members 
of  the  Established  Church  having  seats 
on  Parochial  Boards  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  discussed  that  subject 
at  great  length,  perhaps,  because  he 
thought  the  House  was  so  familiar  with 
it ;  but  if  he  deemed  it  right  to  propound 
so  momentous  a  change  as  his  Resolu- 
tion contemplated,  the  House  were  en- 
titled to  measure  the  degree  of  urgency 
and  the  expediency  of  his  proposals  by 
the  scale  of  the  reasons  he  had  assigned 
for  them.  One  view  of  the  question  of 
Church  Establishments  was  that  the 
establishment  of  religion  in  any  country 
was  abnormal,  and  that  it  was  not  the 
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province  of  the  State  to  provide  religious 
endowments,  but  that  they  should  be 
left  entirely  to  voluntary  effort.  If  that 
were  the  proposition  on  which  the  hon. 
Gentieman  invited  the  judgment  of  the 
House  now,  the  debate  would  not  range 
over  more  than  one  or  two  subjects  of 
discussion.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
only  to  formulate  his  conscientious 
scruple  and  to  find  out  how  many 
Members  in  the  House  there  were  who 
shared  it.  But  the  matter  in  discussion 
was  not  and  could  not  be  limited  to  so 
very  abstract  and  meagre  a  thesis.  The 
subject  necessarily  led  up  to  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  the  popular  welfare  and 
general  good  of  Scotland  were  pro- 
moted by  the  Establishment  which  now 
existed ;  and  it  was  impossible  to  disie* 
gard  the  various  circumstances,  histori- 
cal and  otherwise,  which  distinguished 
Scotland  from  other  countries  as  far  as 
that  matter  was  concerned.  The  hon. 
Member  had  mentioned  rather  than 
argued  the  invidious  position  in  which 
Establishment  placed  a  Church.  He 
could  only  say,  if  the  hon.  Gentieman 
took  the  instances  he  had  given  as  mere 
illustrations  of  his  arguments,  that  they 
might  do  away  with  the  position  of 
ministers  of  the  Established  Church  at 
Parochial  Boards,  because  the  essence  of 
the  question  of  establiahment  did  not 
lie  in  any  accidental  arrangement  of 
that  kind.  It  was,  therefore,  a  mere 
ad  captandum  argument  to  introduce 
such  a  reference  to  the  precedence  of 
ministers  of  the  Establishment  in  such 
a  debate.  When  the  hon.  Member 
passed  to  tho  question  of  disendowment, 
there  was  not  observable  a  much  in- 
creased scale  of  liberality  in  his  method 
of  discussion.  But  he  would  glance  at 
the  arguments  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  used,  which  were  three  in  number. 
In  the  first  place,  the  hon.  Member  said 
that  the  possession  of  endowments  by 
the  Church  of  Scotiand  was  an  injustice 
to  the  other  Churches.  Now,  he  could 
not  himself  understand  or  at  all  fathom 
what  was  meant  by  that.  The  endow- 
ments were  held  for  the  ministrations  of 
religion  in  Scotland  to  as  many  people 
as  they  would  enable  the  ministers  to 
reach.  Was  it  an  injustice  to  other 
religious  bodies  that  this  Church  should 
have  money  ready  in  hand  while  the  other 
Churches  had  to  go  and  search  for  it  ? 
L**  Hear,  hear ! "]  Yes ;  if  it  was  merely 
a  question  of  envy  or  personal  jealousy. 
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But  there  was  no  injustice  if  tlie 
fact  of  there  being  those  endowments 
meant  merely  an  increment  of  spiritual 
means  for  the  general  welfare  of  the 
country;  and  it  was  because  hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  persistently  separated  the  ques- 
tion of  personal  prtf«^i^5  and  jealousy  of 
ministers  from  the  question  of  the  whole 
welfare  of  the  people  that  the  House  had 
heard  those  unfortunate  references  to 
ignoble  subjects  of  mere  ecclesiastical 
and  sectarian  rivalry.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  objected  to  the  endowments 
because  they  were  unnecessary.  Did  he 
mean  that  the  endowments  were  un- 
necessary in  order  to  enable  the  aggre- 
gate body  of  ministers  in  the  country  to 
overtake  the  spiritual  necessities  of  the 
people?  If  he  did,  the  hon.  Member 
would  find  the  opposite  asserted  by  all 
his  clients  in  the  Nonconformist  Body. 
Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  asserted  that 
disendowment  would  promote  reunion. 
He  confessed  he  was  unable  to  see  how 
the  question  of  reunion  entered  into  the 
question  of  disendowment.  Did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  believe  that  it  would  promote 
reunion  to  have  less  money  as  a  basis 
for  their  common  operations,  or  did  it 
mean  anything  else  than  that  they 
should  make  a  sacrifice  of  the  endow- 
ments to  the  envy  of  those  who  had  not  ? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  no  sub- 
stantive proposals  as  to  the  application 
of  the  funds  set  free  by  disendowment. 
He  did  not  understand  an  argument  on 
that  subject  which  did  not  consider  the 
relative  advantages  and  disadvantages  of 
the  old  use  of  that  money  and  the  new. 
They  had  a  right  to  know,  before  they 
assented  to  the  negative  side  of  this  pro- 
position, what  was  the  positive  proposal. 
They  were  there  to  do  their  best  for  the 
people  of  Scotland.  He  asserted  that  the 
vast  majority  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
believed  that  the  best  use  of  the  endow- 
ments which  could  be  made  was  that 
which  was  made  of  them  at  present. 
But  if  anyone  gainsaid  that  assertion  he 
ought  to  be  able  to  show  where  was  the 
other  object  of  popular  utility  of  com- 
peting importance  and  necessity  which 
was  to  absorb  the  endowments.  Abstract 
discussions  about  Disestablishment  and 
Disendowment  revealed  the  fact  that  the 
main  interest,  which  was  that  of  the 
people,  was  being  lost  sight  of  in  order 
that  they  might  pursue  the  interests  of 
ecclesiastical  rivalry  to  the  verge  of  cari- 
cature.   In  a  question  of  this  kind  he 


did  not  defend  the  existence  of  Establish- 
ment and  endowment  in  Scotland  on  any 
dilatory  pleas,  upon  mere  prescription, 
upon  mere  grounds  of  Conservatism. 
He  took  the  positive  and  firmer  posi- 
tion, and  said  that  it  would  be  an  in- 
justice to  the  Church  to  rest  her  claim 
to  the  continuance  of  present  rights  and 
endowments  upon  anything  short  of  this. 
He  asserted  that  the  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion, what  is  the  mind  of  the  people  of 
Scotland  upon  this  subject,  was  to  be 
found  in  the  history  of  the  last  40  years. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  and  those  who 
acted  with  him  in  politics,  had  always 
been  seeking  for  a  sign.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  supporters  were  ex- 
tremely anxious  that  the  mind  of  the 
Scottish  people  should  be  made  clear  on 
the  subject.  Let  them  find  the  delibe- 
rate, growing,  and  emphatic  preference 
of  the  people  of  Scotland  during  the  last 
40  years  in  the  growing  strength  of  the 
Established  Church.  It  was  in  the  his- 
torical development  of  national  convic- 
tions during  the  last  40  years,  and  not 
in  snap  majorities,  or  in  managed  elec- 
tions—it was  there  hon.  Members  would 
find  the  deliberate,  permanent,  and  re- 
liable voice  of  the  people.  Hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  had  said  nothing  more 
about  statistics  on  this  question,  except 
that  they  would  not  weary  the  patience 
of  the  House.  There  had  been  times 
when  questions  of  Disestablishment  had 
been  raised,  and  when  statistics  were 
considered  to  be  highly  relative  and 
germane  to  the  subject.  When  they 
found  that  the  statistics  now  proved  the 
increasing  strength  of  the  Church  in 
membership  and  in  contributions,  in  its 
energy  and  aggressiveness  against  evil, 
then  he  thought  that  the  Church  of 
Scotland  had  a  right  to  point  to  the 
voice  of  the  people  as  distinguishing  its 
claim  to  continue  in  the  position  as- 
signed to  her  by  the  historical  decision 
of  the  people,  and  also  by  the  increasing 
loyalty  of  all  classes.  He  would  not 
dwell  on  the  figures,  because  they  were 
not  controverted.  Let  them  take  any 
period  they  chose — 10,  20,  30,  or  40 
years — the  progress  had  been  all  one 
way.  The  Church  of  Scotland  had  been 
g^wing — that  was  the  increasing  testi- 
mony of  history  ;  and  he  said  it,  but  not 
invidiously,  that  the  relative  strength  of 
the  denominations  had  been  lessened. 
But  another  point  had  been  raised.  The 
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hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  Church  of 
Scotland  had  brought  this  attack  upon 
herself  because  she  had  adopted  a  policy 
of  aggression.    Yes ;  a  policy  of  aggres- 
sion, because  every  ecclesiastical  Body 
which   existed    was    aggressive.      The 
Ohurch  of  Scotland  was  aggressive  if 
by  that  was  meant  that  she  sought  to 
do    away  with   limitations  and   asked 
for  the   relaxation   of    privileges   and 
rights  which  might   trench   upon    the 
scope    of    her  activity.    And  here  he 
found  a  proof  that  the  objection  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  the  Established  Church  of 
Scotland  was  that  the  tide  was  rising 
on  her  side,  and  that  they  must  make 
haste  or  they  would  be  too  late.     If  the 
policy  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  had 
oeen  directed  to  an  increase  of  privi- 
leges, or  if  it  had  been  a  policy  of  inert- 
ness,  then  he  could    understand    this 
attack.    But  her  policy   had  been  the 
exact  reverse.    She  did  not  ask  for  an 
increase  of  privileges.     She  asked   for 
power  to  do  away  with  abuses,  and  for 
means  to  set  forth  her  own  claims  as 
tested  by  the  voice  of  her  own  people. 
Therefore,  he  could  not  assent  to  the 
view  that  the  measures  proposed  from 
the  other  side  were  proper  methods  of 
retaliation  upon  the  aggressiveness  of  the 
dominant    Church.      The    Church    of 
Scotland  had  endeavoured  to  fulfil  the 
duties  which  a  State  Church  had  neces- 
sarily to  discharge.     The  hon.  Member 
referred  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.   and 
learned    Member    for    Inverness   (Mr. 
Finlay).    That  Bill  was  a  testimony  to 
the  desire  of  the  Church  to  do  away 
with  all  causes  of  division,  and  to  bring 
within  her  borders  those  who  historically 
belonged  to  her.    It  was  impossible  to 
discuss  this  subject  without  referring  to 
the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East    Aberdeenshire   (Mr.    Esslemont) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Montrose 
Burghs  (Mr.  Shiross  Will),   and  what 
they  called  the  political  side  of  this 
question.    That  was  a  side  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridge- 
ton  Division  of  Glasgow   (Sir  George 
Trevelyan)  was  not  completely  unac- 
quainted.    He  could  not  have  desired  a 
greater  piece  of  political  good  fortune 
than  to  have  seen  enacted  on  the  floor  of 
that  House  the  little  comedy  at  the  close 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division  of  Glasgow.    The  hon. 
Member  closed  his  speech  by  saying 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
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Lothian  had  at  Nottingham  made  cer- 
tain statements  which  encouraged  the 
belief  that  there  was  an  open  ofifer  for 
certain  support,  and  the  hon.  Member 
proceeded  to  address  his  Leader  or  those 
who  represented  him  in  this  debate, 
and  to  ask  for  some  practical  proof  of 
his  Leader's  sincerity.     A  wicked  world 
said   that  such  things  were  generally 
done ;  but  they  were  not  generally  done 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  was  the  height  of  cynicism,  even  in  an 
ecclesiastical  discussion,  for    the    hon. 
Gentleman  to  hold  up  the   Church  of 
Scotland  in  view  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land, and  propose  to  make  terms  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  political 
support.     The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bridgeton  was  going  to  speak,  perhaps 
to  reply,  to  the  offer  of  political  support. 
He  should  like  to  know  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  going  to  close  with  it. 
Might  he  put  it  otherwise,  and  ask, 
could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  repu- 
diate it ;  and  was  it  not  eminently  sugges- 
tive that    the  hon.    Member    for    the 
College  Division,  and  others  who  had 
spoken  on  the  opposite  side,  had  most 
deliberately  objected  to  the  fusion  and 
identification  of  this  question  with  some 
other  questions  which  had  recently  been 
in  somewhat  labouring  circumstances. 
He  hoped  the  people  of  Scotland  would 
take  notes  of  the  tone  of  this  discussion 
as  taken  by  its  promoters — that   they 
would  notice  that  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  this  question  had  never  been 
discussed  in  their  interest,  but  that  it 
had  been  discussed  in  the  interest,  on 
the  one  hand,  of  rival  sects,  and,  on  the 
other,  of  aspiring  and  enterprising  poli- 
ticians. 

SiE  GEOEGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  said  that  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  had  concluded 
with  some  remarks  on  what  he  called 
the  political  side  of  the  question.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  sentences  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  dosed  a  speech 
which,  down  to  these  sentences,  was  a 
truly  admirable  one,  and  very  glad  he 
was  that  these  sentences,  in  which, 
perhaps,  he  might  find  something  to 
take  exception,  were  addressed  to  a 
Bench  upon  which  the  first  man  who 
was  going  to  rise  was  himself.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  spoke  of 
some  of  them  as  looking  for  a  sign. 
The  hon,  and  learned  Qentleman  could 
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know  yery  little  about  his  political  his- 
tory. Some  1 8  years  ago,  when  he  was 
a  young  and  poor  man,  the  Government 
brought  in  a  measure  which  he  con- 
ceived to  be  inconsistent  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  religious  equality.  He  re- 
signed Office,  and,  as  he  thought, 
sacrificed  his  political  prospects.  In 
1885 — he  might  appeal  on  this  matter 
to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hox- 
burghshire  (Air.  A.  B.  D.  Elliot),  who  a 
moment  ago  was  sitting  behind  him — 
before  the  Election,  the  Presbytery  of 
Jedburgh  addressed  a  menacing  letter  to 
both  of  them,  requiring  them  not  to  vote 
for  the  Disestablishment  of  the  Church 
if  the  question  was  raised  next  Session. 
He  told  the  Presbytery  that  he  was 
always  in  favour  of  Disestablishment 
and  Disendow  ment,  and  would  vote 
for  it  if  the  question  was  brought  for- 
ward. Coming  to  later  times,  but  times 
still  anterior  to  those  to  which  reference 
had  been  made,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Inverness  Burghs  (Mr. 
Finlay)  had  brought  in  a  BUI  which 
went  to  the  root  of  the  question  of  Dis- 
establishment ;  and,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  he  had 
himself  made  a  strong  Disestablishment 
and  Disendowment  speech  in  answer  to 
that  Bill;  and  not  only  that,  but  he 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  beside  him 
had  voted  for  the  exact  Motion  which 
had  been  brought  forward  that  evening, 
before  any  of  the  events  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  referred. 
He  agreed  with  that  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Central 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Baird) — which 
had  not  descended  to  these  topics — in 
which  he  had  hoped  that  that  debate 
would  not  be  obscured  by  any  side  ques- 
tion, as  was  the  case  in  the  constitu- 
encies. As  far  as  he  himself  was  con- 
cerned, it  would  not  be  so  obscured ;  he 
would  go  straight  to  the  point.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lanarkshire 
(Mr.  Hozier)  had  told  them  that  they 
must  prove  all  things.  He  did  not  know 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  proved  much ; 
but,  for  his  own  part,  he  would  under- 
take to  say  nothing  of  which  he  would 
not  give  proof;  he  would  go  to  the 
centre  of  the  question,  and  every  word 
he  would  say  should  bear  on  the  ques- 
tion of  Disestablishment  and  Disendow- 
ment from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
highest  interests  and  duty  of  Scotland. 
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He  must  congratulate  his  hon.  Friend 
on  having  come  first  that  evening.  It 
was  very  important  that  they  should 
have  a  debate,  and  still  more  that  they 
should  have  a  Division.  He  was  very 
anxious  to  bring  this  question  to  the 
test,  both  as  a  Liberal  and  as  a  Scotch 
Member.  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  asked  them  to  say  why  they 
were  in  favour  of  Disestablishment.  As 
Liberals,  they  held  that  State  connection 
was  a  bad  thing ;  they  considered  that 
it  fettered  and  narrowed  the  Church 
which  was  within  its  influence,  and  that 
it  depressed  and  was  unfair  to  the 
Churches  outside  of  it.  They  held  that 
it  had  the  deleterious  effect  of  all  privi- 
lege, ecclesiastical  and  political;  and 
they  held,  above  all,  that  the  public  re- 
ligious endowments  of  a  nation  should 
not  be  given  for  the  benefit  of  one  reli- 
gious body  within  that  nation,  but 
should  be  applied  to  uses  which  should 
benefit  and  meet  the  conscientious  wishes 
of  the  whole  community.  He  was  not 
ashamed,  as  a  Scotchman,  to  say  that 
he  was  very  anxious  to  have  this  de- 
bate. He  thought  that  there  was  a 
good  deal  of  sense  in  what  had  been 
said  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Kossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  that  this 
question  of  the  existence  of  an  Estab- 
lished Church  should  largely  be  go- 
verned by  the  preponderating  opinions 
of  the  people  in  the  district  and  in  the 
country  in  which  that  Established 
Church  existed ;  and  he  understood  that 
that  was  the  opinion  of  some  of  the  op- 

gonents  of  the  hon.  Member.  The  hon. 
[ember  for  the  St.  Andrew's  Burghs 
(Mr.  Anstruther)  had  brought  forward 
an  Amendment  in  which  he  said  that 
there  was  no  demand  on  the  part  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  for  the  severance  of 
the  relations  between  their  Church  and 
the  State.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
St.  Hollos  Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Caldwell)  also  brought  forward  an 
Amendment,  in  which  he  declined  to 
adopt  the  Besolution  until  the  people  of 
Scotland  should  first,  in  some  constitu- 
tional or  authoritative  manner,  have  dis- 
tinctly signified  their  desire  for  such 
Disestablishment  or  Disendowment. 
Now,  he  was  utterly  unable  to  conceive 
in  what  constitutional  and  authorita- 
tive manner  the  people  of  Scotland 
could  signify  such  desire  except  through 
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the  mouth  of  their  Parliamentary  Be- 
presentatives;  and  if  the  majority  of  the 
Kepresentatives  for  Scotland  decided 
against  them  to-night,  he  should  be 
none  the  less  glad  that  they  had  brought 
this  matter  to  the  test.  It  showed  that 
they  were  not  afraid  of  their  views,  and 
it  led  the  country  to  look  upon  the  ques- 
tion as  a  practical  one.  It  was  a  ques- 
tion which  the  House  could  not  leave 
alone,  and  which  it  never  did  leave 
alone.  From  both  sides  of  the  House 
Besolutions  and  Bills  relating  to  the 
Ohurch  of  Scotland  were  constantly 
being  brought  forward,  and  he  ventured 
to  say  that  in  the  course  of  the  next  20 
or  30  years  the  time  of  Parliament — if 
that  were  the  only  consideration — would 
be  saved  if  this  Resolution  were  adopted 
and  the  proposals  contained  in  it  car- 
ried into  law.  The  reason  of  that 
was  that  the  abuses  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  were  so  palpable  and   so 

great  that  Bills  were  constantly  being 
rought  forward  to  deal  with  them. 
These  Bills  were  brought  forward  by  the 
friends  of  the  Church  for  the  purpose  of 
diminishing  the  iuvidiousness  of  its 
privileges.  In  1874  they  had  had  from 
the  defenders  of  the  Established  Church 
an  Act  for  abolishing  patronage.  Taken 
by  itself  there  was  nothing  objectionable 
in  that  Act ;  but  when  they  took  it  in 
connection  with  the  fact  that  there  were 
other  large  Presbyterian  Bodies  in  that 
country,  he  ventured  to  say  that  the 
Church  had  no  right — as  long  as  it  in- 
flisted  upon  keeping  up  State  connection 
and  keeping  all  its  endowments — to 
continue  to  enjoy  those  material  advan- 
tages, and  at  the  same  time  to  ask 
for  the  spiritual  advantages  which 
the  other  Churches  had  gained  by 
sacrificing  everything.  Then  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Inverness 
had,  two  years  ago,  brought  forward 
a  Bill  for  declaring  the  constitution 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland.  In  that  Bill 
he  had  asked  them  to  set  the  Church 
free  from  State  control.  Now,  this 
freedom  from  State  control  was  the  only 
thing  that  the  other  Churches  had  which 
compensated  them  for  being  without 
endowment  and  State  connection,  and  it 
was  this  purpose  and  this  spirit  which 
had  brought  this  question  to  the  pre- 
sent stage.  They  could  not  expect  these 
great  voluntary  Churches  to  sit  quietly 
by  while  Bills  were  brought  in  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  away  their  adherents 

jSfr  Oeorp  Trwclyan 


one  by  one  —  \M%ni%Ur\al  cries  of 
**  Oh !  "]--certainly  that  was  the  object 
of  them  ;  what  other  object  was  there? 
— and  leaving  the  ministers  of  the 
Churches  high  and  dry,  isolated  and 
deserted,  with  all  the  immense  material 
and  educational  and  religious  interest 
which  were  in  their  hands.  It  had  been 
because  they  were  threatened  in  such  a 
manner  with  gradual  extinction  that 
these  great  voluntary  Bodies  had  come 
forward.  Since  then  all  the  denomi- 
nations outside  the  Established  Church 
had  distinctly  declared  that  if  it  wanted 
to  have  the  same  advantages  as  they 
possessed  it  must  seek  them  in  the  same 
manner  by  giving  up  its  connection  with 
the  State.  He  had  already  stated  that 
it  was  important  to  get  the  votes  of  the 
Scotch  Members  on  this  question.  But 
it  was  also  important  to  get  the  votes  of 
Eoglish  Members.  He  should  like  to 
say  a  few  words  to  English  Members 
from  the  point  of  view  of  an  English- 
man, who  had  been  a  Scotch  Member 
for  a  number  of  years,  and  who,  as  an 
Englishman,  brought  originally  to  the 
consideration  of  the  question  a  certain 
freshness  of  view.  English  Members 
were,  perhaps,  not  aware  of  the  fact  that 
the  privileges  of  the  Established  Church 
in  Scotland  were  much  greater  than 
those  of  the  Established  Church  in 
England.  In  England  the  income  of 
poor  benefices  was  increased  out  of 
Church  funds,  but  in  Scotland  the  in- 
come was  made  up  out  of  Imperial  taxes. 
[**  No,  no  !  "]  That  fact,  at  any  rate, 
could  not  be  denied.  There  was  annu- 
ally  paid  out  of  the  Exchequer  to  make 
up  Scotch  livings  as  much  as  £17,000. 
He  had  before  him  some  figures  with 
regard  to  a  number  of  parishes  all  in 
one  county.  Boss  and  Cromarty,  which 
threw  a  remarkable  light  on  the  state- 
ment of  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  as  to  the  increase  of  member- 
ship in  the  Established  Church.  In 
Kinloohlaidart  there  were  632  people 
and  15  communicants  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland;  in  Knock,  2,990  people 
and  four  communicants;  in  Poolewe, 
2,317  people  and  29  communicants;  in 
Uttapool,  2,573  people  and  17  com- 
municants; and  in  Cross,  which  had 
2,795  people,  and  Barvas,  which  had 
2,600  people,  there  were  five  communi- 
cants between  them.  And  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  told  them  that  the 
Church  of  Scotland  was  making  &  grec^t 
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advance  all  over  the  country,  and  em- 
bracing within  its  fold  the  great  mass 
of  the  people !  To  each  of  these  parishes 
there  was  paid  out  of  the  Exchequer 
£120  a-year.  Both  Parties  in  the  House 
were  at  the  present  time  looking  in  every 
direction  to  see  where  economies  could 
be  made.  Here  was  a  case  in  which  a 
large  number  of  ministers  were  being 
paid  out  of  State  funds  who  were  doing 
nothing  and  for  whom  there  was  nothing 
to  do.  It  was  a  great  abuse.  In  Ire- 
land it  was  a  serious  thing  when  there 
were  parishes  in  which  the  clergyman 
only  had  a  congregation  of  three  or  four 
persons;  but  in  that  case  the  clergy- 
man was  not  paid  out  of  the  taxpayers' 
money  as  in  Scotland  now.  Such  pay- 
ments out  of  the  Exchequer  for  sectarian 
Eurposes,  and  under  the  circumstances 
e  had  mentioned,  would,  in  the  case  of 
lay  services,  be  reg^arded  as  an  inde- 
fensible job.  But  this  was  not  the  only 
privilege  enjoyed  by  the  Church  of 
Scotland  which  the  Ohurch  of  England 
was  without.  Church  rates  had  been 
abolished  in  England ;  but  in  Scotland 
£50,000  a-year  was  raised  from  persons 
of  all  denominations  for  the  repair  and 
rebuilding  of  churches  and  manses  of 
the  Established  Church.  The  smaller 
heritors  were  exempted;  but  this  was 
really  a  g^eat  injustice  to  the  larger 
heritors.  If  this  was  an  inalienable 
obligation,  then  the  poor  should  pay  it 
as  well  as  the  rich.  If  it  was  not,  it 
ought  to  be  swept  away  altogether. 
Besides  these  grants  from  the  Exche- 
quer and  these  payments  towards  the 
repair  and  maintenance  of  churches  and 
manses,  which  were  in  the  nature  of 
Church  rates,  large  payments  were  also 
made  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  rate- 
payers. In  many  large  towns  in  Scot- 
land it  was  the  ratepayers,  who  were 
generally  voluntaries,  who  had  to  bear 
the  expense  of  the  worship  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  In  Glasgow,  £5,000 
a-year  was  paid  out  of  the  Corporation 
funds — funds  which,  if  not  paid  for  this 
purpose,  would  go  to  the  relief  of  the 
ratepayer — for  the  services  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  As  a  set-off  against 
that,  there  were  the  pew  rents ;  but  it 
was  a  most  remarkable  comment  on 
the  Solicitor  General's  observation  that, 
while  they  were  embracing  large  num- 
bers into  the  fold,  those  pew  rents  were 
steadily  diminishing.  In  Edinburgh  the 
payments  ccnild  Qot  fall  short  of  £6,000 


or  £7,000  a-year;  but  he  did  not,  of 
course,  maintain  that  those  payments 
were  made  at  present  out  of  taxes  levied 
— though  they  were  so  paid  in  a  certain 
part,  but  in  another  large  part  they  were 
the  produce  of  taxes  previously  levied 
and  capitalized.  In  Aberdeen  £  i ,  1 00  or 
£1,200  a-year  was  paid  out  of  the  Cor- 
poration fund,  and,  in  proportion,  a  like 
sum  in  the  case  of  Dundee,  Perth,  and 
Stirling.  He  was  certain  it  was  in  the 
interest  of  the  Church,  owing  to  the 
dissatisfaction  such  a  charge  created, 
that  it  ought  to  be  abolished.  Then 
there  was  the  anomaly  of  Established 
Church  ministers  sitting  eM  officio  along 
with  members  of  their  Kirk  Session  upon 
Parochial  Boards  which  had  the  power 
of  levying  taxes.  If  there  was  ever  a 
Body  which  ought  to  be  elective  and 
neutral,  surely  it  was  the  Parochial 
Boards ;  and  while  ministers  of  the 
Established  Church  had  this  privilege, 
they  were  themselves  exempt  from 
taxation.  Again,  what  could  be  more 
indefensible  and  offensive  than  the 
tests  applied  to  University  Professors  ? 
Eighty  per  cent  of  Scotland  was  Pres- 
byterian; but  still,  in  the  great  Pres- 
byterian Bodies,  the  Professors  were 
taken  exclusively  from  the  Established 
Church.  But  that  was  not  all.  All  the 
Professors  of  Greek,  Latin,  and  Natural 
Science  were  obliged  to  swear  that 
they  would  not  exercise  their  functions 
to  the  prejudice  or  subversion  of  the 
Established  Church.  Now,  there  they 
had  disabilities  which  long  ago  had  been 
abolished  by  Parliament  in  the  English 
Universities.  This  system  led  to  this 
anomaly — that  eminent  men  from  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  who  crossed  the  Border 
had  to  take  this  theological  test,  which 
was  worthy  of  the  Middle  Ages.  The 
only  defence  that  he  had  heard  of  such 
a  system  was  that  the  Church  was  the 
Church  of  the  nation ;  that  it  was  all 
but  the  universal  Church.  But  it  was 
not  a  universal  Church.  It  was  far 
from  it.  The  Presbyterians  were  80 
per  cent;  but  the  Established  Church 
was  considerably  less  than  50  per  cent 
of  the  Presbyterian  Body.  [**No!"] 
The  only  way  in  which  they  would  arrive 
at  this  was  to  take  a  count  of  the  Be- 
presentatives  who  voted  in  Parliament. 
Now,  the  Free  Church  and  the  United 
Presbyterian  Church  between  them  had 
100  places  of  worship  more  than  the 
Established  Church ;  and  it  must  be  re*- 
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membered  that  these  churches  were  built 
because  they  were  wanted.  Well,  but 
it  was  said  the  Established  Ohurch  was 
kept  up  for  the  sake  of  the  poor.  But 
was  that  correct?  The  poorest  of  the 
poor  were  to  be  found  in  Lewis;  and 
what  were  the  statistics  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  that  island  ?  The 
population  of  the  parish  of  Barras  was 
2,700,  the  Established  Church  had  5 
communicants;  Stornoway  had  7,399 
people  and  1 1  communicants ;  XJig,  8,490 
people  and  49  communicants;  Harris, 
4,360  people  and  26  communicants ; 
Lochs,  6,284  people  and  7  communi- 
cants ;  so  that  out  of  23,500  inhabitants 
in  Lewis,  23,000  were  adherents  of  the 
Free  Church,  and  what  it  was  in  Lewis, 
though  in  somewhat  less  proportion,  it 
was  all  over  the  Highlands.  It  was 
said  that  there  were  356  rural  parishes 
in  which  there  were  neither  United 
Presbyterian  nor  Free  Church  places  of 
worship ;  but  many  of  them  were  very 
small  parishes,  and  their  populations 
attended  Free  and  United  churches  in 
adjoining  parishes,  just  as  in  a  parish 
he  was  familiar  with  in  Northumber- 
land the  majority  of  the  people  were 
Methodists  or  Presbyterians  and  went 
to  buildings  outside  the  parish.  And, 
no  doubt,  there  were  in  Scotland  parishes 
in  which  there  were  no  members  of 
voluntary  Churches,  just  as  in  other 
parishes  there  were  no  members  of  the 
Established  Church.  When  it  was  asked 
how  the  Established  Church  was  to  meet 
the  needs  of  the  poor  parishes,  he  re- 
plied, in  the  same  way  that  the  Free 
Church  bad  met  the  spiritual  needs  of 
Lewia.  No  Scotchman  would  fail  to 
find  the  means  to  worship  in  the  church 
to  which  his  inclination  and  his  con- 
Boienoe  led  him ;  and  it  was  a  libel  on 
the  members  of  the  Established  Church 
to  suggest  that  they  would  be  less  gene- 
rous than  the  members  of  the  voluntary 
Churches.  The  United  and  the  Free 
Churches  had  raised  between  them  in 
the  course  of  the  year  nearly  £  1 ,000,000. 
That  proved  that  either  their  adherents 
were  more  numerous  than  they  were  ad- 
mitted to  be,  or  else  that  having  to  pay 
for  their  own  worship  made  them  excep- 
tionally generous  and  public-spirited. 
But  he  would  never  argue  this  ques- 
tion as  one  of  privilege  or  of  money  if 
Disestablishment  were  opposed  to  the 
highest  interests  of  the  Established 
Church ;  but  to  set  it  free  from  State 
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control,  to  throw  it  on  its  own  resources 
like  its  Sister  Churches,  and,  above  all, 
to  relieve  it  from  the  task  of  fighting 
for  privileges,  were  the  truest  services 
you  could  render  it.  When  he  was  a 
very  young  man  he  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  there  was  no  nobler  training 
for  the  great  mass  of  working  people 
than  the  exercise  of  the  public  spirit 
and  self-denial  which  were  required  for 
the  maintenance  of  their  religion.  It 
was  no  wrong  to  demand  from  the 
Established  Church  the  same  efibrts, 
labours,  and  sacrifices  which  had  been 
spontaneously  made  by  the  voluntary 
Churches ;  but  it  was  a  great  wrong  to 
allow  the  public  endowments  of  a  great 
country  to  be  monopolized  for  the  benefit 
of  one  religious  body,  instead  of  being 
applied  to  the  general,  public  unsec- 
tarian  needs  of  the  entire  community. 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  (Manchester,  E.)  said, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  in- 
dulged in  some  interesting  personal 
reminiscences ;  but  it  was  not  apparent 
why  he  had  done  so. 

Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  said, 
it  was  because  he  was  charged  with 
taking  up  this  question  on  political 
ground. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  it 
was  not  certainly  his  business  to  question 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  consistency ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi- 
sion had  referred  to  the  unholy  connection 
that  had  been  established  between  poli- 
tical and  ecclesiastical  questions  in  a 
sense  which  must  touch  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rather  nearly.  He  was  quite 
content  to  accept  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had  been 
a  consistent  advocate  of  Disestablish- 
ment, and  that  he  repudiated  the  bargain 
of  supporting  it  for  the  sake  of  gaining 
adhesions  to  Home  Rule,  and  he  was 
glad  that  the  question  had  been  placed 
on  the  broad  grounds  of  the  mainten- 
ance or  abolition  of  the  Established 
Church,  because  it  would  lead  the  House 
to  understand  what  was  the  ultimate 
tendency  of  the  Motion  now  before 
it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  he  was 
anxious  to  bring  this  question  to  the 
test.  They  on  the  Government  side  had 
not  raised  it ;  but  they  should  not  shrink 
from  the  test.  This  question  of  Dises- 
tablishment had  been  dragged  into  a 
promiu^Qce   for    which   there    wi^9  no 
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occasion.  The  Church  of  Scotland  was 
doing  its  work  steadily  and  carefully,  and 
was  annually  making  large  additions  to 
the  numher  of  its  members,  and  con- 
sequently there  had  been  no  reason,  on  I 
account  of  its  failure  in  efficiency,  to  ! 
bring  this  question  before  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  shown  a  certain  amount  of 
inaccuracy  in  his  allegations.  He  said 
that  in  England,  for  example,  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  grant  of  £17,000  a-year  in  aid  of  the 
poorer  parishes  in  the  Highlands  was 
taken  out  of  the  taxes  of  the  people  was 
absolutely  without  foundation.  It  was 
a  historical  fact  that  since  the  Beforma- 
tion  a  certain  portion  of  the  teinds, 
the  patrimony  of  the  Church,  had 
formed  part  of  the  hereditary  revenues 
of  the  Crown ;  and  it  was  but  a 
small  portion  of  these  that  was  annu- 
ally granted  in  aid  of  those  poor 
parishes  in  which  there  were  no  un- 
exhausted teinds  to  call  up  in  supple- 
ment of  the  inadequate  stipends.  Was 
it  possible  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  ignorant  of  that?  For 
a  long  period  the  Established  Church  of 
Scotland  had  made  great  efforts  to  meet 
the  wants  of  the  growing  population. 
Within  the  last  40  years  it  had  estab- 
lished 350  new  parishes  in  order  to 
meet  the  religious  requirements  of  an 
increasing  population.  Since  1834  the 
numbers  of  the  members  of  the  Church 
in  Scotland  had  largely  increased,  and 
in  no  sense  had  that  Church  fallen  back. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
the  connection  with  the  State  imposed 
fetters  on  the  Church.  In  that  year,  by 
a  wise  measure,  Parliament  had  re- 
moved from  the  Church  the  fetters,  and 
made  amends  for  the  injuries  of  former 
legislation.  It  was  owing  to  the  enact- 
ment of  lay  patronage,  alien  to  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people  of  Scotland,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  last  century,  and  to 
the  failure  of  the  Government  of  the 
day  to  appreciate  the  gravity  of  the 
crisis,  that  the  Church  had  lost  so  many 
of  its  people.  Was  the  Church  to  be 
debarred  from  renewing  its  attempts  to 
be  freed  from  the  burdens  which  had  so 
long  oppressed  it,  and  against  which  it 
had  so  long  struggled  ?  And  how  was 
it  an  offence  against  those  who  had  left 
the  Church  on  account  of  those  burdens 
that  its  efforts  were  at  last  successful  ? 
The  abolition  of^  lay  patronage  and  the 
attempts  which  had  since  been  made  to 


obtain  for  the  emancipated  Church  the 
declaration  by  law  of  an  ancient  prin- 
ciple, cannot  justly  be  called  aggression ; 
they  are  symptoms  of  true  liberality  in 
throwing  wide  the  doors  for  the  re-entry 
of  those  who  never,  but  for  the  mis- 
takes of  statesmen,  would  have  been 
separated.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  referred  to-night  to  the  recent 
debate  upon  ecclesiastical  assessments, 
with  regard  to  which  it  seemed  to 
him  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  the  other 
night  that  he  was  rather  hazy;  and 
he  alleged  the  inconsistency  of  their 
maintenance  as  a  legal  obligation  when 
compulsory  Church  rates  had  been 
abolished  in  England.  But  he  forgot, 
or  he  was  strangely  ignorant,  that^the 
landed  proprietors  of  Scotland  still  re- 
tained the  enjoyment  of  an  income  from 
the  unexhausted  teinds,  much  larger 
than  the  annual  charge  of  about  £40,000 
or  £50,000,  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
ecclesiastical  fabrics.  And  if  the  eccle- 
siastical assessments  fell  upon  them 
alone,  as  it  was  maintained  they  should, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  allege  in  that 
a  well-founded  grievance.  Again,  he 
called  it  an  injustice  that  the  City  of 
Glasgow  should  be  obliged,  out  of  its 
common  good,  to  supplement  a  defi- 
ciency in  the  income  from  seat  rents. 
Was  it  possible,  he  (Sir  James  Fergus- 
son)  asked  again,  that  he  did  not 
know  that  a  portion  of  the  teinds  were 
assigned  to  the  city  on  condition  of 
its  maintaining  certain  churches,  and 
the  same  obligation  existed  in  certain 
other  towns  ?  He  was,  indeed,  unable  to 
accept  the  falling-off  in  the  seat  rents  of 
certain  churches  as  a  proof  of  the  defects 
of  the  ministrations.  It  was  the  effect  of 
a  change  in  the  character  of  the  resi- 
dent population,  the  wealthy  having, 
in  some  cases,  moved  elsewhere  and 
erected  new  churches  for  their  own 
accommodation.  Nor,  he  trusted,  would 
they  admit  the  exaction  of  seat  rents  as 
a  wholesome  feature  in  Church  manage- 
ment. He  wondered  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  rake  up  again  the  buried 
controversy  of  Church  Endowments  in 
Edinburgh.  Some  of  them  were  old 
enough  to  remember  the  long  contest 
about  the  Annuity  Tax  there,  and  the 
settlement  of  the  matter  by  a  legislative 
compromise  not  too  liberal  to  the 
Church.  As  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  called  the  unfair  representa- 
tion on  the  Parochial  Board,  and  the  pre- 
sence of  the  parish  minister  as  its  Chair- 
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man,  he  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  would 
remind  the  House  that  before  the  insti- 
tution of  the  new  Poor  Law  the  Kirk  Ses- 
sion was  the  only  authority  by  which  the 
poor  was  relieved ;  it  was  not,  therefore, 
surprising  that  in  the  newly  constituted 
Body  the  Chairman  of  the  Kirk  Session, 
who  by  his  office  was  brought  so  much 
into  contact  with  the  poor,  should  have 
a  place.     A  small  matter,  indeed,  to  call 
for  Disestablishment !   The  true  defence 
of  the  Church  as  a  National  Institution 
was  that  it  was  the  religious  embodi- 
ment of  the  nation ;  and  in  the  National 
Church  of  Scotland  was  found  an  organi- 
zation altogether  in  harmony  in  its  con- 
fession and  in  its  character  with  the  genius 
and  instincts  of  the    Scottish    people. 
That  Church  had  never  used  its  privi- 
leges for  selfish  purposes.     Had  it  done 
BO,  there  might  have  been  some  reason 
for  the  House  passing  a  Vote  of  Censure 
upon  it.    But  as  it  had  always  done  its 
best  for  the  spiritual  welfare  of  the  com- 
munity, he  saw  no  reason  for  condemn- 
ing it  in  the  way  indicated  by  the  Eeso- 
lution  moved  by  the  hon.  Member.     In 
those  circumstances,  was  it  reasonable 
to  withdraw  from  it  the  means  of  meet- 
ing the  wants  of  the  poor  and  of  giving 
free  ministration  to  all  the  people  of  the 
country,  and  of  accomplishing  the  pur- 
pose for  which  it  existed  ?    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  much  of  the  fact 
that  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  the 
people    largely  belonged  to    the  Free 
Church.    That  was  true,  because  there 
they  had  strongly  resented  the  intrusion 
of  unacceptable  ministers;  but  in  the 
Highlands  this  proposal  for  Disestablish- 
ment had  met  with  no  support,  while  in 
Mid  Lothian  itself,  a  county  which  had 
given  such  pledges  to  Liberation,  when 
the  question  was  put  to  the  test,   69 
per  cent  of  the  electors  had  voted  in 
lavour  of  the  retention  of  the  Establish- 
ment.    He  ventured  to  think   that  no 
case  had  been  made  out  for  Disestablish- 
ment, and  he  trusted  that  the  result  of 
the  Division  would  show  such  an  advance 
on  that  of  1 886  as  would  utterly  frus- 
trate the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  College  Division  of  Glasgow. 

Mb.  H.  ANSTRUTHEE  (St.  An- 
drew's, &c.)  said,  he  wished  particularly 
to  avoid  bringing  the  question  down  to 
the  level  of  political  controversy.  He 
could  not  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow  on  the  spirit  which  he  had 
brought  to  bear  on  this  discussion  of  a 
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question  which  deeply  concerned    the 
people  of  Scotland,  and  which  they  were 
prepared  to  consider  on  its  merits.      If 
that  was  the  spirit  that  Englishmen  who 
sat  for  Scottish  constituencies,   as  the 
right  hon.   Baronet  described  himself, 
were    prepared    to    bring  to  bear  on 
this   question,    then    he  would    rather 
the  discussion  were  confined  to  Scotch- 
men   sitting    for    Scotch    seats.       He 
would  rather  treat  the  question  they 
were  dealing  with  upon  its  merits,  and 
the  Church  as  an  institution  doing  good 
in  the  country  to  which  he  belonged.  It 
had  not,  he  submitted,  been  proved  by 
the  hon.  Member,  in  bringing  forward 
this  Motion,  either  that  the  Church  of 
Scotland  was  in  the  minority,  or  that 
she  had  failed  to  fulfil  the  sacred  trust 
imposed  upon  her  by  the  people  of  Scot- 
land.   Nor  had  it  been  proved  that  the 
connection  of  the  Church  with  the  State 
was  detrimental  either  to  one  or  the 
other ;  and,  lastly,  he  took  this  point — 
that  it  had  not  been  proved  that  there 
was  any  large  demand  upon  the  part  of 
the  people  of  Scotland  for  the  change 
advocated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division.     Hon.  Members  from 
Scottish  constituencies  who  had  followed 
closely  the  course  of  events  in  Scotland 
in  1 885  would  bear  him  out  in  the  asser- 
tion that  every  expression  of  opinion  of 
the  people  from  every  part  of  the  country 
had    been    against    the    proposal    for 
Disestablishment    and    Disendowment. 
[^Oppoiition  cries  of  '*  No !  "]     A   vast 
majority  had  indicated   that  as   their 
opinion,  and  in  Mid  Lothian  nearly  two- 
thirds  of  the  registered  electors  of  that 
constituency  petitioned  against  Disestab- 
lishment. Consequently,  th  ey  were  told  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothiaan 
that  Disestablishment  was  not  to  be  made 
a  test  question  at  the  General  Election, 
and  he  did  not  believe  it  was  a  test  ques- 
tion except  in  a  very  few  instances.    He 
wished  specially  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  point  which  he  had 
given  expression  to  in  the  Amendment 
which)  by  the  Bules  of  the  House,  he 
was  precluded  from  moving — it  was  that 
there  was  no  substantial  demand  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  Scotland  for  this 
change.     This  was  proved  by  the  sta- 
tistics   which    the    supporters    of    the 
National  Church  had  placed  before  the 
House,  and  he  trusted  the  House  would 
reject  the  Motion  by  as  substantial  a 
majority  as  it  had   done  on  previous 
occasions.    The  Church  of  Scotland  had 
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nothing  to  apologize  for  in  the  past,  and 
nothing  to  be  ashamed  of.  The  members 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  only  wanted 
to  live  in  peace  and  go  on  with  their 
good  work  ;  but  if  attacks  of  this  kind 
were  to  be  made  on  the  Establishment 
and  Endowment,  there  were  many  Mem- 
bers on  his  side  of  the  House,  and  also, 
no  doubt,  a  large  number  of  Members 
on  the  other  side,  who  were  prepared  to 
resist  them  ;  and,  moreover,  they  would 
be  able  to  prove  to  their  opponents  that 
they  would  be  able  to  rally  to  their  side  a 
large  number  of  the  people  of  Scotland. 

Mr.    MAEJORIBANKS    (Berwick- 
shire) said,  he  rose  to  explain  the  vote 
he  was  going  to  give.      The  last  two 
speakers  had    endeavoured  rather    to 
prove  that  the  Church  of  Scotland  was 
doing  a  good  work  than  to  show  that  it 
was  doing  that  good  work  in  such  a 
peculiar  and  exclusive  manner  that  to  it 
alone  should  be  granted  State  endow- 
ment and  support.     That  was  the  point 
on  which  the  House  would  divide  that 
night.    No  one  denied  the  &;ood  work 
the  Church  of  Scotland  was  doing.     On 
the  contrary,  many  held  that  it  had  a 
great  future   before  it,   and  that  that 
future  would  be  enhanced  by  the  with- 
drawal of  State  support.     It  seemed  to 
him  that  when  there  were  three  Presby- 
terian Churches  in  Scotland,  all  having 
the  same  form  of  Church  government,  all 
holding  exactly  the  same  creed  and  using 
the    same  Service,  it  was  an  anomaly 
that  to  one  alone  State  support  should 
be  granted.    The  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
said  that  two  years  ago  he  (Mr.  Marjori- 
banks)  voted  in  exactly  the   opposite 
sense  to  that  in  which  he  was  going  to 
vote  that  night.     He  admitted  that,  and 
he  would  tell  the  House  the  reason.    At 
the  Election  of  1885  he  especially  and 
particularly  reserved  this  subject  when 
he  asked  his  constituents  to  return  him 
again  as  their  Member.     He  then  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  he  would  not,  during 
the  Parliament  elected  in  1885,  vote  in 
support  of  a  Motion  for  the  Disestab- 
lishment   of   the    Church   of   Scotland 
without  putting  the  question  to  his  con- 
stituents ;  but  with  the  Parliament  of 
1885  that  pledge  fell  to  the  ground.  [^A 
laugh,']  Hon.  Members  opposite  seemed 
to  insinuate  by  their  laughter  that  when 
they  made  pledges  they  kept  them  for 
ever.     How  about  coercion  in  Ireland  ? 
He  repeated  that  with  the  Parliament 
of  1885  that  pledge  fell  to  the  ground. 


and  he  was  elected  to  the  present  Par- 
liament without  any  pledge  on  the 
question.  The  reason  he  gave  the 
pledge  at  all  was  that  he  had  hoped 
that  there  might  be  one  g^eat  Presby- 
terian Church,  endowed  and  supported 
by  the  State,  which  would  combine  all 
the  Churches  in  Scotland.  He  believed, 
however,  that  was  a  foolish  dream,  and 
it  was  because  he  believed  that  the  only 
chance  for  the  union  of  the  three 
Churches  was  the  Disestablishment  and 
Disendowment  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land that  he  intended  to  support  the 
Motion. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  Tne  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  need 
not  have  taken  up  the  time  of  the  House 
by  accounting  for  his  giving  a  different 
vote  now  from  that  which  he  gave  in 
1885.  It  is  not  such  an  exceptional 
case  on  that  side  as  to  make  it  worth 
his  while.  The  question  of  Disestab- 
lishment is  not  the  only  question  on 
which  pledges  have  been  given  and 
broken.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
twits  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  on  the  course  which  they  have 
taken  in  reference  to  Ireland  he  forgets 
altogether  that  the  circumstances  sur- 
rounding the  question  may  have 
changed  ;  but  he  cannot  point  to  any 
circumstances  which  have  arisen  in 
connection  with  the  Church  of  Scotland 
between  1885  and  the  present  day  to 
justify  his  change  of  opinion  upon  that 
subject.  I  presume  that  when  he  voted 
for  the  Establishment  in  1886  he  did  so 
because  his  constituents  desired  that  he 
should  do  so.  What  has  happened 
since  to  make  him  and  his  constituents 
alter  their  mind  ?  I  presume  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division 
thinks  that  this  question  is  ripe  for  a 
decision,  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  said  that  it  was  at 
Nottingham.  Surely  if  that  is  so,  this 
is  a  question  upon  which  the  House 
ought  to  have  the  best  advice  that  can 
be  given  by  the  Leaders  on  both  sides. 
Now,  I  want  to  know  where  are  the 
Leaders  of  the  Party  opposite  ?  Why 
has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
taken  a  back  seat  ?  Where  is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  who  is 
a  Scotch  Member  aud  the  Leader  of  the 
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thought  on  the  other  side^  surely  he 
was   the  proper  person  to   guide  the 
Liberal  Party,  and,  if  he  could,  the 
House    to  a  proper   decision  on    this 
question.      The  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division  professes  to    believe 
that  the  storm  is  rising.     I  think,  how- 
ever, he  must  have  been  disappointed 
with  the  tone  of  this  debate.     Surely  if 
the  storm  was  rising  the  stormy  petrel 
would  be  here.    The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  when  in  Office  in  1886, 
was  able  to  speak   some    kindly  and 
hopeful   words  in  regard  to  the  hon. 
Member's  Motion ;  but  now  that  he  is  in 
Opposition,  in  a  position  ''of  greater 
freedom  and  less  responsibility,"  he  does 
not  think  it  worth  while  to  come  here 
to  support  the  hon.  Member,  or  even  to 
say  that  he  stands  in  the  same  position 
towards  this  question  as  he  did  in  1886. 
He  can  fly  those  kites  at  Nottingham, 
but  we  want  him  to  come  here  to  tell  us 
whether  it  is  the  policy  of  the  Liberal 
Party  that  there  ought  to  be  no  connec- 
tion between  Church  and  State  any- 
where in  the   United  Kingdom.     The 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  is  the  only  Member  who  has 
had  the  honesty  in  this  debate  to  put 
this  issue   clearly  before  the    House. 
Everybody  knows  that  there  are  Gentle- 
men sitting  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House   who  care   nothing    about   the 
Church  of  Scotland  and  know  nothing 
about  it,  who  take  no  interest  either  in 
its  success  or  failure,  but  whose  sole 
object  is  to  use  this  question  as  a  stalk- 
ing-horse in  their  endeavours  for   the 
destruction  of  the  Established  Church 
in  England.     There  is  no  enthusiasm 
save  the  enthusiasm  which  is  worked  up 
outside    Scotland    by    the    Liberation 
Society,  who  do  not  care  one  rap  about 
the  Church  of  Scotland.    I  shall  not 
enter  into  the  general  question  after  the 
very  able  speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  near  me,  who  put  the   matter 
upon   a   sound   and  intelligible   basis. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  has  referred 
to  paltry  sums,   amounting  in    all  to 
£25,000  at  the  most  out  of  £500,000, 
and. which,  he  says,  are  paid  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Scotland  out  of   the 
Exchequer.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  accurate  in  his  facts,  and  he  af- 
fords another  instance  of  English  Gentle- 
men who  come  to  represent  Scotch  con- 
stituencies,  but  who    take  very   little 
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trouble  to  inform  themselves  on  matters 
on  which  they  speak,  and  indulge  in 
denunciations  not  based  on  facts  but  on 
their  own  imagination. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  260  ;  Noes 
208 :  Majority  52. 

AYES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg- Gardner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Allsopp,  hon.  G. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  Colonel  R. 

H.  L. 
Anstrather,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barry,  A.  H.  S. 
Barttolot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Bazley-White,  J. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W,  B. 
Beadel,  W.J. 
Beckett,  E.  W. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C. 
Bentinck,  W.  G,  0. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

de  la  Poor 
Bothell,  Commander  G. 

R. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,  Col.  H.  B.  H. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
CaldweU,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charring^n,  S. 
Churchill,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

R.  XLS. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cochrane- Buillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cranborne,  Viscount 
Cross,  II.  S. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Curzon,  Viscount 


Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalr^ple,  Sir  C. 
Darling,  C.  J. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Worms,  Baron  U. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Doringtun,  Sir  J.  £. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dugdalo,  J.  S. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,.hon.  A.  J.  P. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
EUiot,  Sir  G. 
Ewart,  Sir  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Farquharson,  H.  R. 
Feilden,Lt.-Gen.R.J. 
FoUowes,  A.  E. 
Fer^usson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.   W. 

H.  W. 
Fitz?rilliam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Fi  tz- Wygram,  General 

Sir  F.  W. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
For  wood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gurdner,  R.  Richard- 

Bon- 
Gathorne-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
(tiles,  A. 
Gilliat.  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsworthv,      Major 

General  VV.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschcn,  rt.  hon.  G.  J 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Gray,  C.  W. 
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Green,  Sir  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Hall,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 


M'Galmont,  Captain  J. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Maple,  J.  B. 


Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T.  Marriott,  rt.  hon.  Sir 
Hamilton,   right  hou.        W.  T. 

Lord  G.  F.  Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J.  Mattinson,  M.  W. 

HamUton,  Col.  C.  £.  Maxwell,  Sir  H.  £. 

Hamley,  Gen.  SirE.  B.  Mildmay,  F.  B. 

Hanbury,  R.  W.  MiUs,  hon.  C.  W. 

Hankey,  F.  A.  Milvain,  T. 

Hardcastle,  E.  More,  R.  J. 

Havelock  -  Allan,  Sir  Morgan,  hon.  F. 

H.  M.  Moss,  R. 

Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H.  Mount,  W,  G. 

Edwards-  Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 
Heaton,  J.  H.  J.  R. 

Herbert,  hon.  S.  Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 

Hermon-Hodge,  R.  T.  Mulholland,  H.  L. 

Hervey,  Lord  F.  Muncaster,  Lord 

Hill,  right  hon.  Lord  Murdoch,  C.  T. 


A.  W. 
Hiu',  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
HoUoway,  G. 
Hornby,  W,  H. 


Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
Northoote,    hon.     Sir 

H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'NeiU,  hon.  R.  T. 


Houldflworth,SirW.H.    Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 


Howard,  J. 
Htworth,  H.  H. 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  Col. 

F.  C. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jardine,  Sir  R. 
Je£Qreys,  A.  F. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
KeUy,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 


Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Puleston,  Sir  J.  H. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  0. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Richardson,  T. 
Ridlev,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 


Kenyon  -  Slanoy,  Col.     Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 


Kerans,  F.  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 


Robinson,  B. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Saunderson,  Col.  E.  J. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,W. 


Lochmero,  SirE.  A.U.    Smith,  right  hon.  W. 

Lees,  E.  H. 

Legh,  T.  W.  Smith,  A. 

Leighton,  S.  Spencer,  J.  E. 

Lennox,  Lord  W.  C.     Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 

Gordon-  Stanley,  E.  J. 

Llewellyn,  E.  H.  Stephens,  H.  C. 

Long,  W.  H.  Stewart,  M.  J. 

Lowther,  hon.  W.  Stokes,  G.  G. 

Lowther,  J.  W.  Swetenham,  E. 
Macdonald,  rt.  hon.  J.     Talbot,  J.  G. 

H.  A.  Tapling,  T.  K 

^lackintosh,  C.  F.  Temple,  Sir  R. 

Maclean,  J.  M.  Theobald,  J. 

Maclure,  J.  W.  Thorbum,  W. 


Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Townsend,  F. 


Winn,  hon.  R. 
VVodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 


Trotter,  Colonel  H.  J.     Wood,  N. 


Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 


Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 

Walrond,  Col.  W.  H.    Wright,  H.  S. 

Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J,      Wroughton^P^ 

Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 

Webster,  R.  G. 

Weymouth,  Viscount 

Whitley,  E. 

Whitmore,  C.  A. 

Wilson,  Sir  S. 


Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TBLLBUS. 

Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Hosier,  J.  H.  C. 


NOES. 

Abraham,  W.  (Glam.)    Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Abraham,    W.  (Lime-    Ellis,  T.  E. 


rick,  W.) 
Acland,  A.  H.  D. 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Anderson,  C.  H. 
Asher,  A. 
Asquith,  H.  H. 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Austin,  J. 


Esmonde,SirT.  H.  G. 
Evans,  F.  H. 
Evershed,  S. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Ferguson,  R.  C .  Manro- 
Finucane,  J. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 


Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B.     Flower,  0. 
Barbour,  W.  B.  Flynn,  J.  0. 


Barran,  J. 
Barry,  J. 
Bass,  H. 

Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Bolton,  J.  0. 
Bradlaugh,  C. 
Bright,  W.  L. 
Brown,  A.  L. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Brunner,  J.  T. 
Bryce,  J. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Burt,  T. 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Cameron,  J.  M. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 


Foley,  P.  J. 
Foster,  Sir  W.  B. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fry,  T. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Gaskell,  0.  G.  Milnet- 
Gilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Graham,  R.  C. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Gully,  W.  0. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Hanbury-Tracy,   hon. 

F.  S.  A. 
^arcourt,  rt  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Harring^ton,  B. 
Harrington,  T.  0. 


Campbell -Bcumerman,  Harris,  M. 

right  hon.  H.  Hayden,  L.  P. 

Carew,  J.  L.  Hayno,  0.  Seale- 

Causton,  R.  K.  Healy,  M, 

Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J.  Healy,  T.  M. 


Chance,  P.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Commins,  A. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Cossham,  H. 
Cox,  J.  R. 

Cozens- Hardy,  H.  H. 
Craig,  J. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
CriUy,  D. 
Crossley,  E. 
Davies,  W. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 


Holden,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
lUingworth,  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H, 
Joicey,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kenn^,  M.  J. 
Kilbride,  D. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Leake,  11. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lyell,  L. 

Macdonald,  W.  A. 
Mao  Neill,  J.  G.  S. 
M* Arthur,  A. 
M*Arthur,  W.  A. 
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McCarthy,  J. 
McCarthy,  J.  H. 
M'Donald,  P. 
M*Ewan,  W. 
Mahony,  P. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 


Por0igH 


jLOEDSl 


Mirrihpe  Jei. 


IIOS 


Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberta,  J.  B. 
Roe,  T. 

Roscoe,  Sir  H.  £. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 


Marjoribanktf,rt.hn.E.  Rowntree,  J. 

Manxm,  E.  VL  Russell,  Sir  0. 

Mayne,  T.  Samuelson,  Sir  B. 

Menzies,  R.  S.  Samaelson,  G.  B. 

MoUoy,  B.  C.  Schwann,  C.  £. 

Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  O.  Sexton,  T. 

Morgan,  O.  V.  Shaw,  T. 

Morley,  A.  Sheehan,  J.  D. 

Mondella,  rt.  hn.  A.  J.  Sheehy,  D. 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.  Shell,  E. 

Nolan,  J.  Sinclair,  J. 

O'Brien,  J.  P.  X.  Stack,  J. 

O'Brien,  P.  J.  Stevenson,  F.  S. 

O'Brien,  W.  Stevenson,  J.  0. 

O'Connor,  A.  Stewart,  H. 

O'Connor,  J.  Stuart,  J. 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  Sullivan,  D. 

O'Hsinlon,  T.  SulHvan,  T.  D. 

O'Hea,  P.  Summers,  W. 

Parker,  C.  S.  Sutherland,  A. 

Pamell,  C.  S.  Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 

Panlton,  J.  M.  Tanner,  C.  K. 

Pease,  H.  F.  Thomas,  D.  A. 

Pickard,  B.  Trevelyan,  right  hon. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H.  Sir  6.  O. 

Pinkerton,  J.  Tuite,  J. 

Plowden,  Sir  W.  C.  Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 

Portman,  hon.  £.  B.  Wallace,  R. 

Potter,  T.  B.  Wardle,  H. 

PoweU,  W.  R.  H.  Warmington,  C.  M. 

Power,  P.  J.  Watt,  H. 

Power,  R.  Wa)rman,  T. 

Priestley,  B.  Will,  J.  S. 

Provand,  A.  D.  Williams,  A.  J. 

Pugh,  D.  Williamson.  8. 

Pyne,  J.  D.  Wilson,  0.  H. 

Quinn,  T.  Wilson,  I. 

Randell,  D.  Winterbotham,  A.  B. 

Rathbone,  W.  Woodall,  W. 

Redmond,  W.  H.  K.  Woodhead,  J. 

Reed,  Sir  E.  J.  Wright,  0. 
Reid,  R.  T.  tellers, 

Rendel,  S.  Cameron,  C. 

Reynolds,  W.  J.  Esslemont,  P. 

Motion,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair/'  withdrawn. 

SopPLY — Committee  upon  Monday 
next. 

It  being  One  of  the  clock  a.m.,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House,  without 
Question  put,  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  26th  June,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— l^tr*^  Reading^ 

Suffragans'  Nomination*  (176). 
Third  Reading — Universities  (Scotland)  (166) ; 

Customs  (Wine  Dnty)  (169),  vjni  patted. 


Protisioxal  Order  Bills  —  Firtt  Reading  ~» 
PubUc  Health  (Scotland)  (Kirkliston,  Dal- 
meny,  and  Soath  Qaeensferrj  Water)* 
(177). 

Committee  ^Report — ^Local  Government  (High- 
ways) •  (149) ;  Local  Oovemment  (No.  7)* 
(160) ;  Local  (Government  (Port)  •  (151). 

Third  Reading— 'Local  Government  (No.  £)  • 
(139);  Local  Government  (No.  4)  •  (140); 
Local  Government  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)* 
(141);  Tramways  (No.  !)•  (143),  and 
patted. 

HIS  IMPERIAL   HIGHNESS   THE  LATE 

GERMAN  EMPEROR. 

HEB  majesty's  ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS 

OF  CONDOLBNOB. 

The  lord  STEWARD  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (The  Earl  of  Mount- 
Edqoxjicbe)  reported  Her  Majesty's  An- 
swer to  the  Address,  as  follows  : — 

Mt  Lokos, 

'*  I  retam  yon  my  most  sincere  thanks  for 
your  Dutiful  and  Touching  Address  of  Gondo- 
lence  on  the  melancholy  occasion  of  the  death 
of  my  heloved  Son-in-Law,  the  Emperor 
Frederick  of  Germany. 

*'  This  assurance  of  the  warm  interest  in  all 
that  concerns  myself  and  my  family  affords  me 
deep  gratification.' 


>> 


FOREIGN  MARRIAGE  ACTT. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  LAMINGTON  asked  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Govemment,  Whether  they  in- 
tended to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  remedy  the 
inconveniences  which  arose  from  the 
present  Foreign  Marriage  Act?  He 
pointed  out  that  none  but  clergymen  of 
the  Church  of  England  could  marry 
British  subjects  abroad,  and  that  only 
in  the  Embassy  Chapel.  The  Consuls 
had  no  power  to  marry  English  couples 
unless  both  parties  had  been  resident  in 
the  city  in  which  they  sought  to  get 
married  for  one  month.  He  urged  that 
all  this  was  very  inconvenient  and 
worked  g^eat  injustice,  and  he  trusted 
the  noble  Marquess  would  be  able  to 
inform  the  House  that  some  general 
Bill  would  be  introduced. 

The  PKIME  MINISTEE  and  SE- 
CRETARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury): 
I  am  afraid  the  difficulty  of  passing 
general  Acts,  or  any  other  Acts,  is  very 
considerable  at  this  time,  and  I  doubt 
whether  it  would  be  in  our  power  to  in- 
troduce any  measure  at  this  period  of 
the   Session    which    would    have    any 
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chance  of  passing.  I  entirely  sym- 
pathize with  the  views  of  my  noble 
Friend.  It  is  clear  that  any  impediment 
to  the  marriage  of  Nonconformists  re- 
sident abroad  who  wish  to  be  married 
is  entirely  contrary  to  justice  and  to 
good  policy,  and  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
look  into  the  state  of  the  law  as  it  at 
present  exists  to  see  whether,  with  the 
existing  power,  we  are  not  able  to 
remedy  the  grievances  my  noble  Friend 
has  referred  to.  I  do  not  concur  with 
him  in  thinking  it  desirable  to  get  rid 
of  that  provision  which  restricts  the 
power  of  the  Consul  to  the  marriage  of 
couples  who  have  been  resident  a  month. 
I  am  afraid  we  should  have  a  renewal  of 
Oretna  Green  in  more  convenient  and 
accessible  circumstances.  Any  couple 
that  desires  to  be  married,  even  if  under 
age,  could,  without  any  difficulty,  cross 
the  water  and  get  it  done.  But  any 
obstacle  on  account  of  a  difference  in 
religious  opinion  is  clearly  inconsistent 
with  the  policy  of  the  present  day,  and 
ought  to  be  put  a  stop  to  as  rapidly  as 
possible. 

UNIVERSITIES    (SCOTLAND)   BILL, 

{The  Marqtt€»8  of  Lothian.) 

(no.    165.)       THIRD  IlEADINQ. 

Order  of  the  day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Queen's  consent  signified;  Bill 
read  3*  (according  to  order). 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  do  pass  ?  " 

Amendments  made. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  stated  that 
the  number  of  Commissioners  had  been 
increased  from  1 3  to  1 5  by  the  addition 
of  Sir  Henry  Roscoe  and  Lord  Elgin. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  said, 
everybody  must  feel  that  the  new  names 
which  had  been  added  must  improve  the 
texture  and  character  of  the  Commission, 
excepting  in  one  respect — namely,  that 
whereas  the  number  was  to  have  been 
13,  it  would  now  be  15.  He  wished  to 
express  most  strongly  his  impression 
that  this  Commission  was  much  too 
large.  He  was  aware  there  were  pre- 
cedents for  appointing  Commissions  of 
this  size,  even  with  reference  to  this 
great  subject;  but  in  the  days  when 
these  Commissions  were  appointed  30 
years  ago,  Commissioners  were  not  ex- 
pected to  undertake  so  active  a  part  on 


the  Commission  as  people  were  supposed 
to  do  now.  He  feared  the  result  of  the 
large  number  would  be  to  have  a  great 
diminution  of  the  sense  of  responsibility 
on  the  part  of  each  individual  Member 
of  the  Commission.  If  they  had  a  Com- 
mission of  seven,  they  would  have  a 
body  of  men  who  would  feel  it  a  neces- 
sity to  attend  every  meeting,  and  who 
would  have  a  due  sense  of  the  powers 
devolved  upon  them  by  Statute.  But 
with  a  Commission  of  15,  some  of  whom 
were  resident  in  England,  this  could 
not  be  the  case.  They  would  have  an 
habitually  small  attendance,  ready,  he 
feared,  by  the  analogy  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  to  be  swamped  at  any 
critical  moment  by  the  appearance  of 
the  absentee^  on  the  scene.  He  was 
afraid  that  it  was  too  late  at  this  stage 
of  the  Bill  to  remedy  this ;  but  they 
had  entrusted  such  very  large*- indeed 
absolute — powers  to  the  Commission, 
the  composition  of  which  was  of  vital 
moment,  that  he  must  record  his  opi- 
nion of  it  even  at  this  late  period. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  could  understand  the  noble  EarFs 
contention  that  more  efficient  work 
might  be  done  by  a  small  Commission ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  in  asking  so 
many  Gentlemen  to  serve,  he  had  looked 
at  the  great  amount  of  work  to  be  per- 
formed. It  might  take  not  only  months 
but  years  before  the  work  of  the  Com- 
mission could  be  thoroughly  carried 
through,  and  he  thought  that  would  be 
too  great  a  task  to  place  on  a  small 
number  of  Gentlemen  who  gave  their 
honorary  services.  The  analogy  with 
reference  to  being  swamped  by  absen- 
tees, as  in  the  case  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  he  did  not  think  could  apply. 
He  felt  that  the  Gentlemen  whom  he  had 
asked  represented  and  felt  a  practical 
interest  in  the  subject  to  which  the  Bill 
referred,  and  he  fully  believed  that  they 
would  give  their  very  best  attention,  as 
well  as  aU  the  time  they  could  spare,  to 
the  work  of  the  Commission.  With  that 
view,  and  with  the  hope  that  it  would 
not  entail  too  much  individual  work  on 
any  of  them,  the  number  of  the  Com- 
mission had  been  so  fixed ;  and  their 
Lordships  might  feel  assured  that  the 
work  would  be  fully,  effectually,  and 
well  done. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  asked 
whether  he  was  to  understand  that  the 
work  would  be  so  severe  that  the  noble 
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Marquees  had  fixed  on  tbe  large  num- 
ber on  the  principle  of  the  Burviral  of 
the  fittest,  and  that  only  a  small  rem- 
nant of  the  Commission  would  be  likely 
to  see  the  work  accomplished  ? 

The  Makquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  could  not  admit  that  the  number  was 
fixed  on  the  principle  suggested.  He 
thought  the  Government  had  adopted 
the  wisest  course. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  'BiXlpatiedy  and  sent 
to  the  Commons. 

SUPFRAGAWS'   NOMINATION   BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  make  further  provision  for  nomina- 
tion of  Bishops  Saffragans — Was  presented  by 
The  Lord  Chancellor;  read  1*.    (No.  176.) 

PUBLIO  HEALTH  (SCOTLAND)  PROVISIONAL 
ORDEB  (KIRKLISTON,  DALMENY,  AND 
SOUTH       QXTEENSFERRY      WATER)      BILL 

[h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  under 
the  Pnblic  Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1867,  relating 
to  Kirkliston,  Dalmeny,  and  South  Qneensferry 
Water— Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Ker  [M. 
Lothian"] ;  Then  it  was  moved  that  the  Sessional 
Order  of  the  6th  of  March  last,  "  That  no  Bill 
orip^inating  in  this  House  confirming  any  Pro- 
visional (Mer  or  Provisional  Certificate  shall 
be  read  a  first  time  after  Friday  the  11th  day 
of  May  next/'  be  dispensed  with  in  respect  of 
the  said  Bill,  and  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  1* ; 
agreed  to  :  Bill  read  1*  accordingly ;  and  re- 
ferred io  the  Examiners.    (No.  177.) 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock, 

tin  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  2bth  June,  1888. 


MIN  UTE8.]  —  Select     Committee  —  Public 

Accounts,    Mr.    Lane    diseh. ;    Dr.  Tanner 

added, 
BvvThY^eoneidered    in    Committee^Besolittione 

[June  21]  reported. 
Ways  and  Means— w«»iV/^frf  in   Committee— 

£2,366,400,  Consolidated  Fund. 
Private  Bill  {by  Order) -^  Considered  as  ametided 

— T/iird  Sead in ff-^Lhinellj  Local  Board,  and 

passed. 
Public    Bills  —  Ordered  —  First    Reading  — 

Buildings  (Metropolis)  •  [305];  Intoxicating 

Liquors  (Now  Licences)  •  [306]  ;  Perpetuity 

Leases  (Ireland)  •  [307]. 
Committee— Report^  Conaolidaiod  Fund  (No.  2). 
Third  Heading— Retormatory  Schools  Act  ( 1 8G6) 

Amendment  [161  j,  and  passed. 
Withdi  awn— itornn^  Fishery  (Scotland)  [75]  ; 

Employers*  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment 

[26t. 

The  JEarl  of  liQsehery 


Provisional  Order  'Rill^— Report — Drainage 
and  Improvement  of  I^ands  (Ireland)  *  [277] ; 
Local  Government  (No.  6)  *  [266] ;  Lo<»l 
Government  (No.  9)  •  [274] ;  Local  Govern  - 
ment  (No.  12)  •  [284]  ;  Tramways  (No.  3)  • 
[243]. 

Considered  as  amended— Om  (No.  1)*  [344]. 

DEATH  OF  THE  GERMAN  EMPEROR. 
HEB  HAJESTT'b  AN8WXR  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  comptroller  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (Lord  Abthtjk  Hill) 
reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  tbe 
Address,  as  folio weth: — 

'*  I  thank  you  sincerely  for  year  loyal  and 
datiful  Address  of  Sympathy  and  Condolence 
on  the  Occasion  of  the  Death  of  My  heloved  Son 
in  Law,  the  Emperor  Frederick  of  Germany. 

<'  I  gratefully  accept  the  Expression  of  your 
Sympathy  with  My  Grandson,  the  present 
Emperor  William  the  Second  of  Germany,  with 
His  Family  and  His  People,  at  this  melancholy 
Event,  and  I  will  not  fail  to  commnnicate  your 
Sentiments  to  His  Majesty.*' 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 

FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND)-THE 
LOBSTER  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  ERASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) asked  the  Lord  Adrocate, 
Whether  the  law  regarding  lobster  fish- 
ing is  entirely  regulated  by  40  &  4 1  Viet. 
c.  42;  whether,  under  Section  10,  the 
Board  of  Trade  made  the  public  in- 
quiries, and  gave  the  public  notices 
therein  contemplated ;  in  particular, 
were  inquiries  made  and  notices  given 
in  regard  to  the  lobster  fisheries  of  the 
Outer  Hebrides ;  and,  if  so,  where  and 
when;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Procurator  Fisccd  of  the  Long  Island 
District  of  Inverness-shire  suddenly  is- 
sued notices  prohibiting,  for  the  first 
time,  fishermen,  who  had  purchased  on 
credit  the  requisite  materials  for  the 
season,  from  taking  lobsters  on  the  West 
or  ocean  shores  of  South  Uist  during 
the  months  of  June,  July,  and  August ; 
whether,  according  to  the  fishermen,  this 
is  the  only  period  of  the  year  they  can 
with  safety  fish  that  stormy  coast ;  and, 
whether  he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be 
made  as  to  this  novel  interference  with 
the  usages  of  the  fishermen,  with  the 
view  of  their  being  heard  in  defence  of 
their  chief  means  of  subsistence  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
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drew's  Universities) :  The  law  is  regu- 
lated by  the  Act  quoted,  and  there  is 
also  an  Act  passed  in  the  year  9  Geo.  II., 
c.  33,  which  by  Section  4  provides  a 
close  time  for  lobsters  in  June,  July, 
and  August  on  the  coast  of  Scotlaod. 
This  section  of  the  Act,  though  still  in 
force,  has  very  generally  fallen  into  de- 
suetude. The  Procurator  Fiscal  referred 
to  has  not  issued  any  such  notices  as  are 
set  forth  in  the  Question,  and  no  in- 
quiries have  been  made.  So  far  as  I 
can  ascertain,  in  consequence  of  a  com- 
plaint made  to  the  Procurator  Fiscal, 
ne  instruoted  the  police  constables  in  the 
district  to  report  to  him  for  his  infor- 
mation any  offenders  against  the  Act  of 
Geo,  II.  quoted  above,  and  against  Sec- 
tions 8  and  9  of  the  Act  of  1877,  which 
prohibit  the  sale  of  lobsters  under  a 
certain  size.  I  am  informed  that  it  is 
not  the  case  that  the  months  mentioned 
are  the  only  ones  during  which  this  fish- 
ing can  be  carried  on  with  safety ;  but 
that  during  these  months  there  is  less 
fishing  than  at  any  other  period  of  the 
year,  owing  to  the  loss  of  lobsters  in 
transit  during  the  warm  weather,  and 
the  low  prices  realized. 


{KeirapolU). 


IIU 


ROYAL  MILITARY  ACADEMY,  WOOL- 
WICH—ENTRANCE EXAMINATIONS. 

Sir  henry  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  asked  the  Secretarv  of  State  for  War, 
What  progress  has  been  made  in  the 
arrangements  for  so  altering  the  Regu- 
lations for  the  entrance  examinations  to 
Woolwich  that  the  subject  of  natural 
science  shall  be  duly  represented  ?  Also, 
Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in 
a  position  to  give  information  as  to  the 
steps  which  he  has  taken  to  place  the 
subject  of  experimental  science  in  a 
proper  position  in  the  entrance  exami- 
nations for  Woolwich  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
WAR  DEPARTMBWr  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Gmldford)  (who  replied)  said  : 
An  arrangement  has  been  made  which 
will,  I  hope,  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon. 
Member.  I  will  to-day  lay  a  Paper  on 
the  Table  showing  the  marks  to  be 
granted  for  the  several  subjects,  merely 
stating  now  that  increased  relative  im- 
portance has  been  assigpied  to  natural 
science.  Notice  will,  of  course,  be  given 
before  this  scale  of  marks  oomes  into 
operation. 


EXCISE  DEPARTMENT— PAY  AND  PRO- 
MOTION   OF  ASSISTANTS. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
present  Assistants  of  Excise  have  to 
serve  from  eight  to  10  years  before  ob- 
taining promotion,  during  which  time 
their  salaries  are  substantially  the  same 
as  were  fixed  for  their  class  80  years  ago, 
when  similar  promotion  was  obtained  in 
four  to  five  years;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of  giving 
these  officers  a  further  increase  of  their 
present  pay  ? 

Thb  secretary  to  tub  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) 
(who  replied)  said  :  The  last  Assis- 
tant of  the  Excise  who  was  promoted 
had  served  nearly  eight  years  in 
that  capacity.  This  period  is  likely 
to  become  shorter  as  time  progresses. 
Although  the  salaries  of  Assistants  of 
Excise  are,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member, 
practically  the  same  as  were  fixed  30 
years  ago,  the  present  Assistants  have 
the  prospective  advantages  of  promotion 
to  better  paid  places  in  the  future. 
With  regard  to  the  suggestion  that 
these  officers  should  be  ffiven  an  increase 
in  their  pay,  Questions  bearing  directly 
on  the  subject  have  abeady  been  asked 
in  the  House  on  six  previous  occasions 
— namely,  Mr.  Maodonald  Cameron, 
June  13,  1887 ;  Mr.  Sexton,  September 
8,  1887  ;  Mr.  Webster,  March  26,  1888  ; 
Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan,  April  16,  1888;  Mr. 
D.  Sullivan,  April  26,  1888— and  I  have 
really  nothing  to  add  to  the  replies  which 
were  then  given. 

PAROCHIAL  EXPENDITURE  (METRO- 
POLIS) —  ST.  MARGARET  AND  ST. 
JOHN,  WESTMINSTER. 

Mb.  BAETLEY  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Qovernment 
Board,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Yestry  of  St.  Margaret  and  St.  John, 
Westminster,  has  recently  borrowed  two 
sums,  one  for  wood  paving,  and  the 
other  for  asphalte  paving,  of  the  Metro- 
politan BoaiHi  of  Works,  and  that,  having 
completed  the  works  for  which  the  re- 
spective loans  were  taken  up,  and  having 
a  surplus  of  several  thousand  pounds, 
the  Vestry  is  expending  the  surplus  in 
reduction  of  the  current  rates ;  whether 
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qoine  of  the    rating    authorities   have  he  had   sanctioned  from  the  rates,  as 

refused  to  sigpi  the  rate  in  consequence ;  reported    hy    the    Ix)cal    Government 

and,  whether  there  is  any  power  of  pre-  Auditor. 

venting  current  expenses  being  thus  paid  Mb.    KILBBIDE    asked,    on    what 

for  by  loans  ?  principle    had    the  Local  Government 

The    president    (Mr.    Ritchie)  Auditor  proceeded  to  make   this  Re- 

(Tower  Hamlets,   8t.   George's) :    The  port  ? 

Local  Government  Board  have  no  juris-  Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  fancied 

diction  whatever  with  respect  to  the  it  was  on  the  same  principle  as  in  the 

loans  raised  by  the  Vestry  or  their  ap-  case  of  every  Board  of  Guardians  which 

plication.     They  have,  however,   com-  sanctioned  illegal  payments, 

munioated  with  the  Vestry  on  the  sub-  Mr.  KILBRIDE  asked,  if  the  right 

jeot,  and  are  informed   that    the  late  hon.   Gentleman    was    aware    that    in 

Board  of  Works  for  the  Westminster  making  out    the  accounts  the  auditor 

District  received    two  loans  from  the  had  in  one  case,  where  there  were  only 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  last  year  three  in  family,  sanctioned  the  payment 

for  the  execution  of  the  works  in  ques-  of  £8  4«.  for  their  support  for  the  half 

lion  ;  that  the  works  have  been  carried  year ;    whereas  in  another  case,  where 

out;  and  that  there  is  a  considerable  there  were  15  in  family  (13  children  and 

balance  in  hand  in  respect  of  each  loan,  the  parents),  he  only  sanctioned  the  pay- 

The  Vestry  state  that  no  part  of  either  ment  of  £5  for  their    support  for  six 

loan  has  been,  or  is  intended  to  be,  ap-  months,  and  surcharged  the  Guardians 

plied  in  aid  of  current  rates ;  but  that  with  the  balance  ?    On  what  principle 

the  balance  of  each  loan  remains  on  de-  had  these  surcharges  been  made  ? 

posit  with  the  Treasurer  of  the  Vestry.  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  was 

The  Board  are  further  informed  that  not  aware  of  the  particulars  of  the  facts 

one  of  the  Churchwardens  of  the  parish  of  the  case ;    but  he  was  aware  that 

refused  to  sign  the  general  rate,  and  the  payments  surcharged  were  grossly 

stated  his  reasons  for  such  refusal  when,  illegal. 

on  the  28th  of  April  last,  he  attended  Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 

before  the  magistrate  to  object  to  the  E.)  asked,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

allowance  and  sig^ng  of  the  rate  ;  but  would  not  make  a  personal  investigation 

that,  notwithstanding  the  objection  thus  into  the    facts  in  this    particular  in- 

taken,  the  magistrate  allowed  and  signed  stance  ? 

the  rate.    In  the  case  of  a  Vestry  pro-  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  facts 
posing  to  apply  borrowed  moneys  in  aid  of  the  case  were  really  quite  clear, 
of  current  rates,  I  presume  that  applica- 
tion might  be  made  to  the  High  Court  CIVIL    8ERVI0B    E8TABLI8HBfENT6— 
for  an  injunction.  REPORT  OF   THE   ROYAL  OOMMIS- 

SIGN. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ATHY  BOARD  t^       mrrTm?   /txt    *        au    xr  ^      i.  ^ 

OF  GUARDIANS  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  8.)  asked  J.^^  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 

^1^    Ai-ea       7       jT   iiT    t     j  Z.  he  can  state  when  the  Eeport  of  the 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  L.eu-  ^    y    Commission    on    Civil    Service 

tenant  oflreland,  Whether  the  Athy  Establishments  will  be  issued  ? 

Board  of  Guardians  has  been  dissolved  ^hb    SEOBETABT    (Mr.    Jaozson) 

by  Bo^ed  order  from  the  I^al  Govern-  (j^eeds,  N.) :    I  am  informed  that  the 

""  The  CHIEF  "sixJEETARY  (Mr.  A.  0o°i™oner8  are  engaged  upon  the 

T  i^           w«      t   ^    m\  '^        1  preparation  of  their    Second    Keport, 

J.  Baxfoto)  (Manchester,  E.),  m  reply,  ^^^      ju        ^ably  be  submitted  t^ 

said,  that  the  Board  had  been  dissolved  ^^^  Majesty  before  the  end  of  the  pre- 

by  a  sealed  order  of  the  Local  Govern-  ^^.  Qaal,'/.Ti 

J  Ti       J   i_             XI-    /^       J*        ■!_   J  seiii/  oessiou. 
ment  Board,  because  the  Gruardians  had 

Ss'fS^^^^^  INLAND  NA^iaATION  AND  DRAINAGE 

member  of  their  own  body,  in  refunding  (IRELAND)-LOUGH  CORRIB, 

to  him  from  the  rates  the  amount  he  Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  asked 

was  obliged  to  pay  by  way  of  surcharge  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Who  has 

in  respect  of  certain  illegal  payments  the  power  to  raise  the  Lough  Qorrib 

Mr.  BartUy 
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sluices  ia  time  of  flood ;  and,  is  care 
taken  that  the  interests  of  tenants  on 
the  banks  of  Lough  Gorrib  should  be 
considered  before  those  of  the  lessee  of 
the  salmon  fishery  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  sluices  are  under  the 
control  of  Professor  Townsend,  Engineer 
of  the  Drainage  and  Navigation  Board, 
under  the  award  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  Works,  dated  September  25, 
1859.  The  engineer  may  not  allow  the 
minimum  lowest  level  to  fall  below  29*2 
feet  above  the  datum  line  at  the  Ord- 
nance summer  level,  or  to  rise  above 
the  maximum  level  of  31*2  feet  above 
the  datum  line  at  the  winter  level.  The 
engineer  has  always  endeavoured,  as 
far  as  he  possibly  can,  to  consult  the 
interests  of  the  tenants. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)— THE  SHANNON. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Qalway,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Who 
gives  the  orders  for  the  Shannon  sluices 
at  Athlone  and  Meelick  to  be  raised ; 
were  these  sluices  raised  on  Tuesday, 
the  12th,  and  when  was  the  order  given 
for  the  raising  of  these  sluices;  and, 
what  was  the  height  of  water  above  the 
bottom  of  the  lock  on  the  12th  June  and 
on  subsequent  days,  and  did  it  ever 
reach  within  nine  inches  of  winter  flood 
level  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  orders  for  raising  the 
sluices  at  Athlone  and  Meelick  are  given 
by  the  Resident  Engineer,  Mr.  Cros- 
thwait.  The  sluices  at  Athlone  were  not 
raised  on  Tuesday,  June  12.  At  Mee- 
lick on  that  day  all  were  raised  except 
one,  which  was  under  repair.  The 
height  of  water  on  the  upper  sill  at 
Athlone  Lock  on  that  day  was  eight 
feet,  and  at  Hamilton  Lock,  Meelick, 
six  feet  nine  and  a  half.  The  maximum 
height  of  the  flood  was  on  June  15, 
when  the  depths  were — Athlone,  upp^ 
sill,  8  feet  6  ;  lower  sill,  13  feet  3 ;  Mee- 
lick, upper  sill,  7  feet  4 ;  lower  sill,  9 
feet  9.  I  am  informed  that  the  level  of 
the  winter  water  is  very  variable.  Above 
Athlone  it  reaches  the  surface  of  the 
land,  when  there  is  a  depth  of  8  feet  2, 
while  on  the  upper  sill  at  Meeliok  the 
depth  is  7  feet  6. 

Colonel  NOLAN  would  like  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  whether 
be  had  not  stated  that  the  water  at  these 


places  was  over  8  feet,  while  the  Parlia- 
mentary level  was  6  feet  6  ? 

Mb.  Jackson  said,  that  was  so  ;  but 
he  was  informed  that  unless  the  course 
taken  had  been  adopted  a  very  large 
area  of  land  would  have  been  flooded. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  say  that  keep- 
ing down  the  sluices  would  prevent 
flooding. 

Mb.  JACEBON  said,  so  he  was  in- 
formed. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  What,  all  P 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked,  if  that  was 
to  be  accepted  as  a  correct  engineering 
opinion,  that  keeping  down  the  sluices 
would  prevent  flooding  ? 

Me.  JACKSON  said,  he  was  informed 
that  unless  the  water  had  been  kept 
back  a  very  much  larger  area  would 
have  been  flooded  lower  down. 

HORSE  AND  CATTLE  BREEDING  (IRE- 
LAND)—ROYAL  DUBLIN  SOCIETY— 
THE  GRANT  OP  £5,000. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY(Tyrone,  Mid)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If 
the  Boyal  Dublin  Society  have  reported 
to  the  Government  the  manner  in  which 
they  have  expended  the  sum  of  £5,000 
entrusted  to  them  for  the  improvement' 
of  horse  and  cattle  breeding  in  Ireland  ; 
and,  if  he  has  any  objection  to  giving  a 
Return  showing  the  names  of  members 
of  local  committees ;  the  number  of  se- 
lected horses ;  the  names  of  owners  of 
such  horses ;  the  districts  set  apart  for 
each  horse ;  the  number  of  bulls,  with 
their  respective  breeds ;  the  number  of 
applications  for  service  premiums ;  the 
number  of  applications  refused,  with 
reasons  for  such  refusal ;  the  distriota 
in  which  selected  bulls  are  located ;  and, 
the  amount  of  surplus,  if  any  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoxtb)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  (who  replied)  said:  The 
Royal  Dublin  Society  have  furnished 
a  detailed  Report  of  the  manner  in 
which  they  have  dealt  with  the  £5,000 
for  horse  and  cattle  breeding.  There 
would  be  no  objection  to  grant  a  Return 
in  the  form  indicated,  excepting  as  re- 
gards that  portion  relating  to  number  of 
applications  for  and  refusal  of  service 
premiums,  of  which  there  is  no  record. 
The  refusals,  I  understand,  were  few. 
I  may,  however,  point  out  that  the  Royal 
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Dublin  Society  have  eiven  oonBiderable  ^^ti^tvtat    t  a^tt     axt^     T»DrknT7T%TTi>iii 

..          ..         "^xu          i'i.i»i.uj'  CRIMINAL    LAW     AND      PROCEDURE 

Sbu^roftTeXtThebiu^^^^^^^^^^  (lEELAND)   ACT.    1887  -  mPBISON, 

MTXUUWUAA  UX  UXl^JJl^lH,  lU  UXlOilT  pUUXlOUCil  MENT    OF   MR.   JOHN  DILLON.      M.P. 

ppooeedmgs,  and  m  a  special  pamphlet.  t^v^^xi  a^xa^uwx^,  i^.j.. 
The  hon.  Member  may  possibly  find  Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
these  sufficient  for  the  purpose  he  has  burgh,  Mid  Lothian)  asked  the  Chief 
in  view.  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  said,  he  had  land,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
desired  that  these  Eeturns  should  be  ment  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  this 
issued  to  Members  of  the  House,  so  that  House  a  copy  of  the  record  and  the  de- 
Parliament  would  have  an  opportunity  positions  in  the  Court  of  First  Instance 
of  forming  an  opinion  as  to  tae  manner  and  on  appeal,  in  the  case  of  Mr.  John 
in  which  this  money  had  been  disposed  Dillon,  a  Member  of  this  House, 
of.  sentenced  on  the  20th  instant  at  Dun- 

dalk  to  an  imprisonment  of  six  months? 

THE  SUaAR  BOUNTIES- PROTECTIVE  The  CHIEF  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 

DUTIES  OP  FOREIGN  COUNTRIES.  J-  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 

-wr      TftT/vnrwxT  /t   •      4.    x      i_  j  xi.  Considered  Uiis  matter  carefully ;  and,  in 

Under  SeCTetary  of  State  for  Foreign  poaed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  «  a 

Affairs    Whether  the  negotiations  for  ^     ^^^^^^j  ^»    ^^  ^^^^  -^  ^^^^ 

the  abolition  of  foreign  sugar  bounties  g^j^,  ^  f„  ^'j_  ^         ^jjHe,  in  tht 

extend  to  the  abolition  or  redurtion  of  f^^  „,  ^j,^  j^^  ,^l^ti      ^  the  case  in 

the  protective  duties  levied  by  foreign  the  Paper,  I  think  it  will  not  be  expe- 

nations  on  British  sugar,  or  on  British  ^^^^j  ^^  ^^  jj^^  ^^urn  asked  for  by 

manufactures  in  which  sugar  IS  used  r  fi,^  •:«.i»4.  k^«  n^^^\^^^^ 

The     UNDER     SECRETAEY     of  ^^  "«^^*  *^^^-  ^«^*1«°^*°- 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbrqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  No;  these  negotiations  CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
relate  solely  to  the  abolition  of  sugar  ^^ND)  ACT,  1887-PRI80N   RBGULA- 
bounties,  and  do  not  enter  into  questions  TIONS-MR.  JOHN  DILLON,  M.P. 
of  duties  on  sugar,  or  on  manufactures  Mr.  JOICEY   (Durham,  Chester-le- 
in  which  sugar  is  used.  Street) (forMr.W. H.James) (Gateshead) 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

SUGAR  BOUNTIES  CONFERENCE— THE  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  How  Mr.  John 

UNITED  STATES  GOVERNMENT.  Dillon  has  been  employed  since  his  im- 

Mb.    ILLINGWORTH    asked    the  P™onment  and  what  will  be  the  nature 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  o{h^s^e£JeT      ^^""»  *"  ^''^^^ 

^^"^A  ^^^^'r  *^^,^^^^'^°^®^J  ?^  Jlj^  The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 

United  SUtes  have  taken  a  part  in  the  j    Balfour^    (Manchester,    E.):     The 

Conference   on  Sugar  Bounties  in  the  q^^^^^  p^j-^^^^  3^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^ 

same  manner  and  on  the  same  footing  ^^^     ^^^^^^    ^^^^^^^^  ^   ^^  ^^^^ 

a^  the  Governments  of  the  other  coun-  ^^^^  ^  ^^^  j^^^^^^  ^^         ^^^   ^y^^ 

tees  concerned ;  and,  whether  he  is  able  ^^^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^.      ^^^^^^^^  I^i3  ^^^ 

to  give  the  House  any  information  con-  ^i«^j  •    xi,^  t>^-«^t>  TT/^«w^;f«l 

ceiiing  the  probability  of  the  United  ^^^^  "^  *^^  ^™^^  Hospital. 

States    Government    joining    in    and  «  .,-.     ^„_,    .TTornrrrE.   /tt>vt  Axrr^x    -»rT> 

adopting  the  conclusions  of  the   Con-  ^^^    ^^^  JUSTICE   (IRELAND)-MR. 

fSrence?           """^^"»^""»  "^  ''"«   ^""  j.   h.  ATKINSON,  PETTY   SESSIONS 

The    under     SECRETARY     of  ^^^^'    MARYBOROUGH,   QUEEN'S 

STATE  (Sir  James  Fbrqusson)  (Man-  COUNTY. 

Chester,  N.E.) :  The  Representative  of  Mr.  LALOR  (Queen's  County,  Leix) 
the  United  States  attended  the  Sugar  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Conference  to  listen  to  its  proceediugs  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware 
and  report  the  same,  but  without  com-  that  Mr.  John  H.  Atkinson,  Petty 
mitting  his  Government.  I  am  not  able  Sessions  Clerk  at  Maryborough,  Queen's 
to  inform  the  House  concerning  the  County,  has  been  suspended  for  defalca- 
course  which  the  Government  of  the  tions  extending  over  a  number  of  years, 
United  States  may  take  at  future  and  if  he  is  aware  of  the  nature  and  ex- 
stages.  t«it  of  tbes^  defalcations ;  and,  if  it  is 

Jir.  A.  /.  Balfaur 


1151  Poor  law  |  Jttnb  25.  1888J  (Ireland).  1122 

the  intention  of  the  Governmenti  as  re-  Guardians  to  exhaust  the  means  at  their 

ported,  to  sanotion  the  re-instatement  of  disposal  to  recover  the  rates  from  the 

Mr.  Atkinson  in  the  position  of  Petty  landlord  in  such  oases  before  suing  the 

Sessions  Clerk  ?  occupier  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A.       The  80LICIT0E   GENERAL    pob 

J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply,  IRELAND    (Mr.     Madden)     (Dublin 

said,  the  clerk  referred  to  had  not  been  University) :  The  occupier  for  the  time 

suspended    for    defalcations,    but    for  being  of  any  land  may  he  compelled  to 

neglect  of  duty.     The  Magistrates  have  pay  the  poor  rate  as  soon  as  it  is  four 

recommended   his   re-instatement,    and  months  in  arrear.    If  the  valuation  of 

the  matter    is    now    before  the  Lord  the  land  is  not  more  than  £4,  the  ocou- 

Lieutenant.  pier,  if  compelled  to  pay,  may  recover 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.)  asked,  the  whole  amount  from  the  lessor  of  the 

had   not  Mr.   Atkinson    received    dog  land  by  civil  bill,  or  he  may  deduct  it 

taxes,  for  which  he  did  not  issue  either  from  his  rent,   if  he  is  liable  to  pay  a 

stamped  or  licensed  documents  ?  rent.    Lord  Ashbourne's  Act  does  not 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  was  affectthe  question.   The  person  in  actual 

not  aware  of  the  fact.  occupation  of  land  can  be  equally  sued 

by  the  Guardians  whether  he  is  a  tenant 

HOME  OFFICE— PRISON  DEPABT-  or  a  purchaser,  and  in  either  case  he  can 

MENT.  recover  from  the  person  ultimately  liable. 

Mr.  QUILTEK  (Suffolk,  S.)  asked  JJl^?^*'^  ^^  Guardians  are  by  law  en- 
tire Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  titled  to  sue  either  the  lessor  or  the 
Home  Department,  What  is  the  reason  occupier  of  land.  Where  the  lessor  is 
for  the  delay  in  the  issue  of  the  Return  Hftimate  y  liable  it  is,  I  am  informed, 
relating  to  the  Prison  Department;  and,  the  usual  practice  to  use  all  reasonable 
whether  the  Return  will  show  the  num-  endeavour  to  compel  him  to  pay  before 
berof  prisoners  employed  in  mat  making  ro«)rtmg  to  the  occupier.  The  mode  of 
in  each  prison  ?  enforcing  payment  is  either  by  distress, 

The    under     SECRETARY     of  wliich,  of  course  only  affects  the  ^o^^ 

STATE  (Mr.  Stuart-Wortlby)  (Shef-  P^®'.»  ^f  bj  wyil  bill,  which  is  available 

field,    HaUam):    There   has    been   no  against  either  lessor  or  occupier, 

avoidable   delay  this  year  in  the  pre-  p^Qj^  ^^^^  (IRELAND)-DISMI8SAL  OF 
paration  of  the  Report  of  the   Prison  p   lougHREY,  TULLA  UNION. 

Commissioners;  the  Report  usually  ap-       ,,     ^^^  ,^      *     .      i_  j  ^i,     /^l-  * 

pears  at  the  end  of  August.     When  ^  ^\  ^^^  (Clare  E.)  asked  the  Chief 

issued  it  will  show,  in  the  same  way  as  ?®*l"*fy  to  the  Lord    Lieutenant  of 

the  Report  last  published,  the  number  J^eland,  If  he  can  cite  any  precedents 

of  prisoners  employed  at  mat-making  in  ^"^  the  action  of  the  Local  Government 

each  prison.    It  appears  that  the  actual  2?*'^  l"".  dismissing,  by  sealed  order, 

daily  average  number  of  prisoners  so  Mr  Patrick  Loughry.  poor  rate  collector 

employed  in  the  year  ending  March  31,  ^^  the  Tulla  Union,  witW  any  previous 

iflftft  wofl  ««w  1  47*^  communication  With  the  local  Board  of 

looo,  was  oniy  i,^/o.  ^        ..  t.      j.  4.       i.  4.1.      -j.  • 

*'  G-uardians ;  can  he  state  whether  it  is  a 

LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  ACT,  *,*^^  *^t  the  -  illegal  proceedings  "  Mr 

1886-ARREAR8  OF  RATES.  ^^^g^JJ  was  alleged  to  be  concerned 

^  a  yj         *i-.«.  ^^^  ^^^  1^^  which  he  was  sentenced  to 

Mr.  SHEEHY  (Gal way,  S.)  asked  14  days'  imprisonment,  in  default  of 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whe-  giving  bail  to  be  of  good  behaviour,  and 
ther  tenants  under  £4  valuation  who  for  which  he  was  three  months  after- 
have  purchased  under  Lord  Ashbourne's  wards  dismissed  by  sealed  order,  con- 
Act  can  be  sued  for  rates  which  became  sisted  in  being  one  of  a  large  party 
due  previous  to  the  confirmation  by  engaged  in  a  hunt  with  a  local  pack  of 
the  Land  Commission  of  the  purchase  harriers ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  tnat  the 
scheme ;  did  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act  con-  Guardians,  having  complied  with  the 
template  payqaent  by  such  tenants  of  orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
arrears  of  poor  rates;  what  are  the  to  advertise  for  a  successor  to  Mr. 
powers  of  Guardians  to  recover  arrears  Loughry,  and  having  received  no  ap- 
of  rates  from  tenants  under  £4  valua-  plication  for  the  office,  passed  a  Besolu- 
tion ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  duty  of  the  tion  on  May  29,  stating  that — 
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"  The  Gaardians  deem  it  their  duty  to  let  the 
Local  Government  Board  know  that  it  is  the 
belief  of  the  Guardians  that  no  eligible  person 
will  apply  for  the  office  so  long  as  their  sealed 
order,  with  the  Chief  Secretary's  signature  to 
it,  remains  in  force  ; " 

whether,  at  the  meeting  of  the  Board  of 
Ouardians  on  the  19th  instant,  a  Beso- 
lution  was  adopted,  again  informing  the 
Local  Government  Board  that  there  was 
no  response  to  their  advertisement  for 
candidates  for  the  vacant  situation,  and 
again  directing  the  attention  of  the 
Local  Oovemment  Board  to  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  29th  ultimo,  also  pointing 
out  that — 

"  A  large  number  of  poverty-stricken  persons 
have  been  for  the  past  two  months  deprived  of 
out-door  relief  owing  entirely  to  the  effect  of 
this  sealed  order,'* 

and,  whether,  as  President  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board,  he  will  give  instruc- 
tions to  have  the  order  withdrawn  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
Baid,  two  cases  of  the  kind  had  occurred 
^-one,  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Cork,  and  the  other,  the  case 
of  Dr.  Magner.  Loughry  was  con- 
victed as  one  of  the  promoters  of  an 
illegal  assembly  of  300  or  400  people, 
who  assembled  under  the  guise  of  a  hunt 
to  intimidate  persons  from  taking  certain 
farms  in  order  that  the  lands  might  be- 
come derelict.  The  representations  in 
question  were  made  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board ;  but,  as  he  had  already 
explained,  the  outdoor  relief  was  dis- 
continued not  because  of  the  dismissal 
of  the  man — the  payment  of  it  had  been 
stopped  before  that — but  because  of  the 
financial  condition  of  the  Union. 

POST  OFFICE— CIRCULATION  DEPART- 
MENT  (INLAND  BRANCH) -SUNDAY 
DUTY— THE  SORTERS. 

Mr.  PICKER8GILL(Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  the  sorters  employed  on  Sun* 
day  duty  in  the  Circulation  Department 
(Inland  Branch)  petitioned  in  1884  for 
an  improved  rate  of  pay ;  whether,  in 
January,  1885,  they  asked  for  a  reply 
to  their  Petition,  which  was  not  given  f 
whether,  in  October,  1886,  they  were 
told  officially  that — 

**  A  scheme  waf  in  existence,  which  would 
probably  be  published  early  in  the  new  year  ; ' 

whether,  in  January  ofthe  present  year, 
having  again  asked  for  a  reply  to  the 

Mr.  Cox 


original  Petition,  they  were  told  by  the 
Controller  that  *'  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral was  in  communication  with  the  Trea- 
sury ; "  whether  the  last  statement  is 
correct ;  and,  when  a  definite  answer  to 
the  Petition  will  be  given  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL(Mr. 
Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University):  If, 
as  I  presume,  the  hon.  Member  refers 
to  extra  pay  for  extra  duty,  the  facts  are 
very  much  as  implied  in  the  Question. 
The  matter  has,  no  doubt,  been  a  long 
time  under  consideration,  involving,  as 
it  does,  minute  and  laborious  investiga- 
tion ;  but  I  am  not  without  hopes  that 
a  decision  may  now  be  arrived  at  shortly, 
and  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
no  effort  on  my  part  will  be  wanting  to 
bring  this  about. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE  ACT. 
1888 -STAMP  PENALTIES. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  (Liverpool,  Everton) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  would  be  prepared  to  instruct 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  to  remit 
the  penalties  payable  on  stamping  in- 
struments executed  prior  to  the  passing 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act 
of  1888  which  are  presented  to  them  for 
the  purpose  at  any  time  before  the  1st 
of  January  next  ? 

The  chancellor  of  thk  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  see  many  advan- 
tages in  the  course  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member.  The  matter  is  under  my 
consideration ;  and  I  shall  be  glad  to 
give  him  a  fuller  and  more  definite 
answer  if  he  will  kindly  repeat  his  Ques- 
tion in  a  few  days. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— ADMIN- 
ISTRATION OF  JUDICIAL  OATHS. 
Mr.  J.  SINCLAIR  (Ayr,  &o.)  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  has  yet  considered  the  subject  of 
assimilating  the  practice  of  the  Irish 
Courts  in  ti^e  administration  of  an  oath 
by  the  ^'  uplifted  hand,"  to  the  in- 
variable practice  in  the  Scotch  Courts  as 
described  by  the  Lord  Advocate ;  and, 
whether,  if  he  considers  further  legisla- 
tion is  necessary  to  effect  this  reform, 
he  is  now  prepared  to  state  when  he  can 
introduce  such  legislation  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University) :   If  the  hon.  Member  will 
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introdace  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject matter  of  bia  Queitioa,  I  can 
assure  him  that  it  will  receive  the 
most  favoarable  consider ation  on  tho 
part  at  the  Government.  I  fear  that, 
BO  long  as  the  law  is  governed  by  th« 
Act  of  1838,  differences  ot  opinion 
will  exist  as  to  the  proper  mode  of 
applying  its  provisions,  and  that  there 
exist  no  means  of  obtaining  the  unifor- 
mit;  of  practice  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber desires. 

Mr.  J.aiNOLAIK:  Will  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  be  able  to 
introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject, as  it  would  be  mudi  better  coining 
from  the  Goremment? 

Me.  madden  :  I  am  afraid  I  can- 
not  at  this  moment  undertake  on  th« 
part  of  the  Government  to  introduce 
such  a  Bill.  However,  the  matter  will 
receive  consideration. 


Me.  ABTHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 

fol,  £.]  asked  Mr.  Ohancellor  of  thi 
Ixohequer,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  case  of  George 
Williams,  a  pensioner,  formerly  of  the 
9th  Foot,  who,  on  June  8,  1887,  was 
informed  by  the  Royal  Commissioners 
of  Chelsea  Hoepital,  with  the  assent  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  that 
his  claim  to  an  additional  \d.  a-day 
had  been  recognized  as  well-founded, 
and  that  the  necessary  instructions 
would  be  issued  for  payment  of  arrears 
from  May  9,  1865,  to  December  31, 
18B5,  exclusive  of  the  period  from 
July  1  to  November  1,  1879,  during 
which  he  was  in  Chelsea  Hospital ; 
whether  the  Treasury  have  caused  the 
money  so  promised  to  be  withheld  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  pensioner  was  not  responsible 
for  the  accumulation  of  the  arrears, 
and  of  the  official  letter  promising  pay- 
ment, and  of  all  the  other  circum- 
stances of  the  case  he  will  direct  that 
the  Treasury  decision  shall  be  re-con- 
oonsidered. 

Toe  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  QosoHEN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) ;  There  has  been  a 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  Trea- 
sury and  War  Office  with  respect  to 
this  case ;  but  I  have  been  looking, 
personally  into   it,    and    I   have   good  j 


hopes   of  being   able   to  arrive   at   a 
satiefaetoty  settlement  of  it. 


Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  he  can  now  give  the 
promised  information  as  to  the  Irra- 
waddy  Flotilla  Company  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham): 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  Indian  mail 
has  arrived ;  but  it  has  not  brought  the 
Papers  relating  to  this  matter. 

Ma.  BEADLAUGH :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  say  how  it  was  that  a  few 
weeks  ago  he  informed  the  House  that 
he  had  reason  to  believe  the  documents 
were  on  the  way  P 

SiB  JOHN  GORST:  My  reason  was 
that  I  was  told  so. 

EDUCATION  DEPAETMBNT-^NOTTINO- 
HAM  SCHOOL  BOARD. 
Hr.  BROADHURST  (Not&igham, 
W.)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether  the  Nottingham  School  Board 
have  made  repeated  requests  to  the 
Education  Department  to  be  permitted 
to  provide  additional  accommodation  in 
the  People's  College  Board  School,  and 
have  made  various  proposals  for  that 
purpose  i  whether  the  attendance  is  in 
excess  of  the  certified  accommodation, 
notwithstanding  that  more  than  100 
children  have  been  refused  admission  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  eohool  is 
oentrally  situated,  and  is  so  ancceasful 
as  to  cost  the  ratepayers  nothing; 
whether,  instead  of  complying  with  the 
Board's  requests,  the  Education  Depart- 
ment has  proposed  the  ejection  of  the 
scholars  in  the  three  lower  standards  ; 
and.  whether  the  application  which  has 
lately  been  made  for  leave  to  erect 
ipplementary  schools  on  another  site 
ill  be  acceded  to  by  the  Department? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
I.IAM  Hart  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
The  People's  College  Board  School  was 
i)BtabIiahed  as  a  higher  grade  school  to 
serve  the  neoeeaities  of  the  whole  town; 
and  the  proposals  of  the  Board  would 
have  had  the  effect  of  converting  it  into 
a  school  of  the  ordinary  type  for  the 
supply  of  a  particular  district.  It  is  to 
this  degradation  of  a  central  school  for 
SO? 
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higher  olementary  education,  and  not 
to  the  supply  of  additional  accommoda- 
tion, that  the  Department  have  ob- 
jected ;  and,  as  at  present  advised,  I  see 
no  reason  to  re* consider  my  decision  in 
the  matter. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— THE 
EDENDERRY  UNION— FAIR  RENTS. 

Dr.  fox  (King's  Co.,  Tullamore) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretaryto  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  he  will 
arrange  for  fair  rents  to  be  fixed  for  the 
tenants  of  Edenderry  District,  some  of 
whom  have  been  kept  waiting  for  over 
three  years  ? 

Thf  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
Land  Commissioners  inform  me  that  it 
is  not  correct  to  state  that  some  of  the 
applications  to  fix  fair  rents  in  the 
Edenderry  Union  have  been  kept  wait- 
ing over  three  years.  The  earliest  un- 
disposed of  case  in  the  Kildare  part  of 
the  Union  was  served  on  the  28th  of 
September,  1887  ;  in  the  Meath  part  on 
the  29th  of  September,  1887 ;  and  in 
the  King's  County  part  on  the  5th  July, 
1886.  The  Commissioners  are  not  at 
present  in  a  position  to  state  when  a 
oub-Commissioner  will  next  sit  for  the 
disposal  of  cases  in  the  King's  County 
portion  of  the  Union ;  but  21  cases  have 
been  listed  from  the  Elildare  part  of  the 
Union  for  the  sitting  commencing  at 
Naas  on  the  2nd  of  July. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
STREET  ASSEMBLIES. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  any 
new  instructions  have  been  issued  dur- 
ing the  last  nine  months  to  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabularly  Forces,  as  to  the 
prevention  of  any  assembly  of  persons 
in  the  streets  after  the  holding  of  trials 
in  the  various  Court-houses  in  Ireland  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  In- 
spector General  of  Constabulary  reports 
that  no  new  instructions  of  the  nature 
indicated  have  been  issued  to  the  police. 
Two  Circulars  were  issued  to  the  Divi- 
sional Magistrates  during  the  period 
named,  pointing  out  Regulations  to  be 
observed  for  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  at  public  demonstrations,  and  for 
the  prevention  of  improper  demonstra- 
tions. 

Sir  William  Eart  Dyh 


Mr.  SCHWANN:  WUl  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  lay  them  on  the 
Table? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir. 

COUNTY  ELECTORS  ACT.  1888  — DE- 
CLARATIONS  IN  MUNICIPAL  BO- 
ROUGHS. 

Mb.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether  in  the  County 
Electors  Act  of  1888,  Section  4,  Sub- 
section 2,  in  a  borough  which  is  only 
municipal,  and  for  which  declarations 
are  to  be  made  on  or  before  September 
5,  those  declarations  are  to  be  served  on 
the  Town  Clerk  in  that  borough  or  on 
the  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  on  whom  such 
declarations  outside  of  that  borough  are 
served  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St  George^s) :  It  is 
presumed  that  the  Question  is  intended 
to  refer  to  declarations  in  boroughs 
which  are  municipal,  but  not  Parlia- 
mentary, under  Sub-section  1  {ja)  of 
Section  4  of  the  County  Electors  Act. 
These  declarations  ought  to  be  served 
on  the  Town  Clerk  of  the  borough,  in 
accordance  with  the  Parliamentary  and 
Municipal  Registration  Act,  1878,  and 
not  on  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)— REFRESH. 
MENT  STAND  IN  THE  VICTORIA 
PARK. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether,  in  1861,  permission  was 
granted  to  Mr.  Richard  Goddard  to 
occupy  a  space  about  12  feet  square  in 
Victoria  Park  as  a  refreshment  stand ; 
whether,  in  1 873,  the  continuance  of  this 
permission  was  granted  to  Mr.  Daniel 
Nicholl,  son-in-law  of  Mr.  Goddard; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  on  April  30, 
1888,  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
cancelled  such  permission ;  and,  whether 
the  refreshment  stand,  whilst  under  the 
control  of  the  First  Commissioner,  had 
always  been  well-conducted  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University),  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  believed  the  facts  were  as 
stated  in  the  Question ;  and  he  had  not 
heard  a  word  of  complaint  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  refreshment  stand 
had  been  conducted* 
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SCOTLAND— LANDLORD  AND  TENANT 
—THE  SKIBO  ESTATE,  SUTHER- 
LANDSHIRE. 

Me.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Suther- 
land)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Sutherland, 
proprietor  of  the  Skibo  estate  in  Suther- 
landshire,  has  refused  to  accept  from  his 
tenants  the  rents  fixed  by  the  Commis- 
sion appointed  under  Act  of  Parliament 
for  that  purpose,  or  refused  to  give  a 
clear  receipt  for  the  said  rent  when  duly 
ofifered  to  him ;  and  that  he  threatens 
them  with  proceedings  in  the  Court  of 
Session  unless  they  pay  the  old  rent; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  take 
any  steps  for  the  protection  of  the 
tenants  in  this  case  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  facts  stated  in  the  Question. 
Assuming  them  to  be  correct,  tbe  matter 
involved  is  one  that  can  only  be  decided 
by  a  competent  Court  of  Law ;  and  her 
Majesty's  Government  have  no  power 
to  interfere. 

PALACE   OF  WESTMINSTER-HOUSE 
OF   COMMONS— POLICE  ATTENDANCE. 

Mr.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe 
Home  DepartmoDt,  The  number  of 
police  officers  employed  in  the  House  of 
Liords  and  the  number  employed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  who  received  extra 
pay  the  whole  year,  and  who  receive 
extra  pay  during  the  Parliamentary 
Session,  and  what  rank  these  officers 
hold ;  and,  whether  he  can  state  the 
total  number  of  each  rank  from  each 
House  that  will  be  removed  at  the  end 
of  the  Session  under  Sir  Charles  War- 
ren's new  Regulations  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  In  the 
House  of  liords  one  sergeant  and  six 
police  constables,  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons one  sergeant  and  nine  police  con- 
stables, receive  extra  pay  all  the  year 
round.  In  addition  to  this,  there  is  the 
night  watch  paid  by  the  Office  of  Works, 
consisting  of  one  Inspector,  two  sergeants, 
and  16  police  constables.  In  the  House 
of  Lords  26  police  constables,  in  the 
House  of  Commons  two  sergeants  and 
70  police  constables,  receive  extra  pay 
during  the  Session.  The  Chief  Com- 
missioner cannot  say  definitely  how  many 


of  each  rank  from  each  House  will  be 
removed  at  the  end  of  the  Session  ;  but 
there  will  probably  be  not  more  than 
seven  men  affected  by  the  new  Regu- 
lations. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)  —  AR- 
RESTS  FOR  CONSPIRACY  —  HAND- 
CUFFING. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford.  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Under  what  powers  and  by  whose  orders 
were  Mr.  Sweeney,  T.C.,  and  other 
Loughrea  shopkeepers  who  were  ar- 
rested for  conspiracy,  &c.,  conveyed 
handcuffed  to  gaol ;  what  are  the  Police 
Regulations  with  regard  to  handcuffing 
untried  prisoners ;  were  the  handcuffs 
kept  on  the  1 1  men  in  question  during  a 
drive  on  cars  of  22  miles,  from  Lough- 
rea to  Galway,  after  they  were  returned 
for  trial,  bail  being  refused  by  Mr. 
Townsend,  R.M. ;  did  the  Queen's  Bench 
afterwards  grant  bail  to  all  the  1 1  men  ; 
and,  what  was  the  reason  for  hand- 
cuffing them  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University) :  The  Inspector  General  of 
Con  stab ularly  reports  that  the  Loughrea 
prisoners  were  handcuffed  in  accordance 
with  the  Police  Regulations,  the  respon- 
sible officer  having  grounds  to  appre- 
hend an  attenipted  rescue.  Under  the 
Constabulary  Regulations  prisoners  are 
to  be  handcuffed  (1)  if  charged  with  the 
commission  of  any  serious  offence;  (2) 
if  persons  of  bad  character  ;  (3)  if  there 
are  reasonable  grounds  to  apprehend  an 
escape,  or  attempted  rescue,  or  violence. 
The  handcuffs  were  kept  on  the  prisoners 
until  they  were  lodged  in  Galway  Gaol, 
six  of  them  having  being  sent  by  road, 
and  the  remaining  five  by  rail  from 
Athenry.  It  is  the  fact  that  Mr.  Town- 
send  refused  to  admit  the  prisoners  to 
bail,  and  that  bail  was  subsequently 
granted  by  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether  he  had 
any  objection  to  read  the  Regulations. 

Mr.  madden  said,  he  had  not  got 
the  Regulations  with  him. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  the  Estimates  for  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabularly  I  shall  call 
attention  to  the  difference  in  the  practices 
existing  in  England  and  Ireland  with 
regard  to  handcuffing  of  untried  pri- 
soners. 
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The  lord   MAYOR  or  DUBLIN 

(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  whe- 
ther an  attempt  had  ever  been  made  to 
rescue  a  Coercion  Act  prisoner  in  L:e- 
land? 

Mr.  madden  said,  he  believed  not; 
but  proper  caution  was  necessary  on  the 
occasion  in  question. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  1887--PRISON  REGULA- 
TIONS—PICKINQ  OAKUM. 

Mb.  JOICEY  (Durham,  Chester-le- 
Street)  (for  Mr.  W.  H.  James)  (Gates- 
head) asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
prisoners  sentenced  under  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  have 
to  pick  oakum  and  break  stones  like 
other  prisoners ;  and,  whether  the 
prisoners  undergoing  these  sentences 
with  hard  labour  have  an  extra  allow- 
ance of  food  to  those  undergoing  sen- 
tences without  hard  labour  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  they  were  under  the  same  Bules  as 
other  convicted  prisoners. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL   FUNDS— THE 
SEA^IEN  PENSIONER  RESERVE. 

Captain  PEICE  (Devonport)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  as  a 
Trustee  of  the  Greenwich  Hospital 
Funds,  Whether  having  stated  in  his 
letter  to  the  Treasury  of  October  18, 
1886,  as  follows:— 

**  Their  Lordships,  as  Trustees  of  the  Green- 
wich Hospital  Fund,  no  longer  feel  justified  in 
diverting  the  revenues  of  this  Charity,  and  the 
charge  for  the  maintainance  of  the  Seamen 
Pensioner  Reserve  must,  they  consider,  neces- 
sarily fall  on  Parliamentary  Votes," 

he  proposes  to  discontinue  so  diverting 
the  said  revenues  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Geoege 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  EaliDg):  The 
correspondcDce  to  which  my  hon.  and 
gallant FrioDd  alludesshowsadivergence 
of  opinion  between  two  Departments  as 
to  the  charges  which  legitimately  apper- 
tain to  the  Greenwich  Hospital  Funds. 
Thepay  ment  to  the  Seamen  Pensioner  Re- 
serve is  a  liability  which  the  Admiralty 
must  meet ;  and  if  the  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital Funds  are  the  only  resources  out 
of  which  this  liability  can  be  defrayed, 
thoy  must  be  applied  to  this  purpose. 


INDIA— WATER  SUPPLY  AT  RAWUL 

PINDI. 

Dr,  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  Native  inhabitants  of  the 
Oity  of  Rawul  Pindi  are,  in  consequence 
of  the  energy  of  the  Commissioner, 
Colonel  Parry  Nisbet,  now  supplied  with 
fresh  water  at  all  seasons  of  the  year, 
which  is  brought  from  the  River  Rawul 
by  pipes  laid  underground,  a  distance  of 
seven  miles,  into  the  city ;  if  it  is  true 
that  the  cantonments,  distant  about  a 
mile  from  the  city,  are  obliged  to  draw 
from  wells  the  majority  of  which  run  dry 
in  the  hot  season ;  whether  any  recom- 
mendations have  been  made,  suggesting 
the  extension  of  the  water  supply  to  the 
cantonments;  and,  if  so,  for  what 
reasons  have  they  not  been  carried  into 
efifect ;  and,  whether  steps  will  be  taken 
at  an  early  period  to  give  the  large  body 
of  troops  stationed  at  the  cantonments 
the  great  benefit  already  conferred  upon 
the  Native  inhabitants  of  the  city  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
There  is  no  official  information  at  the 
India  Office  which  enables  me  to  reply 
to  this  Question.  The  matter  is  one 
which  it  is  in  the  discretion  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  to  settle  without  in- 
structions from  the  Secretary  of  State. 

LAW    AND    JUSTICE-CORONERS'    IN- 
QUESTS-REMOVAL OF  A  CORPSE. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
circumstances  attending  the  removal  of 
the  body,  by  the  Coroner's  officer,  of 
the  late  Mr.  J.  T.  Coleman,  from  tho 
house  in  which  he  died  (46,  Benlede 
Street,  Poplar)  to  the  <<East  India 
Arms,"  where  the  inquest  was  held ; 
whether  the  Coroner's  officer  has  the 
legal  right  to  order  the  removal  of  a 
body,  against  the  wishes  of  the  relatives, 
for  simple  convenience  or  the  despatch 
of  business ;  whether  he  has  legal  power 
to  call  on  the  police  to  remove  the  body 
by  force;  and,  whether  he  will  grant  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
question  of  public  inquests,  the  necessity 
of  the  jury  viewing  the  body,  and  the 
expediency  of  the  present  system  of 
holding  inquests  in  public-houses,  with 
tho  object  of  seeing  whether,  by  somo 


1188        Criminal  taw  and  {Iitne  25,  1868}    Procedure,  ^c.  Aoi,  1887.  1184 

change  in  the  law,  the  annoyance, 
trouble,  and  cost  of  inspection  and  re- 
moval of  the  bodj  could  be  prevented  ? 
The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  have 
obtained  a  Report  from  the  Coroner  on 
this  matter.  He  informs  me  that  the 
bodj  was  not  removed  to  the  ''Esist 
India  Arms,"  but  to  the  nearest  public 
mortuary,  in  accordance  with  the  almost 
univers^  practice  in  the  crowded  parts 
of  London.  I  have  not  been  able  to 
obtain  a  legal  opinion  as  to  whether  the 
Coroner  has  a  right  to  order  the  removal 
of  a  body,  or  whether,  therefore,  he 
would  be  entitled  to  the  assistance  of 
the  police.  I  am  not  aware  that  any 
such  general  dissatisfaction  exists  with 
the  present  procedure  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  is  necessary. 
I  understand  that  in  most  parts  of  the 
Metropolis  arrangements  are  made  to 
obviate  the  necessity  of  holding  inquests 
in  public-houses.  The  Coroner  for  East 
Middlesex  informs  me  that  he  never 
holds  an  inquest  in  a  public-house  if  he 
can  avoid  it ;  and  at  the  present  moment 
an  application  for  the  use  of  the  Town 
Hall  at  Poplar  is  before  the  Trustees  of 
that  building. 

POOR   LAW— PENSIONERS  AND  ARMY 
RESERVE  MEN. 

Mb.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  8.W., 
Newton)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether  a 
large  number  of  Pensioners  and  Army 
Reserve  men  are  inmates  of  workhouses 
which  they  only  leave  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  their  pay,  often  returning 
for  re-admittance  the  same  day  ;  and,  if 
80,  whether  means  exist  by  which  the 
Guardians  of  the  various  Unions  could 
attach  the  sums  of  money  which  become 
periodically  due  to  such  persons,  in 
order  to  defray  the  expense  of  their 
maintenance  ? 

The  PI^ESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
Local  Government  Board  obtained  par- 
ticulars as  to  the  number  of  Army  Re- 
serve men  and  military  pensioners  in 
workhouses  on  the  12th  of  November 
last.  The  total  number  of  inmates  of 
workhouses  on  that  day  was  about 
63,000.  Of  this  number  88  were  Army 
Reserve  men  and  530  military  pensioners. 
As  regards  the  latter,  there  is  a  pro- 
vision in  the  19  Fict.,  c.  16,  s.  8,  which 


enables  the  Guardians  to  arrange  with 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  repayment 
from  the  pension  of  the  amount  of  re- 
lief advanced  to  the  pensioner,  and  in 
a  large  number  of  cases  this  provision 
is  acted  upon  by  the  Guardians.  The 
Guardians  cannot,  however,  recover 
more  than  the  cost  of  the  relief  granted 
to  the  man,  although  his  pension  may 
exceed  that  amount ;  and  there  are,  no 
doubt,  cases  where  the  pensioner  dis- 
charges himself  from  the  workhouse 
with  the  view  of  receiving  the  balance 
of  his  pension,  and  when  he  has  re- 
ceived it  within  a  short  time  spends  it, 
and  again  becomes  an  inmate  of  the 
workhouse.  As  regards  the  Army  Re- 
serve men,  there  is  at  present  no  similar 
provision ;  but,  as  already  stated,  the 
number  of  such  men  in  workhouses  is 
very  small. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— TRIAL  AND 
SENTENCE  ON  MR.  J.  HALPIN  FOR 
THE  ENN18  MEETING  —  COUNTY 
COURT  JUDGE  KELLY. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  att-ention  has  been 
directed  to  the  following  report,  which 
appeared  in  The  Star  of  June  21 : — 

* '  The  sentence  of  three  months'  imprison- 
ment passed  on  Mr.  James  Halpin  for  the  Ennis 
meeting  was  yesterday  confirmed  at  the  Quarter 
Sessions  hy  County  Court  Judge  Kelly.  An 
application  to  make  the  prisoner  a  first-class 
misdemeanant  was  refused.  Colonel  Turner 
gave  eyidence  of  the  circumstances  attending 
the  meeting  at  Ennis  in  an  old  com  store. 
Judge  Kelly  :  How  is  it  you  did  not  arrest  the 
promoters  of  the  meeting? — The  Witness: 
They  did  not  give  me  the  chance. — Judge 
Kelly  :  Oh,  yes,  they  did.  They  came  down 
here  from  Dublin.  It  is  hard  to  punish  poor 
people,  and  allow  these  fellows,  the  organizers, 
to  go  free.— Hie  Witness :  I  would  be  only  too 
glad  to  arrest  them  if  I  thought  I  had  a  chance. 
The  Judge :  Their  presence  was  quite  enough. 
You  had  the  placard  and  the  articles  in  United 
Ireland  calling  on  the  people  to  go  and  hear 
Mr.  Davitt ; " 

and,  whether,  if  a  prosecution  is  insti- 
tuted, he  will  undertake  that  no  part  of 
the  proceedings  will  be  heard  by  Judge 
Kelly,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pro- 
secution was  recommended  by  him  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfotjr)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  learned  Judge  did  not  admit 
the  accuracy  of  the  printed  version  of 
what  occurred;   aod,   as  regarded  the 
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last  paragraph,  it  was  not  intendod  to 
institute  any  further  prosecution. 

POOH  LAW  (IRELAND)— BALLINA- 
SLOE  POOR  LAW  BOARD. 

Mb.  HAEBIS  (Galway,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that  in  the 
Ballinasloe  Poor  Law  Board  the  elected 
Ouardians  and  the  ex  officio  Guardians 
are  nearly  equal  as  regards  numhers ; 
that,  owing  to  this  fact,  close  and  bitter 
contests  have  arisen  from  time  to  time 
at  the  election  of  Chairman  and  Deputy 
Chairman  to  the  Board;  why,  having 
regard  to  this  state  of  things,  did  the 
Local  Gt)Yemment  Board  delay  a  fort- 
night before  they  replied  to  the  objec- 
tions sent  to  them  against  the  election 
of  Mr.  John  Oardiner  as  Chairman  of 
the  Ballinasloe    Board  of   Guardians; 
whether    they     have    pronounced    the 
action  of  the  gentleman  who  presided 
at  the  election  of  Mr.  John  Gardiner,  on 
the  4  th  of  April  last,  as  illegal,  and  have 
issued  an  order  for  a  new  election ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  gentleman  who 
acted  in  this  illegal    manner  had  the 
sanction  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  act  as  presiding  officer,  and  that  he 
was  voted  into  that    position  by  the 
$x  officio  Guardians,  and  against  the  will 
of  the  elected  Guardians,  and  that  this 
course  was  at  variance  with  the  usage 
of  the  Board,  which  up  to  that  time  al- 
ways got  the  Clerk  of  the  Union  to  act 
as  presiding  officer  at  the  election  of 
Chairman  ;  whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  received  a  formal  com- 
munication signed  by  six  of  the  elected 
Guardians  claiming  the  Chairmanship 
for   Mr.    Thomas  Byrne,   who   got  18 
votes,  Mr.  Gardiner  getting  19  at  the 
election  of  April  4,  on  the  gpround  that 
some  of  the  ex  officio  Guardians  who 
voted  for  Mr.   Gardiner  had  no  legal 
right  to  vote ;  whether,  at  the  election 
held  on  May  16,  a  formal  protest  was 
handed  to  the  Chairman  objecting  to  a 
new  election  on  the  ground  that  Mr. 
Byrne  was  the  legally  elected  Chairman 
of  the  Board,  and    formal  objections 
lodged  against  Major   Thomhill,    Mr. 
Orme  Handy,  and  Mr.  J.  W.  Potts,  as 
having  no  right  to  vote  at  the  election 
of  Chairman  ;  whether  it  is  true  that  in 
the  interval  between  the  14th  of  May, 
the  day  on  which  these  objections  were 
lodged    with    the    Local    Gt)vernment 
Board,  and  the  23rd  of  May,  the  day  on 
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which  the  new  Board  first  met,  no 
answer  to  these  objections  had  been 
received  from  the  Local  Government 
Board ;  that  in  consequence  of  such  de- 
lay the  Board  had  to  adjourn,  being 
powerless  to  go  on  with  business  while 
in  a  sf^te  of  uncertainty  as  to  their  right 
to  act  as  a  legally  constituted  body ;  and, 
is  it  on  accoimt  of  this  failure  on  the 
part  of  the  Ballinasloe  Poor  Law  Board 
to  fulfil  duties  which,  owing  to  the  in- 
action of  the  Local  Gt)vemment  Board, 
they  were  powerless  to  perform,  that 
paid  Guardians  have  been  sent  down  to 
transact  the  business  of  the  Union  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.),  in 
reply,  said,  his  answer  to  the  1st  and 
6th  Paragraphs  of  the  Question  was  in 
the  affirmative.  Last  year  a  close  con- 
test did  take  place  in  referenee  to  the 
election  of  Chairman  and  Deputy  Chair- 
man. That  was  not  the  case  in  1886  or 
1885.  The  Local  Gt>vemment  Board 
communicated  their  decision  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  Union  one  week  after  the  formal 
protest  in  the  matter  was  addressed  to 
the  Board.  Therefore,  there  was  no 
unusual  delay.  The  Local  Gt)vemment 
Board  had  not  pronounced  the  action  of 
the  gentleman  who  presided  at  the  elec- 
tion of  Mr.  Gardiner  as  illegal.  Upon  the 
receipt  of  the  objection  referred  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  sent  down  an 
Inspector  to  make  inquiries ;  but  while 
such  inquiries  were  proceeding,  and 
before  the  Board  had  arrived  at  its 
decision,  a  meeting  was  held  by  the 
Guardians  on  the  2drd  of  May ;  and  it 
was  of  such  a  character,  having  regard 
to  previous  occurrences,  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  felt  constrained  to 
relieve  them  of  their  responsibilities. 
There  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  Guar- 
dians performing  their  ordinary  func- 
tions, pending  the  decision  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  regard  to  the 
alleged  illegality  in  the  election  of 
Chairmen. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  SCOTCH  DAY 
MAILS  FOR  THE  CONTINENT. 

Mb.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether, 
since  the  recent  acceleration  of  the  train 
service  between  Scotland  and  London, 
the  Scotch  day  mails  for  the  Continent 
have  been  sent  by  the  evening's  mail 
vid  Calais  instead  of  next  morning ;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  as  to  the  de- 
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Birabilitj  of  giving  the  aame  rapid  des- 
patch to  letters  carried  by  the  Scotch 
day  express  on  Fridays  for  India,  Ohina, 
and  Australia  ? 

ThePOSTMASTER  general  (Mr 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  An 
acceleration  has  taken  place  of  the  train 
which  brings  the  Glasgow  morning  bag 
to  London,  and  it  has  been  found  pos- 
sible to  send  forward  the  same  night  the 
letters  received  in  this  bag  for  the  Con- 
tinent. The  receipt  of  foreign  corre- 
spondence in  London  at  so  late  an  hour 
is,  however,  attended  with  much  incon- 
venience; and  it  is  proposed  from  the 
Ist  of  July  to  despatch  the  Glasgow  bag 
by  an  earlier  train  and  to  bring  it  to 
London  by  the  East  Coast  route,  so  that 
a  longer  interval  in  London  may  be  se- 
cured. When  this  change  is  made,  I 
hope  it  may  be  possible  to  send  forward 
not  only  letters  for  the  Continent,  but  also 
letters  for  India,  Australia,  ftc.  There 
is,  however,  a  greater  difficulty  in  dealing 
with  correspondence  for  India,  China, 
and  Australia  than  with  correspondence 
for  the  Continent,  because  the  mails  for 
the  East  must  be  closed  in  London, 
whereas  a  portion  of  the  correspondence 
for  the  Continent  can  be  dealt  with  on 
the  journey  between  London  and  Dover ; 
and  in  promising  that  an  endeavour 
shall  be  made  to  forward  the  correspon- 
dence for  the  East  the  same  day,  it  must 
be  understood  that  there  may  be  occa- 
sions when  it  will  be  impracticable  so  to 
do.  The  same  facilities  will  be  afforded 
to  Edinburgh  as  to  Glasgow  in  respect 
both  to  correspondence  for  the  Continent 
and  to  correspondence  for  the  East  from 
the  first  proximo. 

SHOP  HOURS  REGULATION  ACT- 
OVERWORK  AT  HACKNEY. 

Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  folio w- 
in  case : — 

"  Sammonses  were  applied  for  on  June  16, 
at  the  Dalston  Court,  by  the  Homo  Secretary 
of  the  Shop  Hours  Regulation  League,  against 
certain  shopkeepers  in  Mare  Street,  Hackne3% 
for  having  infringed  the  provisions  of  the  Shop 
Hours  Regulation  Act.  The  applicant  pointed 
out  that,  from  observations  he  had  himself 
made,  certain  of  the  shop-assistants  were  kept 
at  work  80,  90,  and  even  100  hours  a- week  by 
the  persons  against  whom  the  summonses  were 
asked  for.  The  magistrate,  Mr.  Horace  Smith, 
refused  to   grant  uie  summonses,  unless  the 


young  persons  thus  oyerworked  (and  whom  it 
was  proposed  to  subpcsna  to  g^ve  evidence) 
themselves  attended  and  supported  the  applica- 
tion for  the  summonses  ;*' 

whether  any  person  has  the  power  to 
institute  prosecutions  under  the  Factory 
Acts  and  under  the  Cruelty  to  Animals 
Acts;  and,  whether  he  will  call  the 
attention  of  the  magistrate  to  the  fact 
that  summonses  under  the  Shop  Hours 
Act  hare  been  always  gpranted  by  the 
Lambeth,  Wandsworth,  Marylebone, 
and  other  Metropolitan  Courts  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews;  (Birmingham,  K) :  I  have 
been  in  communication  with  the  magis- 
trate on  this  matter.  He  did  not  refuse 
to  grant  the  summonses  because  the 
young  persons  alleged  to  have  been 
overworked  did  not  attend  to  support 
the  application ;  but  because  the  appli- 
cant failed  to  g^ve  sufficient  evidence. 
He  had  not  communicated  with  the  per- 
sons employed,  and  was  not  able  to  say 
whether  any  of  them  had  been  em- 
ployed beyond  the  lawful  time;  but 
merely  that  certain  shops  were  open  at 
certain  hours.  Any  person  can  institute 
prosecutions  under  the  Factory  or  the 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Acts.  It  is  within 
the  magistrate's  discretion  to  decide 
whether  or  not  a  summons  should  be 
issued  on  the  evidence  brought  before 
him ;  and  I  must  decline  to  make  any 
official  representation  to  the  magistrate 
on  the  matter. 

ADMIRALTY- HER  MAJESTY'S  BIRTH- 
DAY AND  CORONATION  DAY  AT  THE 
DOCKYARDS. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Birthday  and  Her  Majesty's  Corona- 
tion Day  are  kept  as  public  holidays  in 
the  Dockyards  as  well  as  in  other 
Government  Offices ;  whether,  on  the 
occasion  of  the  celebration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Birthday  on  the  2nd  instant, 
the  10  men  employed  on  fire  duty  in  the 
Devonport  and  Keyham  Dockyards  were 
on  duty  the  whole  day,  and  have  re- 
ceived no  extra  pay  or  gratuity  in  con- 
sideration of  the  loss  of  their  holiday, 
being  told,  on  application,  that  they 
would  receive  nothing  beyond  their 
ordinary  pay ;  whether  these  men  are 
to  remain  on  duty  during  the  whole 
of  the  holiday  to  be  observed  on  the 
28th  instant  in   connection   with  Her 
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Majesty's  Ooronation ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  consider  their  claim  to  some 
extra  gratuity;  and,  whether,  at  the 
other  Government  Dockyards,  men  have 
to  remain  on  such  extra  duty  during 
Sundays  and  holidays ;  and,  if  not,  why 
this  stringent  regulation  is  enforced  at 
Devonpoi^  alone  r 

The  FIEST  LORD  (T^ord  Geoeqe 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  Her 
Majesty's  Birthday  and  Ooronation  Day 
are  both  kept  as  public  holidays  in  the 
Dockyards ;  but  only  the  former  is  so 
observed  in  the  Government  Offices.  In 
accordance  with  the  Kegulations  which 
govern  all  the  Dockyards,  men  who  are 
retained  beyond  the  ordinary  working 
hours  receive  the  extra  pay  laid  down 
by  scale  for  the  performance  of  such 
extra  duty,  and  there  is  no  intention  to 
depart  from  the  instructions.  I  under- 
stand that  the  Regulations  are  uniform 
in  this  respect  in  all  the  Dockyards. 

ADMIRALTY— DEVONPORT  DOCKYARD 
—PAY  OP  LABOURERS. 

Me.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, Whether  the  labourers  in  the 
Devonport  Dockyard  are,  or  used  to  be, 
entered  on  the  terms  that  they  should 
receive  Ida,  per  week,  with  a  rise  of  U. 
per  week  at  the  end  of  two  years,  on 
the  recommendation  of  their  officers, 
and  a  second  rise  of  1«.  per  week  at  the 
end  of  seven  years  ;  whether  the  Order 
under  which  labourerj  now  working  in 
the  yards  entered  has  been  cancelled ; 
and,  if  so,  when  and  by  whom  ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  will  see  that  its  terms 
are  properly  carried  out ;  whether  in  the 
Dockyards  other  than  Portsmouth  the 
labourers  are  receiving  from  18«.  to  2U. 
a* week;  and,  whether  these  are  the 
terms  of  hire  upon  which  the  latter 
entered  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
minimum  pay  of  Dockyard  labourers  is 
Ida.  a- week ;  but  there  is  no  stipulation 
as  to  an  increase  being  given  after  cer- 
tain periods.  There  has  been  no  alter- 
ation in  the  Regulations  in  regard  to  the 
payment  of  labourers.  The  amount  of 
pay  given  to  labourers  in  all  the  yards 
is  governed  by  the  same  Regulations — 
namely,  15«.  to  17 a.  per  week.  It  is 
only  when  employed  on  certain  special 
duties  that  any  extra  pay  is  given,  and 
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all  labourers  are  entered  under  similar 
conditions. 

RIOTS,    &c.    (IRELAND)— MR.    DILLON, 
M.P.— DISTURBANCE  AT  DUNDALK. 

Me.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co.,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  after 
the  committal  to  prison  of'  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  at 
Dundalk  on  Wednesday,  a  body  of 
armed  policemen  forced  their  way  through 
a  crowd  who  were  peacefully  listening  to 
an  address  from  the  balcony  of  the 
Lnperial  Hotel;  whether,  at  the  same 
time,  a  party  of  Dragoons  charged 
through  the  crowd  with  drawn  swords 
from  the  opposite  side;  whether  the 
police,  with  their  clubbed  rifles  and 
swords,  injured  many  members  of  the 
crowd,  and  placed  one  man's  life  in 
danger ;  whether  there  was  any  procla- 
mation forbidding  the  people  to  as- 
semble, or  any  warning  given,  or  the 
Riot  Act  read,  before  the  police  and 
Dragoons  wedged  their  way  through  the 
crowd,  or  any  disturbance  during  the 
delivery  of  the  previous  address  before 
the  police  commenced  their  attack ;  and, 
who  ordered  the  police  to  force  their 
way  through  the  meeting,  with  what 
object,  and  by  what  authority  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
County  Inspector  of  Constabulary  re- 
ports that  the  facts  are  not  as  repre- 
sented in  the  Question.  A  body  of 
armed  policemen  did  not  force  their 
way  through  the  crowd;  but  as  an 
escort  of  police  with  batons,  having 
in  charge  three  prisoners,  were  pass- 
ing through  the  crowd  which  blocked 
the  street  immediately  after  the  hon. 
Member  had  ceased  to  speak,  the  police 
were  stoned  and  a  rescue  of  the  prisoners 
attempted.  The  Dragoon  escort  re- 
turning from  duty  did  not  charge  the 
crowd.  The  Resident  Magistrate  ordered 
them  to  move  through  the  crowd  and 
assist  the  police  in  dispersing  it.  The 
Cavalry  had  their  swords  drawn  as 
usual.  So  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  no- 
body's life  has  been  endangered.  There 
was  no  proclamation,  nor  was  the  Riot 
Act  read.  The  police  did  not  attack  the 
people;  but  by  order  of  the  Resident 
Magistrate  endeavoured  to  clear  the 
street,  which  was  quite  blocked,  and  to 
prevent  further  disturbance. 
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f  eotl;  leg^timKto  oocnpation  f  Why  could 
not  they  have  waited,  or  gone  round 
another  way  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  It  eeemB  to 
me  that  the  hon.  Member  mistakes  the 
functions  of  a  public  highway  ;  it  ia  not 
for  the  purpose  of  enablins;  anyone  to 
gather  a  crowd  together  and  to  make  a 
Bpeeoh,  bat  to  enable  persons  to  get 
from  one  point  to  another. 

Mr.  W.  O'BEIEN  :  I  want  to  know, 
aa  a  matter  of  tact,  whether  any  warn- 
ing was  given  the  people  that  they  were 
not  perfectly  within  their  rights  in 
standing  there  and  listening? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  beliere,  as 
I  hare  already  stated,  there  was  stone- 
throwing  by  the  people ;  and  I  do  not 
know  wheth&r,  under  those  circum- 
stances, any  further  notice  ia  required 
to  be  given. 

PRISONH  ACT,  1866— EMPLOYMENT  OF 
THE  TEEADMILL  IN  PEISONS. 

Mb.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  OsBory)  aaked  tho  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  the 
treadmill  is  etill  employed  in  the  priaona 
of  the  United  Kingdom ;  whether  this 
form  of  hard  labour  has  long  since  been 
condemned  by  prison  reformers  as  cruel 
and  unprofitable  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
consider  the  feasibility  of  substituting 
for  it  a  kind  of  labour  at  once  useful 
and  more  humane  ? 

Th8  8ECEETAHY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ma-tthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yes, 
Sir;  the  treadmill  ia  atill  employed,  as 
it  ia  enjoined  by  the  proviaiona  of  the 
Prison  Act,  1865.  I  am  not  aware  that 
this  form  of  bard  labour  has  been  con- 
demnedascruelandunprofitable,  When- 
ever it  is  possible,  the  labour  ie  utilized 
for  the  purpose  of  pumping  or  grinding ; 
BO  it  cannot  be  o^led  uaelese,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  ie  inhumane. 

GOLD  MINES  (WALES)— SPECULATIVE 
LEASES  OR  UCENCBS-RIQHTS  OF 
THE  CROWN. 

Mb.OSBORNE  MOEQAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, G.)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether  the  Grown  claims  the  right  to 
grant  apecnlstire  leases  or  licences  em- 
powering the  holders  thereof  to  enter 
upon  freehold  lands  in  Wales  adversely 
to  the  freeholder  and  to  search  tor  gold 
and  silver  thereon,  even  where  the  exis- 
tonce   of   auob  metals   has   not    been 


Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  Ques- 
tion as  to  whether  there  was  any  distur- 
bance during  the  time  that  I  was  de- 
livering my  address ;  and  is  it  not  the 
fact  that  it  waa  only  when  the  solid  body 
of  the  police,  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  mentioned,  farced  their  way 
through  the  crowd  that  waa  jammed  in 
a  narrow  street,  that  it  was  then,  and 
then  only,  that  such  stones  were  at  all 
thrown. 

Ma.  EOWNTEEE  (Scarborough): 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an' 
ewers,  may  I  ask  him,  arising  out  of  his 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  some 
of  the  police  got  their  rifles  by  the 
muzzles  and  hit  their  hardest  at  the 
beads  of  men  who  were  endeavonring 
to  escape  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  Well,  Sir  ; 
I  should  think  that  the  statement  made 
in  the  last  Question  is  not  the  fact ;  and 
with  regard  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member(Mr.  W.  O'Brien),  1  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  I  am  perfectly  certain,  but 
it  is  extremely  probable  that  no  dis- 
turbance occurred  until  the  police  were 
attacked.  The  disturbance  then  con- 
sisted of  stone- thro  wing  at  the  police, 
who  were  compelled  to  take  notice  of 
such  unlawful  action. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN :  Then  do  I  under- 
stand that  the  right  hon.  Osntleman 
admits  that  no  disturbance  whatever 
took  place,  and  that  no  etones  were 
thrown,  until  upon  the  one  side  the 
DragooDS  rode  into  the  crowd,  and  upon 
the  other  side  the  police  forced  their 
way  through  them  while  they  were 
peaceably  listening  to  addresses  like  my 
own? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  not  to  understand  that,  nor  is 
that  the  inference  from  my  answer. 
What  I  understand  was  the  police  were 
escorting  three  prisoners,  and  when  they 
arrived  on  the  scene  where  the  crowd 
was  standing  which  had  been  listening 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  crowd  pro- 
ceeded to  throw  stones.  Under  those 
oircumetsnces,  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
Resident  Magistrate  was  fully  justified 
in  acting  as  he  did- 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  any  answer  as  to 
why  the  force  of  police  with  a  couple  ot 
prisoners  should  iorce  their  way  through 
a  crowd  which  was  engaged  in  a  per- 
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proved,  and  thai  indirectly  to  force  apon 
the  freeholder  the  (dteiUBtiTe  ot  talun^ 
a  mining  lease  of  Buch  precious  metala 
under  his  ovn  lands  ;  and,  if  eo,  under 
what  statute  or  other  authority  such 
right  ia  claimed  ? 

Thb  ATTOHNEY  general  (Sir 
BioBARD  Wkbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
The  Question  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  aaks  me  is,  in  reality, 
one  of  law,  upon  which  he  is  aa  well 
able  as  I  am  to  form  an  opinion ;  but, 
as  I  understand  the  law,  in  the  absence 
of  substantial  evidence  that  gold  and 
silver  is  to  be  found  in  the  lands,  the 
Grown  does  not  claim  the  right  to  grant 
licences  to  enter  upon  lands  adversely  to 
the  freeholder. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES) -ROBEHT  TRAVIS,  CON- 
VICTEU  OF  MURDER- COMMUT A- 
TION  OF  SENTENCE. 
Mr.  8WETENHAM  (Carnarvon,  &o.) 
Mked  Ur.  Attorney  General,  Whether, 
having  regard  to  the  seutenee  of  death 
passed  on  Bobert  Travis  at  the  Chester 
Aarires,  in  Uay,  1886,  for  the  murder 
of  Mrs.  M'Intyre,  of  the  subsequent 
oommatation  of  that  sentence  to  penal 
eerritude  for  life,  and  that  his  case  was 
under  the  consideration  of  two  Home 
Secretaries  in  succession,  and  that  after- 
wards, on  its  reriewaL  by  Lords  Sram- 
wbII  and  Esher,  Travis  was  released  in 
the  present  month,  he  will  recommend 
the  Govemmeut  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  or  to 
add  a  clause  to  the  Criminal  Evidence 
Bill  now  before  the  House,  giving  to  a 
priioner  oonriotad  of  a  capital  offence 
an  absolute  or  conditional  right  of 
appeal  F 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  (Sir 
BichakdWebsterKIsIo  of  Wight):  The 
question  of  appeal  on  questions  of  fact 
in  criminal  cases  is  one  of  such  vast  im- 
portance that  I  am  afraid  it  is  not  pos- 
sible to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  matter  in  the  present  Session ;  and 
it  would  be  beyond  the  scope  of  the 
Criminal  Evidence  Bill  to  introduce  any 
such  clause  into  that  measure. 

PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER  SECRETARY 

TO  THE  LORD  LIEUTENANT  OF  IRE- 

LAND  BILL. 

Mb.    BENDEL    (Montgomeryshire) 

asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 

Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 

J/r.  Oibomt  Morgan 


vemment  to  proceed  further  with  the 
Parliamentary  TTuder  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  Bill,  now 
standing  on  the  Paper  for  Thorsday 
next? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Skith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Yes, 
Sir. 

NAVY— SEAMEN  OF  H.M.8.  "ASIA"— 
PAYMENT  OP  WAGES. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
home)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, whether  the  seamen  of  H.M.8. 
Atia  have  been  paid  off;  and,  if  not, 
how  long  it  will  bs  before  they  will  re- 
ceive the  wages  due  to  them ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  seamen  ot  Her 
Majesty's  ships  are,  as  a  rule,  kept 
waiting  for  two  or  three  weeks  after  the 
end  of  each  quarter  before  receiving  any 
payment;  and,  whether,  if  on  inquiry 
this  shonld  be  found  to  be  the  case,  he 
will  take  steps  to  cause  the  men  to  be 
paid  in  future  without  any  such  delay  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Geokoe 
HAioLToit)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  No 
orders  for  paying  off  Her  Majesty's 
ship  Alia  have  beeen  issued.  The  men 
in  sea-going  ships  are  paid  monthly, 
and  in  harbour  ships  weekly ;  but  in 
order  to  make  the  quarterly  settlement 
ordered  by  the  Regulations,  the  last 
weekly  payment  in  each  quarter  is  held 
over  the  last  day  of  that  month.  This 
defers  the  weekly  payment  at  the  end 
of  each  quarter  for  a  few  days.  There 
seems  to  be  no  sufficient  grounds  for 
making  any  alteration  in  the  Regula- 
tions. 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS- 
TRANSFER  OF  POWERS. 
Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Tressury, 
Whether,  in  the  event  of  the  olausea 
relating  to  the  government  of  London, 
in  the  Local  Government  Bill,  failing  to 
pass  into  law  this  Sensiou,  the  Govern- 
ment will,  in  consaquence  of  the  dis- 
closures which  have  recently  taken 
place,  consider  the  propriety  of  dis- 
solving the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  of  temporarily  handing 
over  the  whole  of  its  authority  to,  and 
of  vesting  its  powers  in,  a  Royal  Com- 
mission, until  Parliament  shall  deter- 
mine as  to  the  government  of  London 
by  the  creation  of  the  proposed  County 
Council  ? 
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The    first    LORD    (Mr.  W.    H.  conspiracy  to  induoa  others  not  to  do 

Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :    I  am  what  they  had  a  legal  right  to  do ;  and, 

not  prepared  to  admit  the  probability  further,  if  he  can  give  any  statement  to 

of  the  contingency  referred  to  by  the  the  House  as  to  whether  it  is  intended 

hon.  Member ;  and  therefore  it  is  not  to  furnish  the  House  with  the  notes  of 

at  all  necessary  to  consider  what  should  the  Judges'  decision  in  the  oonspiraoy 

be  done  in  the  event  of  such  a  con-  cases? 

tingenoy.  The  SOLICITOR   GENERAL   Foa 

IRELAND    (Mr.    Madden)     (Dublin 

SALE  OF  IKTUXICATma  LIQUORS  ON  UniTersity)    aslced    for  Notice  of   the 

SUNDAY  BILL.  Question. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  (HuddersEeld)  asked  ^.*^^-  ^-  5*:,.^^'^^,  "1^'  ^i^.^jjied 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  Whe-  *^«  Clerk  at  the  Table  to  place  his  No- 

ther  there  was  any  foundation  for  the  ^*®  °*  the  Question,  which  was  on  the 

statement  that  had  appeared  in  the  ^^"J  o°  ^"^^J'  ^^  *•»«  ^*P®.' J"! 
morning  papers,  to  the  eflfect  that  the  Monday.  He  did  not  know  why  it  had 
Government  intended  to  afford  facilities  '^"^  been  so  put  down.  Upon  the  first 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Sale  of  Intoxi-  ^^^''\  *}\!'°°i  *°f  ll*™®5  ^®°*^®; 
eating  Liqnors  on  Sunday  BiU  ?  "»°  "''^d  him  for  further  time,  and 
The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  now  the  Government  had  seven  days' 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The  Notice  of  the  Question  ;  and  surely  they 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  me  Notice  of  his  <=°"ld  i°.f°;°»  "»«  H«»8®  how  many  per- 
Question  as  I  came  into  the  House.  I  sons  >n,ght  be,  perhaps,  illegally  i a 
have  referred  to  the  Order  Book,  and  I  °?«*°'^y  "P.^? .»  "?"«?  which  the  Ex- 
find  that  the  Bill  to  which  the  hon.  "^«JH®'  Di'"ion  had  decided  is  msup- 
Member  refers  stands  on  the  Paper  for  portable.  .-,  ^  ■, 
Wednesday,  11th  of  July.  Ha^ngre-  Mb.  MADDEN  repeated  that  he 
gard  to  the  great  interest  felt  in  the  must  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
question  in  the  country,  and  the  excite-  "^^.^  g»TO  Notice  of  the  Question.  11 
ment  which  has  prevailed  on  the  subject  *»«  ^'^  "f-  the  information  would  be  at 

during  the  last  few  weeks,  if  the  Bill  is  **°S?  "X*^?^^U .  t -d-      •:,   u           u 

not  reached  on  that  day,  I  will  ondea-  fE.  T.  M.  HEALT  said,  he  would 

vour  to  find  an  opportunity  for  the  hon.  P"*  "  Question  on  the  Paper  for  to- 

Member  (Mr.  J.  0.  Stevenson)  to  take  morrow. 

the  judgment  of  the  House  upon  it.  

SiE  WILFRID  LA  WSOlf  (Cumber-  CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE. 

land,  Cockermonth) :    May  I  ask  the  LAND)  ACT,  1887— IMPRI80NMKNT  OF 

right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  the  Go-  MEMBERS 

roldW  S/the  Bill'?  '"'^^°'*  *^*  '~*"'*  ^-  W*  ^-  MAODONALD  (Queen's 

Mb.  V.  H.  SMITH  :  I  hope  the  hon.  ^-  ?'"°7l7'T^i  t*?  *»■*  *'i*  Pt'*^ 
Baronet  will  be  content  to  wait  for  an  Secretw^  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
answer  to  that  Question  until  the  BiU  is  h"**'.^''^*??,,  '*  2"  ^^%  n**  *•""• 
reached  Members  of  the   House  of  Commons 

Me.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) :  ^«'«  ^'\  P'?^"'^  '"'^''^  *^«  ^""«f  f  °*  f°' 

Are  we  to  understand  that,  if  the  second  Precisely  the  same  offence  that  two  of 

reading  be  passed,  the  Government  will  »5«  "",'?i*^'n -^^  ^''-  ftf^^  ^°'J"* 

give  further  facilities  ?  J^'^y"  ^M'-  ^/"°^)  »°1  ^}^  *^°°*  ^«'"- 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  No.  Sir ;  I  can  ^«'  ^°'  <?°V*''  ^^»«'^  (^'-  Blane)- 

undertake  nothing  of  the  kind.  '«"  !?^'!1!^2,  '"*K~?"°°\r  "'P"*^ 

^  while  the  third — the  hon.  Member  for 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE-  J^^teJlSS'rfiSclaS*  mTsdet^^ 

LAND)  ACT.  1887-CONVICTION8  FOR  '7 .    what    was    the    reason   for    that 

CONSPIRACY-JUDGES- NOTES.  dlffere^J^'of  reatment;  aTwh^^^^^^^^^^ 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  was  just  to  visit  the  same  offence  with 

asked,  If  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire-  such  widely  disproportionate  penalties  ? 

land  could  now  inform  the  House  of  the  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 

number  t)f  persons  under  imprisonment  J.  Balfour)  fManchester,  E.):  I  pre- 

charged  with  taking  part  in  criminal  sume  the  gravity  of  the  offence  depends 
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upon  the  snrronnding  oircomstances, 
and  I  do  not  admit  that  the  offences  in 
all  these  cases  were  identical.  Moreorer, 
I  believe  those  who  administer  criminal 
jurisprudence  have  never  jet  found  a 
means  bj  which  absolute  uniformity  of 
punishment  should  be  arrived  at  when 
the  offences  were  identical. 

Mb.  OONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Am  I  to  understand  that,  as  the 
Biot  Act  was  not  read  at  Dundalk, 
the  Biot  Act  has  been  repealed  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

CRIMINAL  CASES  (IRELAND)  (IN- 
CREASE OF  SENTENCES  ON  APPEAL) 
—THE  RETURN. 

The  CHIEF  8ECRETABY  for 
IEELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  perhaps 
it  will  meet  the  convenience  of  tlus 
House  if  I  make  a  statement  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Betum  asked  for  by 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Morley).  I  did  my  best  to  have  that 
Beturn  printed,  and  the  printers  in 
Dublin  worked  the  whole  of  Saturday 
and  also  on  Sunday.  I  have  got  over  at 
this  moment  24  copies,  and  they  are  at 
the  disposal  of  the  House.  I  think, 
perhaps,  the  best  method  of  distributing 
them  will  be  to  give  them  to  the  hon. 
Oentlemen  who  are  in  charge  of  the 
Business  of  the  House,  who  will  dis- 
tribute them  to  those  Members  on  both 
Bides  of  the  House  who  are  in  urgent 
need  of  them  for  the  purpose  of  speaking. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

The  FIBST  LOBD  of  the  TBEA- 
SXJBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  As  it  has  been  intimated 
to  me  that  probably  the  debate  on  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  will  not  be  concluded 
this  evening,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that 
at  the  Sitting  of  the  House  to-morrow  I 
shall  move  that  the  adjourned  debate 
have  precedence  of  Notices  of  Motion 
and  Orders  of  the  Day.  I  also  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  I  shall  move  to  suspend 
the  Twelve  o'clock  Bule. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh.  Mid  Lothian) :  At  what  time 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose 
that  the  House  shall  sit  to-morrow  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  At  the  ordinary 
hour,  at  3  o'clock.  I 

Jfr^  A.  J>  Balfour 


MOTIONS. 


CRIMINAL     LAW    AND     PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)   ACT,  1887. 

EESOLUnOK. 

Me.  JOHN  MOBLET  (Newcastie- 
upon-Tyne),  in  rising  to  move — 

*'That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honse,  the 
operation  of  '  The  Criminal  Law  and  Procedare 
(Ireland)  Act,  1887,*  and  the  manner  of  its 
adminiebration,  undermine  respect  for  Law, 
estrange  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
are  deeply  injorioas  to  the  interests  of  the 
United  Kingdom," 

said:  With  reference  to  the  remark  that 
was  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  a  moment  ag^,  as  to  the  pro- 
duction of  this  Beturn,  I  may  perhaps 
be  allowed  to  say  that  I  myself  only  re- 
ceived it,  and  I  am  indebted  to  his 
courtesy  for  it,  at  2  o'clock  this  after- 
noon. All  I  have  been  able  to  gather 
from  that  Betum,  so  far,  is  that  it  con- 
tains 61  pages  and  rather  more  than 
2,000  cases.  Among  these  cases  it  is 
quite  clear,  I  should  think,  that  there  is 
a  considerable  number  of  unjust  arrests, 
which  were  in  consequence  withdrawn. 
As  to  basing  any  argument  on  so  cursory 
a  survey  of  this  elaborate  Beturn,  it  is 
obviously  impossible  to  do  so.  I  will 
only  begin  what  I  have  to  say  by  re- 
marking how  singular  it  is  that  we  were 
asked  to  discuss  the  introduction  of  the 
Grimes  Act  without  any  statistics  or 
figures  as  to  the  crimes  which  were  sup- 
posed to  justify  that  Act,  and  that  we 
are  now  about  to  enter  into  a  discussion 
of  the  operation  of  that  Act  without 
having  had  any  fair  or  reasonable  time 
to  digest  the  details  of  this  Beturn. 

In  no  quarter  of  the  House  will  it  be 
thought  necessary  that  I  should  make 
any  apology  for  interrupting  by  this 
Motion  the  Bill  which  would  have  been 
otherwise  before  the  House.  One  of  the 
Three  Kingdoms  has  been  for  nearly  a 
year  placed  by  Parliament  under  excep- 
tionally repressive  legislation.  Seventeen 
or  more  Members  of  this  House  have 
been  imprisoned  in  consequence.  In  one 
gaol  in  Ireland  at  this  moment  there  are 
more  than  40  prisoners  under  this  Act. 
GoUisions  between  the  police  and  the 
people  have  been  of  almost  unexampled 
frequency.  What  is  most  important  of 
all,  perhaps,  the  High  Oourt  of  Ireland 
pronounced  the  other  day  a  judgment 
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which  is  in  effect  discrediting  to  the 
most  important  part  of  the  machinery 
by  which  this  Act  is  worked.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  on  Friday, 
when  I  gave  Notice  of  this  Motion,  said 
that  he  understood  it  to  challenge  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  every  re- 
spect. Yes,  Sir,  in  every  respect.  We 
challenge  the  policy  of  this  Act,  and  its 
administration  ;  we  challenge  its  justice, 
wechallenge  its  expediency,  we  challenge 
its  wisdom,  and  we  challenge  even  your 
allegations  of  its  transient  and  temporary 
success.  There  are  two  special  reasons 
why  I  have  brought  forward  this  Motion 
at  the  present  moment.  The  first  of  those 
reasons  is  that  peculiar  difficulties  have 
been  experienced  within  the  last  few 
weeks  in  obtaining  from  the  Irish 
Minister  full  and  accurate  information 
as  to  what  has  been  really  going  on  in 
Ireland.  Questions  have  been  asked 
with  the  object  of  eliciting  information 
on  the  subject,  and  the  replies  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  have  led  us  to 
doubt,  not  his  intentions,  but  his  know- 
ledge of  what  has  been  going  on  there. 
Out-of-doors  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  guilty  of  more  than  one  grave 
inaccuracy  of  statement.  For  example, 
in  referring  to  the  case  of  Mitchelstown, 
he  said  that  the  High  Court  of  Ireland 
had  decided  that  Leahy,  the  constable, 
who  had  been  wounded,  was  legally 
occupied.  I  defied  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  time  to  produce  one  syl- 
lable of  evidence  to  show  that  the  High 
Oourt  of  Ireland  had  ever  said  anything 
of  the  kind.  I  defy  him  now.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  reference, 
in  the  matter  of  increased  sentences,  to 
a  Betum  which  he  had  before  him,  and 
the  deduction  from  the  surrounding 
arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  that  we  had  gone  beyond  the  mark 
when  we  said  that  increase  of  sentences 
of  imprisonment  under  the  Grimes  Act 
was  unknown  to  the  law. 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manches- 
ter, E.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
entirely  mistaken.  That  was  not  my 
argument,  nor  was  anything  of  the  kind 
said. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  Certainly 
the  inference  drawn  by  most  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House  was  the 
one  I  have  indicated.  I  was  going  on 
to  say  that  I  have  at  this  moment  seen 


a  full  Return  for  the  first  time — since  I 
came  into  the  House  to-day — and  on  the 
face  of  that  Return  it  is  obvious  that 
not  in  any  single  case  in  the  proceedings 
under  the  Crimes  Acts  was  a  sentence 
increased.  I  mean  the  Crimes  Acts  of 
1881  and  1882.  Again,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  came  down  one  day  not  long 
ago — within  this  month — and  told  us 
that  the  certainty  of  justice  being  done 
was  amply  secured  by  the  right  to  have 
a  case  stated  in  the  Superior  Court.  A 
day  or  two  afterwards  he  came  down, 
and  with  a  suavity — which  from  the 

?oint  of  view  of  accuracy  of  information 
distrust  almost  more  than  his  severer 
manner — he  told  us  that  the  right  of 
having  a  case  stated  was  compulsory. 
We  shall  see  presently  how  far  that 
statement  was  ccdculated  to  enlighten  the 
House  as  to  the  true  facts  of  the  matter. 
On  another  day,  Friday  last — although 
the  minds  of  hon.  Members  of  this  House 
were  so  deeply  exercised  as  to  the  treat- 
ment of  prisoners  under  this  Act — he 
actually  said  that  he  was  not  acquainted 
with  prison  rules.  Questions  are  asked 
in  this  House  every  night  as  to  the 
administration  of  these  Acts,  and  they 
are  answered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  statements  that  I  should 
admire  if  they  were  bouts  of  College 
dialectic;  but  as  the  object  is  to  bring 
out  facts  and  to  get  the  information  we 
want,  I  think  that  it  is  most  unfortunate 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
tell  us  plainly,  and  without  fencing, 
what  we  seek  to  know.  A  Question  is 
asked;  the  official  answer  is  given; 
there  are  more  Questions  and  more 
answers,  and  then  after  the  process  has 
gone  on  for  a  certain  time,  you.  Sir,  in 
the  just  and  proper  discharge  of  your 
duty,  interpose,  and  the  end  of  it  is  that 
the  House  is  in  no  degree  enlightened, 
but  leaves  off  with  a  sense  of  bewilder- 
ment and  confusion,  and  it  is  thought 
that  Ireland  must  be  satisfied  because 
we  are  tired.  We  protest  against  the 
assumption  that  a  matter  is  threshed 
out  merely  because  there  is  a  cross-fire 
of  Questions  and  answers.  There  is 
another  reason  why  this  Motion  is  made. 
A  Member  of  this  House  whom  we  all 
on  both  sides  regard  with  respect,  al- 
though we  may  not  all  endorse  his 
policy,  has  been  sentenced  to  imprison- 
ment for  a  term  of  six  months.  I  am 
told  that  it  is  a  mistake  in  tactics  to  have 
brought  forward  this  Motion  now.  Some 
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persons  seem  to  think  that  politics  are 
mainly  made  up  of  taotics.  As  a  matter 
of  tactics,  I  might  remind  the  House  of 
the  example  set  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Rossendale  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  in  the  Parliament  between 
1878  and  1880,  when  he  and  his  Friends 
constantly  brought  forward  Motions 
arraigning  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  and  were  constantly 
beaten  by  immense  majorities,  varying 
from  100  to  140.  But  it  all  came  to  an 
end  in  1880.  And  whatever  may  be  the 
the  result  of  this  decision — we  know 
substantially  what  the  result  will  be— 
[  Ch$ir»] — whatever  that  result  may  be 
m  this  House,  we  know  perfectly  well 
that  by  taking  the  same  analogy  in 
1890  the  result  will  be  what  it  was  in 
1880.  ICh^en,^  The  other  night  h on. 
Gentlemen  cheered  very  loudly  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury's  promptitude  in  fixing  an 
early  day  for  this  Motion.  \^CK$er»»^ 
Tes ;  but  you  would  not  have  cheered  so 
loudly  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
got  up  and  told  you  that  he  was  going 
to  send  you  to  your  constituents  on  the 
issue  raised  by  my  Motion.  When  I 
remember  that  the  hon«  Member  for 
Eaat  Mayo — I  should  like,  Sir,  to  be 
allowed  to  call  him  Mr.  Dillon,  for  the 
fact  of  his  being  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment is  a  matter  of  very  little  impor- 
tance to  him  or  to  anyone  else  just  now 
and  for  long  months  to  come — has  been 
down  to  address  vast  audiences  both 
in  England  and  Scotland,  and  he  has 
before  those  audiences  said  very  much 
what  he  said  the  other  day  in  Ire- 
land in  respect  of  which  be  has 
now  been  imprisoned — for  my  part,  I 
should  have  regarded  myself  as  one  of 
the  most  contemptible  of  men  if  I  had 
consented,  when  the  holidays  came,  to 
enjoy  books  and  refreshment  of  mind 
and  all  the  glories  of  the  summer  wea- 
ther, when  I  knew  that  Mr.  Dillon  was 
imdergoing  a  sentence  of  this  severity, 
unless  I  had  taken  an  opportunity  of 
arraigning  the  whole  Irish  policy  of  the 
Government,  which  can  only  be  carried 
out  by  straining  Statutes  in  order  to  lock 
up  a  man  of  Mr.  Dillon's  influence, 
power,  and  popularity.  I  shall  pre- 
sently say  a  word  or  two  as  to  the 
special  circumstances  of  this  arrest  and 
imprisonment ;  but  the  great  political 
moral  which  we  at  this  moment,  as  the 
virtual  rulers  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
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land,  have  to  draw  is  one  which  I  fear 
this  House  at  this  moment  will  not  draw, 
but  which  our  constituencies  are  drawing 
— ^that,  after  all  that  has  happened  in 
Ireland  and  in  this  country  within  the 
last  eight  years,  and  more  especially 
within  the  last  two  years,  you  can  only 
carry  your  policy  out  by  an  Act  which 
in  itself  is  an  admission  that  that  policy 
is  a  failure.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  deny  that 
coercion  is  his  only  policy.  [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub:  Hear,  hear!]  He  accepts 
that.  Well,  I  notice  that  a  few  days 
ago  he  did  the  agent  of  an  American 
newspaper  the  honour  to  grant  him  an 
interview.  In  the  course  of  that  inter- 
view he  desired  the  agent  to  make  a 
momentous  communication  to  the  Ameri- 
can people,  that  he  was  maturing  a 
policy,  and  that  he  had  actually  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  three  Bills — the 
Bills,  I  presume,  for  the  better  drainage 
of  the  Shannon  and  the  Barrow.  If  he 
had  said  that  ho  had  a  Bill  for  draining 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  it  would  have  been  a 
matter  of  more  lively  interest  to  the 
American  people,  and  not  a  whit .  more 
foolish  as  a  policy  for  Ireland.  I  wish 
to  say  something  now  as  to  the  scenes 
at  Dundalk  the  other  day.  At  every 
station  on  the  road  as  Mr.  Dillon  went 
from  Dublin  to  Dundalk  the  line  was 
crowded  with  admirers.  [Zaii^A/#r.] 
The  hon.  and  g^ant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  laughs. 
I  shall  have  a  word  to  say  to  him  before 
I  have  done.  At  Drogheda  there  was  a 
great  assemblage  of  the  people  of  the 
town,  with  the  Mayor  at  their  head. 
At  Dunlear  there  was  another  great 
crowd,  and  another  address  was  pre- 
sented to  Mr.  Dillon.  When  he  got  to 
Dundalk  there  was  an  address  presented 
from  the  Board  of  Commissioners,  from 
the  Board  of  Guardians  ;  all  the  town 
was  decorated  as  if,  not  a  criminal,  but 
a  hero  were  coming.  And  the  last  ad- 
dress that  Mr.  Dillon  received  before  he 
went  off  to  gaol  was  one  which  is  worthy 
of  more  consideration.  It  was  an  ad- 
dress from  150  Members  of  this  House. 
Most  of  them  are  Members  whom  you 
yourselves  would  admit  not  to  be  lowest 
in  repute,  credit,  honour,  or  substantial 
position  in  this  House.  They  met  this 
criminal  to  tell  him  that  never  before 
had  Englishmen  been  so  ashamed  of 
this  old  story  in  the  relations  between 
Ghreat  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  never. 
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before  so  keenly  alive  to  the  meanness 
of  visiting  punishments  springing  from 
our  own  misgovemment  of  the  Irish 
people  on  hon.  Members  of  this  House. 
These  scenes  are  the  latest  outcome  of 
nine  months  of  coercion.  They  are  the 
last  fruit  of  the  present  policy  of  the 
Government,  the  last  triumph  of  the 
policy  of  law  and  order  and  of  the  at- 
tempt to  bring  the  mind  of  Ireland  over 
to  the  side  of  England.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  Benches  know  as  well  as  I 
do  that  it  is  not  only  in  Ireland,  not 
only  among  politicians  in  this  House, 
that  great  and  profound  sympathy  is 
felt  for  this  criminal.  You  know  as  well 
as  I  do  that  there  are  not  three  men  in 
this  House — I  am  not  sure  that  there 
is  more  than  one  —  whom  our  great 
audiences  would  more  rejoice,  and  do 
more  rejoice,  to  see  and  hear  and 
receive  with  acclamation  than  the  man 
whom  you  have  chosen  to  put  in  prison. 
In  all  these  circumstances  it  is  our 
duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  conditions  of  his  incarceration.  I 
am  not  going  at  any  length  into  the 
legal  aspects  of  the  matter,  because  this 
House  is  not  the  best  tribunal  for  con- 
siderations of  that  kind.  But  there  are 
one  or  two  points  which  are  of  supreme 
importance  in  view  of  the  character  of 
the  proceedings  at  Dundalk.  The  first 
is  that  Mr.  Dillon  was  brought  into  a 
Crimes  Court  by  the  action  of  a  Pro- 
clamation which  was  ex  post  faeto,  I  do 
not  dispute  for  a  moment  that,  having 
issued  the  Proclamation,  you  had  a  right 
to  try  Mr.  Dillon  in  a  Crimes  Court ; 
but  let  us  look  at  the  state  of  the  matter 
before  the  issue  of  the  Proclamation. 
Mr.  Dillon's  speech  was  either  an  offence 
against  the  ordinary  law  or  it  was  not. 
If  it  was  not  an  offence  against  the 
ordinary  law,  then  I  remark  in  passing 
that  it  is  clear  that  you  will  have  to 
abandon  your  position  that  your  Act 
creates  no  new  offences.  If  it  was  an 
offence  against  the  ordinary  law,  why 
did  you  not  bring  Mr.  Dillon  up  before 
a  Louth  jury  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
smiles.  If  he  knows  anything  about 
Ireland  at  all,  which  I  sometimes  doubt, 
he  must  know  that  Louth  juries  are 
among  the  best  to  be  found  in  Ireland. 
If,  therefore,  a  Louth  jury  could  not  be 
trusted  to  secure  a  conviction  in  this 
case,  what  a  testimony  is  that  to  the 
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state  of  mind  in  Ireland  towards  your 
rule  !  Passing  that  by,  let  me  remark 
that  the  speech  was  made,  I  think,  on 
the  20th  of  April  or  thereabouts.  When 
Mr.  Dillon  made  that  speech  he  made  it 
subject  to  prosecution,  if  his  offence  was 
an  offence  under  the  machinery  of  the 
ordinary  law.  I  beg  the  House  to  re- 
member that.  The  Proclamation  was 
issued  a  few  days  afterwards.  Why  ? 
This  Proclamation  was  issued  solely, 
merely,  and  entirely  to  deprive  Mr. 
Dillon  of  the  protection,  security,  and 
guarantees  which  the  ordinary  law  gave 
him.  It  was  done  entirely  to  bring  him 
within  the  special  machinery  of  this  Act. 
Nobody  contends  for  an  instant  that 
there  was  any  crime  in  Louth  or  any 
threatened  outburst  of  crime  in  the 
county.  It  is  one  of  the  quietest  parts 
of  Ireland.  There  was  nothing  in  the 
state  of  the  county  to  justify  the  Pro- 
clamation, and  the  upshot  of  my  argu- 
ment is  that  this  Proclamation  was  issued 
to  deprive  Mr.  Dillon  of  securities  which 
were  in  full  force  at  the  time  when  he 
committed  the  offence ;  these  securities 
you  took  away  from  him  after  the  offence 
was  committed,  and  then  you  punished 
him.  Now,  I  put  it  to  the  House,  can 
you  wonder  after  a  proceeding  of  that 
kind  that  people  say,  and  say  in  England 
as  well  as  in  Ireland,  in  regard  to  retro- 
spective legislation  so  alien  as  this  to 
the  whole  spirit  of  English  jurisprudence 
and  English  policy — that  it  was  prompted 
by  a  desire  not  to  punish  a  criminal  but 
to  reach  a  political  opponent  ?  So 
much  for  the  Proclamation.  And 
now  there  is  another  point.  At  the 
trial  before  the  County  Court  Judge 
at  Dundalk  a  legal  point  of  some 
intricacy  and  importance  was  raised. 
Into  that  question  I  am  not  going  to 
enter  at  this  moment ;  but  if  this  case  had 
been  heard  before  a  jury,  and  if  this 
point  had  been  raised,  Mr.  Dillon  would 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  having  his 
case  reviewed.  Mr.  Kisbey  refused  to 
place  on  his  order  the  grounds  on  which 
he  convicted.  The  effect  of  this  was 
that  Mr.  Dillon  was  prevented  from 
having  his  sentence  reviewed  and  its 
legality  tested  by  a  Superior  Court.  Mr. 
Kisbey  declined  to  make  what  I  believe 
is  known  as  a  '^  speaking  "  order,  and 
by  so  declining  he  sheltered  his  own 
decision  from  review  by  a  Superior  Court. 
I  shall  have  a  good  deal  to  say  presently 

2  P 


1155  Criminal  Uw€ni  {COMMONS}     PfoeOmre  ^e.  AH,  \%%1 .      115B 


as  to  tbe  practice  in  other  casesy  bnt  I 
wish  to  make  that  point  clear.  Let  me 
say  at  once  that  if  Mr.  Dillon's  speech 
was  illegal,  if  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is 
illegal,  and  if  his  speech  was  an  incite- 
ment to  resort  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
then,  like  all  others  who  break  the  law, 
Mr.  Dillon  most  have  been  prepared  to 
face  the  consequences.  But  about  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  may  I  say  that  it 
seems  to  me  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
loose  talk  about  the  matter  ?  General 
terms,  as  we  know — and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  knows 
this  as  well  as  I  do — relating  to  all  sub- 
jects get  into  circulation  and  are  used  to 
cover  inconvenient  facts.  I  only  say 
one  thing  about  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
which  I  said  before  in  the  House,  and 
which  I  say  now  after  a  further  and 
longer  observation  of  it.  So  far  as  I 
can  hear  no  substantial  injustice  has 
been  done  under  it.  I  have  never  heard 
of  a  case  where  the  reduction  demanded 
and  carried  out  by  the  operation  of  what 
is  called  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
where  there  was  a  chance  of  comparing 
them,  exceeded  the  reductions  that  have 
been  made  in  the  same  or  similar  cir- 
cumstances by  the  Land  Commission. 
It  will  be  found  so.  I  believe  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  has  taken 
great  pains  to  inform  himself  accurately 
and  fully  as  to  the  precise  circumstances 
attending  Mr.  Dillon's  speech,  and  he 
will  probably  later  on  this  evening  de- 
scribe all  the  details  to  the  House.  I 
have  seen  a  number  of  documents,  in- 
cluding a  lettdr  from  a  distinguished 
dignitary  of  the  Church,  which  clearly 
show  that  the  tenants  to  whom  Mr. 
Dillon  went  to  speak  were  originally 
right ;  that  the  whole  dispute  had  its 
origin  in  the  invincible  hostility  of  Lord 
Massereene  to  combination ;  that  his 
agent  resigned  because  he  refused  re- 
ductions. [An  hon.  Member  :  Was  dis- 
missed.] I  beg  pardon,  was  dismissed  ; 
that  the  question  might  have  been  ori- 
ginally settled  on  the  terms  now  pro- 
posed by  Lord  Massereene  himself ;  that 
the  remaining  questions  at  this  moment 
are  two — not  reduction  of  rent,  that  is 
conceded — but  the  payment  of  costs  in 
cases  which  have  been  taken  to  Superior 
Courts.  They  are  very  ready  to  invoke 
the  Superior  Courts  when  the  object  is 
to  harry  tenants.  They  are  very  careful 
to  keep  away  from  these  Courts  when  it 
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is  a  question  of  justice  to  the  tenants. 
That  is  the  first  difficulty.  The  second 
difficulty  is  the  reinstatement  of  those 
evicted  men  who  have  been  leaders  in 
the  combination,  and  who  are  admitted 
to  have  been  substantially  in  the  right 
from  the  first.  These  are,  I  believe,  the 
things  Lord  Massereene  has  been  fight- 
ing £>r — the  power  of  dealing  with  indi- 
viduals and  the  power  of  resisting  com- 
bination. There  we  have  the  whole  situa- 
tion and  the  whole  secret  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  Act  in  a  nutshell.  The 
process  is  this— a  just  reduction  is  re« 
fused,  then  there  is  a  combination  ;  and 
I  am  glad  to  think  that  in  these  cases 
there  is  a  combination ;  then  somebody 
makes  a  speech  to  the  tenants,  then  the 
coercion  machinery  is  invoked,  the  district 
is  proclaimed,  and  the  man  who  makes 
the  speech  is  tried  without  a  jury  and 
gets  a  double  sentence  because  he  is  a 
leader  of  great  popularity  and  import- 
ance. We  told  you  all  along  that  the 
object  with  which  the  Crimes  Act  would 
be  worked  would  be  to  prevent  legitimate 
combinations.  I  admit  that  Mr.  Dillon 
used  words  which,  in  my  opinion — and 
probably  in  his  own  opinion  also  when 
he  had  had  time  to  reflect  upon  them — 
were  regrettable.  "If  any  man  broke 
himself  from  this  combination  " — I  am 
quoting  the  words — "  his  life  would  not 
be  a  happy  one."  I  admit  that  that  was 
regrettable  language.  \^Cheert,']  Yes; 
but  do  not  let  us  have  any  cant  about 
that.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem« 
ber  for  West  Birmingham  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Nottingham,  I  myself, 
and  all  who  have  known  the  history  of 
Trade  Unionism,  know  very  well  that 
language  a  hundred  times  more  violent 
and  dangerous  was  habitually  used  in 
connection  with  those  disputes  until  you 
altered  the  Law  of  Trade  Combination ; 
and  the  remedy— the  way  to  get  rid  of 
this  language  and  the  combinations 
which  prompt  this  language — is  to  do 
with  regard  to  agrarian  combinations 
in  Ireland  what  Parliament  did  for  trade 
union  combinations. 

I  venture  now  to  quote  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh,  as 
explaining  still  further  tbe  object  and 
intent  of  this  Act.  I  hope  I  shall  al- 
ways speak  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  with  respect,  for  he  shows  many 
popular  qualities  in  this  House.  Here 
is  a  speech  he  made  in  the  town  of 
Ayr.     He  is  reported  to  have  said— 
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"  lie  would  nerer  be  tatisfled.  and  hii  people  Now,  Sir,  that  was  surely  a  promise  of 

Le'lu'*u°Tthe?rS^*kJ^^^  "''^^^  ^^^^  ^^*''***  ^*'*'''  *  P^^°  ^^  *PP®*^  ^  *  superior  tribunal, 

upon    eir  nee  i.  ^^  charge  is  this — that  the  Government 

[Colonel  Saundbrson  :  Hear,  hear !]  not  only  did  not  last  year  consider  or 

"  It  might  be  taid  this  was  a  bloodthirsty  polioy."  Propose  in   Parliament  any  plan,   but 

-D           n  ^  ^^  have,  m  administering  the 

[An  hon.  Member  :  Bather.]  j^w  with  obstinate  pertinacity  on  every 

«*  If  thej  only  manfully  came  forward  and  assisted  occasion,  moved  Heaven   and   earth  to 

the  Government  in  laying;  in  Ireland  that  respect  prevent  higher  tribunals  from  dealing 

ior  life  and  property   which  was  the  foundation  with    legal   difficulties.     They   have  on 

of  the  prosperity  of  every  civilized  country,  they  ^           occasion  USed  all  the  resources  of 

would  be  conierrinc  upon  the  Empire  an  unquali-  lxt^ii.         ji.          hl-            ± 

Bed   bentfit,  and   an   incatimable  bleaWDg  upon  ^'»**  ^   "«1    bound  to  caU    Chicane  tO 

IrtUnd,  bit  country."  oppose  testing  niee  points  of  law  m 

r/^t       -iir         -L  ..    ji         X  Courts  of  real  legal  competency  in  Dub- 

[CAwr..]    Yes;    but   do  not   you  see  jj^       ^^uld  you  not  suppoM  that  if 

'''^*y°V"**'"*^?^T*'^"*^?'^®^rw  t^ere   was  a  chance  of  a  man  being 

of  life  and  property  in  Ireland  ?    What  detained  in  iUegal  custody  the  authori- 

he  and  his  Inends   whose  dupes  you  are  tj^g  ^^^id  rejoice  at  any  opportunity 

-what  they  are  thinking  of  is  placing  being  taken  t6  hare  the  disputable  and 

their  heels  upon  the  necks  of  the  ma-  disputed    decision  reviewed  and    con- 

jority  of  their  own  countrymen.  .jd^^  y    SuUivan's  case  was  the  first  I 

Now  a  word  as  to  equality  of  treat-  ^^  remember.  He  was  brought  up  for 
ment.  If  Mr.  DiUon  had  got  up  a  meet-  conspiracy  with  others  in  refusing  to 
iDg  for  promoting  a  a)n8titutional  move-  ghoe  horws  for  Mrs.  Ourtin.  An  appli- 
ment  against  the  Government  of  this  cation  was  made  to  the  Court  of  Queen's 
country,  he  would  have  been  a  first-class  Bench  for  a  e^rtiorari.  The  Counsel 
misdemeanant  by  the  decision  of  Parha-  representing  the  Crown-that  is  to  say, 
ment  a  dozen  years  ago;  te  gets  up  a  representing  the  Government,  who  had 
combmaUon  to  induce  a  landlord  to  re-  premised  the  House  of  Commons  to  do 
duce  his  rent,  andhe  is  a  common  cnmi-  f^eir  best  to  refer  legal  difficulties  to  a 
nal.  That  18  a  difference  which  ought  to  higher  tribunal-argued  with  might 
make  a  deep  impression  on  the  minds  of  ^^  ^^5^  ^^^^  the  Court  of  Queen's 
this  House,  as  1  am  sure  it  will  on  the  gench  had  no  power  to  go  behind  the 
minds  of  people  outoide.  Again,  if  Mr.  warrant,  and  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Dillon  had  been  a  priest,  he  would  have  Bench  refused  the  prisoner's  appUoa- 
been  a  first-class  misdemeanant.  In  all  tj^n.  Happily  for  law  and  justice,  the 
cases,  I  believe,  except  one,  up  to  the  ingenuity  of  the  prisoner's  counsel- 
present  time  the  priest  has  been  treated  ^j,o  is  a  Member  o?  this  House-hit  on 
as  a  first-class  misdemeanant.  Were  t^e  device  of  an  application  for  a  writ 
they  placed  m  prison  c  othes  ?  You  ^f  ;i„j,^  ^  ^  t£e  C^^t  of  Exche- 
have  boasted  of  your  resolution  to  treat  er.  Here,  again,  the  "Crown  Counsel 
one  man  exactly  as  you  would  treat  gtruggled  as  hard  as  he  had  done  in  the 
another ;  that  you  would  have  no  respect  CJourt  of  Queen's  Bench  to  prevent  a 
for  cloth  or  for  a  Member  of  Parliament  j^j  ^er  Court  from  testing  the  legal 
--aU  those  things  show  that  the  pretence  j^tg  j^  the  decision  of  the  two  Resi- 
of  equality  and  impartial  administration  dent  Magistrates.  This  time  the  prisoner 
of  the  law  is  a  farce  and  a  mockery.  ^^s  successful.    The  Court  of  Exche- 

I  will  pass  on  to  another  pomt  m  decided  the  Resident  Magistrates 

support  of  this  Motion.    On  May  17.  ^^^  ^          that  Sullivan  was  iUegally 

1887,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  detained,  and  he  was  ordered  to  be  dis- 

becretary  came  down  to  the  House  and  charged.    Take  another  ease.    A  man 

told  us  this-talkmg  of  the  Crimes  Act,  ^amed  Brosnan  was  convicted  of  selling 

which  was  then  under  our  consideration  newspapers,  and  the  magistrates  in  the 

he  said  Crimes  Court  refused  to  state  a  case  for 

"  There  will  be  an  appeal  In  everj  case  to  a  a    Superior    Court.      Counsel    for    the 

Count;  Court  Judge,  and  if,  on  \eg$i\  teobnioali-  prisoner  applied  for  a  mandamtu  to  com- 

tie»,  the  County  Court  Judge  is  objected  to,  the  pd   them    to    do    SO,    Counsel    for    the 

Government  .ill  be  prepared  to  consider  a  pUa  ^                     hoiote,  doing  their  best   to 

for  gtring  an  appeal  in  caaes  in  which  a  legal  ,  ,    .    '          uviviv,  <^viu(j   «iio»i    uoo.^  .^ 

difflculty  may  be  inTolred  to  a  (till   higher  tri-  obtain  a   refusal.     In  the  result,  OWing 

banal."— (a  Haiuard,  [315]  284.)  to  the  ingenuity  of  the  prisoner's  coon- 

8?« 
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el,  the  Eesident  Magistrates  were  di- 
rected to  state  a  case ;  and  the  prisoner 
was  released  on  bail,  having  undergone 
one-half  of  his  imprisonment.  The 
point  on  which  the  Eesident  Magistrates, 
refused  to  state  a  case  was  one  of  great 
legal  difficulty.  I  ask  Chairmen  of 
Quarter  Sessions  and  other  men  of  sense 
to  realize  to  themselves  the  absurdity  of 
a  couple  of  ex-policemen  hearing  oases 
in  a  remote  country  town,  far  away 
from  law  books,  and,  without  the  op- 
portunity of  consulting  with  brother 
Judges,  deciding  nice  questions  of  law 
which  would  puzzle  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  and  the  Court  of  Exchequer.  To 
think  of  these  things  is  to  realize  what 
a  farce  the  administration  of  this  Act  is. 
I  am  sure  the  common  sense  and  the 
intellectual  integrity  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  ought  to 
be  revolted  ;  but,  so  far  from  being  re- 
volted by  it  and  taking  steps  to  have 
the  magistrates  punished,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  coolly  told  the  House  of 
Commons  that  the  ends  of  justice  were 
amply  secured  by  the  existing  right  to 
have  a  case  stated  for  a  Superior  Court. 
Existing  right!  What  would  have 
become  of  the  existing  right  if  my  hon. 
Friend  had  not  dug  out  of  the  law  books 
precedents  which  enabled  that  right  to 
be  asserted  and  exercised  ? 

A  great  number  of  the  cases  that 
have  been  brought  before  the  House  by 
Questions  have  been  cases  of  refusal  to 
deal,  and  they  are  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance, because  they  have  brought 
into  the  full  blaze  of  a  pretty  fierce  light 
the  competency  of  the  magistrates  ad- 
ministering the  Coercion  Act.  It  is  not 
to  be  denied 'by  any  lawyer  that  a  man 
has  a  perfect  right  to  abstain  from  sell- 
ing^ to  or  dealing  with  another.  An 
eminent  Judge— Sir  James  Stephen — 
wrote  an  article  just  before  the  Coercion 
Act  was  brought  in,  in  which  he  urged 
that,  just  as  the  driver  of  a  hackney 
carriage  is  under  a  legal  obligation  to 
take  as  a  fare  or  as  a  passenger  any 
person  for  whom  there  is  room  and  to 
whose  admission  there  is  no  reasonable 
objection,  so  the  same  legal  obligation 
to  ply  his  trade  should  be  imposed  on  a 
butcher,  a  baker,  a  chemist,  a  doctor, 
and,  indeed,  on  everybody  else.  But 
neither  Sir  James  Stephen  nor  anybody 
in  the  world  is  able  to  state  that  that  is 
at  present  the  law  either  in  England  or 
Ireland.     If  you  wanted  to  make  it 
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illegal  to  refuse  to  deal,  or  to  refuse  to 
ply  a  trade,  it  was  your  business  to  have 
put  a  clause  into  the  Crimes  Act  which 
would  have  made  that  change  in  the  law. 
But  you  did  not ;  and  why  ?  Tou  may 
have  thought  you  would  have  had  some 
difficulty  in  getting  such  a  clause  through 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  do  not  know 
why  you  should,  considering  that  most 
of  this  Bill  was  passed  in  a  lump  with- 
out discussion.  At  all  events,  it  was 
not  proposed.  But  your  Coercion  Courts 
act  just  as  if  such  a  clause  had  been  pro- 
posed and  had  been  passed.  I  should 
like  to  give  illustrations  of  the  utterly 
odious  way  in  which  prosecutions  for 
refusal  to  deal  have  been  got  up.  Thank 
Heaven,  there  is  no  English  word  for  it ; 
we  are  obliged  to  use  the  jargon  of  Con- 
tinental despotism,  and  to  speak  of  the 
police  acting  as  agents  provocateurs.  That 
is  the  expedient  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  to  resort.  Here  is  the  case 
heard  at  Fermoy,  County  Cork,  of  a 
man  named  John  Moloney,  who  was 
charged  with  refusing  to  supply  police 
constables.  Two  of  them  went  into  the 
shop,  and  the  assistant  refused  to  sell 
them  a  pair  of  boots  they  asked  for. 
A  few  days  afterwards,  when  the  shop- 
keeper was  in  the  shop,  they  went  in 
and  took  up  a  small  pair  of  boots  and 
wished  to  buy  them.  The  prisoner 
declined  to  sell  them  because  they  were 
required  by  a  customer.  One  of  the 
constables  took  up  a  second  pair;  the 
prisoner  said  he  was  busy  attending  to 
a  customer,  and  the  constable  said  he 
would  wait.  He  then  asked  for  any 
pair  of  boots  in  the  house.  The  con- 
stables had  been  supplied  with  £1  by 
the  District  Inspector;  and  this  is  the 
cross-examination  of  one  of  them  before 
the  Eesident  Magistrates — 

"  What  did  he  tell  you  to  do  f— He  told  me  to 
get  anj  pair  of  boots  that  were  in  the  house. 
Was  it  for  himself? — No.  Any  pair  of  boots  you 
put  your  eyes  on  you  were  to  get  f — Yes.  Did 
you  go  there  by  direction  of  your  officer  to  entrap 
and  ensnare  this  respectable  roan  f — Certainly  I 
went  by  directions.  Was  it  for  the  purpose  of  a 
prosecution  you  went  into  these  places  ? — I  did 
not  know  at  the  time  what  it  was  for.  Upon 
your  oath,  do  you  know  the  object  for  which  you 
went  in  there  f — Not  at  the  time.  Do  you  know 
it  now  ?— Certainly.  What  was  the  object  f — A 
prosecution.  Did  you  want  those  boots  or  shoes 
for  your  own  use  f — No.  Did  you  ask  the  price  of 
the  boots  f — No.  Is  the  District  Inspector  Jones 
you  mentioned  in  Captain  Plunkett  s  office  f — I 
belieye  he  is." 

There  is  another  case  of  the  same  kind. 


1161         Criminal  taw  and  (June  25,  188^]     Ptoeedure,  ^e.  Act,  1887.  Il62 

for  the  defence,  gave  evidence  that  tlie 
public-houses  were  closed  at  his  request. 
He  wished  to  prevent  the  possibility  of 
a  collision  between  the  police  and  the 
people.  In  all  24  publicans  were  pro- 
ceeded against.  All  were  found  guilty, 
and  sentenced  to  one  month's  imprison- 
ment ;  but  an  offer  was  made  to  release 
them  if  they  made  a  promise  to  supply 
the  police  in  future.  Eleven  refused  to 
give  any  promise  and  went  to  gaol ;  13 
promised  to  supply  the  police,  and  were 
released.  The  11  were  sent  to  a  month's 
hard  labour  for  refusing  to  supply  the 
police  with  drink  on  that  one  day.  Yet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary has  said — ''What  we  are  now 
fighting  for  are  the  elementary  prin- 
ciples of  private  liberty ;  what  we  are 
maintaining  is  the  cause  of  law,  because 
it  is  the  cause  of  freedom." 

I  now  come  to  the  Killeagh  case  heard 
last  week.  The  charge  there  was  that 
certain  persons  took  part  in  a  conspi* 
racy  to  compel  traders  not  to  deal  with 
members  of  the  Irish  Constabulary,  and 
the  defendants  were  sentenced  to  terms 
of  imprisonment,  the  magistrates  re- 
fusing to  state  a  case.  Against  this  re- 
fusal an  appeal  was  made  to  the  Court 
of  Exchequer,  and  the  actual  words  of 
the  judgment  have  been  reproduced  in 
some  of  the  English  papers,  but  not  in 
all.  A  constable  said  that  he  went  into 
Heaphy's  shop  on  the  16th  of  April  to 
purchase  some  bread.  Heaphy  said  that 
he  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it,  but 
that  his  wife  could  give  the  constable 
the  bread  if  she  liked.  The  constable 
said  that  he  put  a  shilling  on  the  counter 
and  saw  some  bread  in  the  shop  but  did 
not  get  any.  The  Lord  Chief  Baron,  in 
his  decision  on  the  case,  said  that  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  evidence  that  other 
persons  on  other  days  acted  similarly 
towards  the  police,  and  he  saw  no  reason 
to  doubt  that  the  magistrates  had  evi- 
dence from  which  they  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  that  each  of  these  persons 
had  bread  which  they  might  have  sup- 
plied if  they  had  wished ;  and  that  their 
refusing  to  do  so  was  in  pursuance  of 
common  action.  [^Cheers.]  Yes;  but 
that  refusal  is  not  an  offence  at  law. 
That  is  the  point.  Unless  the  element 
of  conspiracy  comes  in  and  unless  there 
is  evidence  of  conspiracy  no  offence  has 
been  committed.  What  was  the  question 
which  the  two  Resident  Magistrates  had 
to  determine  ?    The  Lord  Chief  Baron 


A  number  of  men  were  brought  up 
charged  with  taking  part  in  a  criminal 
conspiracy  to  compel  and  induce  shop- 
keepers not  to  deal  with  Mr.  Leader,  a 
local  landlord.  He  swore  at  the  trial 
that  he  had  never  before  dealt  with 
these  men,  and  that  he  could  get  the 
goods  elsewhere  in  the  town.     This  is 

£art  of  the  cross-examination  of  Mr. 
leader — 

'*  Wb J  did  joa  go  to  these  men  whose  doors  you 
nerer  darkened  before  ?  —I  knew  tbey  were  the 
most  hostile  people  in  the  town,  and  that  is  why 
1  went.  Did  you  expect  you  would  be  supplied  f 
— I  was  sure  I  would  not  be  served.  Knowing 
you  would  not  be  served,  why  did  you  go,  if  it  was 
not  for  the  purpose  of  fretting  up  a  prosecution 
against  these  men  f  (Considerable  hesitation.) 
CSin  you  answer  f — I  do  not  deny  that  1  wanted 
to  get  up  a  prosecution." 

There  was  no  evidence  of  conspiracy; 
the  only  evidence  was  that  there  was  a 
refusal  to  deal ;  and  yet  four  of  the  de- 
fendants were  sentenced  to  six  weeks' 
imprisonment.  In  another  case  a  num- 
ber of  persons  were  brought  up  at  Mil- 
town  Malbay,  charged  with  refusing  to 
sell  goods  to  a  woman  named  Connell. 
Again,  there  was  no  evidence  of  con- 
spiracy, but  only  of  a  refusal  to  supply 
goods,  and  yet  four  men  were  sentenced 
to  three  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour.  They  appealed ;  the  sentence 
was  doubled  on  appeal ;  and  these  men 
are  in  prison  now,  serving  out  the  double 
sentence,  for  what,  if  the  judgment  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  be  sound,  is 
probably  not  an  illegal  act  at  all.  One 
more  case,  again  at  Miltown  Malbay,  in 
County  Clare.  Twenty-four  men  were 
charged  with  refusing  to  supply  goods 
to  the  police.  The  case  arose  in  this  way 
—A  trial  of  a  number  of  persons  took 
place  in  this  town  on  the  4th  of  February, 
and  as  at  a  trial  which  preceded  that 
by  some  days  it  was  found  that  some  of 
the  people  who  had  taken  drink  during 
the  day  got  into  collision  with  the  police, 
the  parish  priest  requested  the  publicans 
of  the  town  to  close  their  houses  on  the 
day  of  this  trial.  The  publicans  obeyed. 
Evidence  was  given  by  various  police- 
men that  on  the  4th  they  went  to  every 
public-house,  and  knocked  at  the  door, 
but  could  not  obtain  admission.  It  was 
admitted  that  the  police  had  in  barracks 
as  much  refreshment  as  they  required. 
On  a  previous  occasion,  when  there  had 
been  prosecutions,  disturbances  had 
taken  place.  On  this  occasion  all  was 
quiet.    The  Kev.  Father  White,  P.P., 
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said  that  it  was  whether  there  was  evi- 
dence of  conspiracy  or  what  he  called 
undue  influence,  and  he  said  that  he 
was  bound  to  state  that  he  did  not  find 
a  shadow  of  evidence  in  that  direction. 
There  was  another  and  most  extra- 
ordinary case,  that  of  David  Barry. 
This  man  was  asked  for  bread  and  he 
sold  it.  Afterwards  he  was  frightened 
at  what  he  had  done,  and  said  that  he 
would  rather  give  the  bread  for  nothing 
than  take  money  for  it,  adding — '^  I  do 
not  like  being  a  black  sheep  any  more 
than  anybody  else."  This  miserable 
man,  who  was  frightened  out  of  his  life 
because  he  sold  bread,  was  punished 
with  a  fortnight's  imprisonment  for 
joining  in  a  conspiracy  to  intimidate 
others  not  to  supply  bread.  He  hoped 
the  right  hen.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  appreciate  the 
comedy.  The  Lord  Chief  Baron  very 
naturally  said  that  he  could  not  see  that 
there  was  any  evidence  of  intimida- 
tion against  the  man,  or  that  his  terror 
of  mind  and  fright  was  evidence  against 
him.  ''It  was  mistaking  the  injured 
party  for  the  person  who  was  doing  the 
wrong. "  Tet  the  inj ured  party  suffered 
a  fortnight's  imprisonment  for  intimi- 
dating, though  all  the  evidence  went  to 
show  that  he  was  himself  under  intimi- 
dation. Is  it  not  true  that  these 
magistrates'  Courts  are  more  like  Courts 
at  a  comic  opera  than  anything  else  ? 
On  the  other  cases  the  Chief  Baron  said 
this — 

'*Wai  there  evidence  from  which  they  ooald 
bring  home  that  act  of  intimidation  to  any  of  the 
parties  who  were  parties  to  this  common  agree- 
ment ?  Was  this  statement  of  the  police  evidence 
against  them,  and  evidence  that  they  intimi- 
dated f  Now,  it  was  quite  clear  that  it  was  no 
eridence  against  them  at  all.  There  was  no  evi- 
dence that  Ileaphy  was  a  party  to  the  conspiracy 
within  the  Act  of  Parliament ;  and  the  same  ob- 
servation applied  to  the  other  two  persons  who 
were  in  custody." 

Now,  this  is  very  important,  and  will 
have  the  effect,  I  hope,  of  stopping  a 
most  nefarious  practice  and  of  showing 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  that  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  Coercion  Act  up  to  this 
point  and  in  all  this  class  of  cases  has 
been  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a 
scandal.  But  there  was  another  Judge 
on  the  Bench  who  used  to  be  a  con- 
spicuous ornament  of  this  House — Baron 
Dowse.  He  dissented  from  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron's  view,  that  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  were  entitled  to  go  behind 
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the  warrant  and  take  cognizance  of  what 
was  going  on  in  the  Court  below.  That 
makes  his  remarks  all  the  more  import- 
ant. Baron  Dowse  said  that  Mr.  Healy 
had  asked  the  magistrates  to  state  a 
case  and  they  had  refused.  Then  Baron 
Dowse  went  on  to  say  that  there  were 
several  things  which  he  had  never  been 
able  to  understand  in  the  course  of  his 
life,  and  one  of  them  was  the  mind  of  a 
local  Justice,  and  he  was  even  less  able 
to  understand  very  often  the  state  of 
mind  of  a  local  Justice,  of  whose  legal 
competence  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
satisfied.  How  the  two  Justices  in  ques- 
tion, the  Lord  Chief  Baron  said,  could 
have  satisfied  themselves  that  the  point 
made  in  favour  of  the  case  being  stated 
was  a  frivolous  one  he  could  not  com- 
prehend. Why  these  Justices  did  not 
in  a  proper  way  state  a  case  for  the 
opinion  of  the  Superior  Court,  I  say, 
surpasses  my  comprehension.  I  hope 
for  the  future  they  will  be  wiser,  and 
they  will  not  be  of  opinion  that  a  point 
practically  decided  by  the  majority  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer,  substantially 
decided  by  the  majority,  and  practically 
decided  by  the  whole  of  it,  that  that  is 
a  frivolous  point.  Whatever  they  may 
think  privately,  I  do  not  think  they  can 
lay  that  down  generally.  I  think  they 
ought  to  bear  in  mind  that  men  that  are 
brought  up  under  this  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment have  rights,  and  that  it  is  far 
better  that  acts  should  go  unpunished 
rather  than  that  parties  should  be 
pimished  against  the  law  or  by  straining 
the  law.  Then  Baron  Dowse  read  a 
passage  which  is  more  a  piece  of  his- 
tory, and  it  is  taken  from  a  book  which, 
some  think,  is  a  greater  book  almost  than 
Gibbon — I  mean  Finlay's  H%9U>ry  of 
Or$ee$,    Mr.  Finlay  said  that — 

"  Where  true  liberty  existed  every  agent  of  the 
Administration  from  the  gendarme  to  the  Finance 
Minister." 

Baron  Dowse  supposed  that  Resident 
Magistrates,  of  whose  legal  competence 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  satisfied,  would 
be  included,  though  I  should  think  the 
Resident  Magistrate  was  much  nearer  the 
gendarme  than  the  Finance  Minister — 

<*  Where  true  liberty  existed,  every  agent  of 
the  Administration  must  be  rendered  personally 
responsible  to  the  State  for  the  legality  of  every 
act  he  carries  into  action." 

This,  the  historian  said,  and  we  say 
also,  is  the  real  foundation  of  English 
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liberty  and  of  the  great  principle  which 
distinguishes  the  law  of  England  from 
some  of  the  Continental  nations  of 
Europe.  Now,  I  submit  that  this  prin- 
ciple and  these  remarks  of  the  Judges 
of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  justify  all 
that  we  said  before  this  Act  became  law 
with  regard  to  the  E^sident  Magistrates, 
and  they  justify  what  I  have  said  to- 
night, that  neither  their  law,  nor  their 
common  sense,  nor  their  equity,  are  on 
80  high  a  level  as  to  make  them  safe  sub- 
stitutes for  a  jury.  It  exposes  the  absur- 
dity of  denying  us  the  fullest  criticism 
upon  their  action,  and  of  blaming,  as 
your  Press  does — and  as,  perhaps,  you 
will  do  when  you  get  up  to  defend  your 
action— of  blaming  us  for  our  criticism 
as  an  attack  upon  a  body  of  men,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary said,  who,  under  rare  difficulties, 
are  vindicating  with  rare  impartiality 
the  cause  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
Baron  Dowse  is  a  Judge  of  the  land ;  it 
is  he  who  says  this  of  your  Resident 
Magistrates,  and  I  need  say  no  more. 

The  arm  of  the  Coercion  Act  under 
this  Ministry  is  very  long  and  very 
powerful.  It  can  grasp  a  great  political 
Leader,  and  also  the  most  miserable 
waifs  and  strays  of  humanity.  I  will  give 
the  House  an  illustration.  This  case 
happened  in  May,  and  it  has  already 
been  before  the  House  in  the  form  of 
Questions;  but  I  think  the  House  should 
hear  the  story.  It  is  the  case  of  an  old 
man  and  his  wife  charged  with  'taking 
forcible  possession"  of  an  outhouse 
after  they  had  been  turned  out  of  their 
holding.  They  had  nowhere  to  go  to, 
unless  they  lay  down  to  die  on  the  road- 
side. The  agent  who  went  to  the  place, 
in  his  evidence  before  Messrs.  Warbur- 
ton  and  Caddell,  the  magistrates, 
said — 


"  I  closed  up  the  door  ;  I  nailed  up  one  door, 
and  built  up  the  other  one  ;  I  put  up  a  hasp  and 
a  staple  to  the  dwelling  house  and  built  up  the 
outhouses  with  stones.  I  next  visited  tho  place 
the  same  evening  ;  I  found  a  woman  in  possession 
of  one  of  the  outhouses,  and  saw  himself  going 
in  after.  The  defendants  are  husband  and  wife ; 
I  asked  them  both  to  leave,  and  the  female  re- 
plied that  thejT  had  no  place  to  go  to,  and  that 
tho  weather  was  cold.'* 

The  following  conversation  then  took 
place — 

"Dr.  Levis  (the  landlord).— '  I  would  ask  you 
to  deal  leniently  with  them.'  Mr.  Warburton. — 
'  It  is  a  long  time  to  keep  possession  since  Feb- 
ruary.'   Dr.  Levis,  J.F. — 'Yes;   but  I  am  tho 


person  wh6  has  sufFercd  most  by  it,  and  I  would 
ask  you  to  deal  as  lightly  as  you  can  with  them, 
as  they  will  give  up  possession  to  the  parties  with 
whom  they  agreed.'  Mr.  Warburton. — *IIow 
long  have  they  been  treating  with  him  f '  Dr. 
Levis. — '  I  cannot  say,  as  it  was  only  this  morn- 
ing for  the  first  time  they  came  to  me,  and  they 
then  said  they  were  prepared  to  give  up  posses- 
sion.' Mr.  Warburton. — *  Now,  in  this  case  both 
of  you  have  made  yourselves  liable  to  a  penalty 
of  six  months*  imprisonment  with  hard  labour. 
You  hare  been  keeping  possession  of  this  place 
in  spite  of  all  remonstrances  and  cautions  of 
police,  bailiffs,  and  everybody  else,  and  you  have 
been  there  for  nearly  three  months — since  the 
20th  of  February.  The  Act  leaves  no  option  to 
us  but  to  impose  imprisonment.  However,  as 
Dr.  Levis  has  said  so  much  for  you,  we  will  tako 
it  into  account.'  The  magistrates  then  sen- 
tenced the  old  man  to  one  month's  imprisonment, 
and  his  wife  to  a  fortnight.  Female  Defendant.^ 
'  Oh,  make  it  a  fine  on  the  old  roan ;  he  is  very 
delicate  and  feeble.'  Dr.  Levis  — '  I  hope  you'll 
reduce  the  imprisonment  in  tho  old  man's  case.' 
.Mr.  Warburton. — '  We  cannot,  Dr.  Levis,  it  is 
a  long  time  to  be  over-holding  possession.'  Fe- 
male Defendant  (weeping  bitterly). — '  Oh,  we 
never  went  to  gaol  before,  and  the  poor  old  man 
is  delicate.  Wouldn't  you  put  a  fine  on  him, 
gentlemen  f '    The  Bench  were  inexorable." 

Thus,  an  old  man  of  75  years  of  age, 
scarcely  able  to  stand,  and  bo  deaf  that 
he  knew  nothing  of  what  went  on  during 
his  trial,  was  sentenced  to  a  month's 
imprisonment  for  the  "crime  "of  taking 
shelter  from  the  inclemency  of  the 
weather  in  an  outhouse  on  the  holding 
from  which  he  had  been  evicted.  Now 
I  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  has  released  these 
two  poor  wretches ;  I  daresay  he  has. 
But  whether  he  has  or  not,  what  a  light 
this  case  sheds  on  the  temper  in  which 
your  Act  is  administered !  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  much  longer.  I  think 
I  have  said  enough.  Instead  of  keep- 
ing the  House  for  an  hour,  I  could  keep 
it  for  three  hours  with  cases  of  this  kind 
if  the  conditions  of  debate  would  permit. 
But  I  want  to  state  one  or  two  pieces  of 
evidence  as  to  the  effect  of  all  this 
harshness,  this  brutality — this  odious 
brutality — on  the  minds  of  the  people. 
As  to  increased  respect  for  the  law,  has 
it  promoted  even  quiet  or  the  exterior 
observance  of  the  conditions  of  order  and 
peace?  It  has  not.  One  of  the  sections 
of  the  Crimes  Act  which  theHouse  will  re- 
member that  we  had  prolonged  debates 
upon  is  what  is  called  the  Star  Chamber 
Section,  allowing  private  preliminary 
inquiries  to  be  held  without  any  prisoner 
being  arrested.  That  section  has  been 
put  in  operation  in  the  county  of  Done- 
gal;   and  I  ju3t  want  to  read  to  the 


House  the  evidence  of  a  man  whose 
authority  and  weight  will  not  he  denied. 
You  are  very  fond  of  attaching  impor- 
tance to  EccIeBiastical  Rescripts.  This 
is  a  little  Rescript  from  the  Bishop  of 
Raphoe ;  and  this  is  what  he  tells  the 
Government  as  to  the  effect  of  their  Star 
Chamber  inquiry  in  the  county  of  Done- 
gal.    He  says — 

"For  the  naaintenance  of  good  order  among 
the  people  I  am,  bj  my  position,  more  deeplj  con- 
eemed  than  anj  magistrate,  and  I  cannot  look  on 
without  protest  while  some  of  the  most  peaceful 
districts  in  Ireland  are  being  thrown  into  a  state 
of  utter  confusion  bj  the  needless  operations  of  a 
■eeret  Coercion  Court." 

Dr.  O'Donnell,  Bishop  of  Raphoe,  then 
goes  on  to  describe  the  work  of  that 
Court  to  be  ''a  standing  menace  to 
peace  and  incitement  to  violence."    He 
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opportunity,  on  the  contrary,  g^eat  or 
small,  of  showing  that  their  sympathies 
are  for  those  whom  you  imprison,  and 
that  they  have  none  for  you  or  your 
law.  Sir,  I  shall  not  be  suspected,  even 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  of  exulting 
in  that.  I  do  not.  It  is  the  object  of 
all  of  us  to  bring  the  minds  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  into  something  like  harmony 
and  sympathy  with  our  law  and  go- 
vernment. But  what  do  we  find  on  every 
occasion  ?  I  never  take  up  Ths  Fre^' 
manU  Journal  or  some  other  Irish  paper 
without  seeing  an  account  of  some  de- 
monstration by  a  crowd  with  bands 
and  cars  to  escort  somebody  to  prison, 
or  to  escort  him  on  his  way  out  of  prison. 
Last  Friday  there  was  a  priest  brought 
up  at  Limerick  for  holding  an  unlawful 
meeting  on  the  River  Shannon.  He  went 
out  in  a  boat,  and  five  other  boats  joined 
him  about  400  yards  from  the  Clare 
side.  The  wind  was  blowing  from  the 
shore,  and  the  tide  was  ebbing,  but  still 
the  police  heard  enough  words  uttered 
to  make  a  case  for  the  Crimes  Act  Court, 
and  I  do  not  object  to  it;  but  when  the 
priest  went  to  the  Court  he  was  followed 
by  a  large  contingent  on  cars  and  horse- 
back, and  one  car  carried  a  boat  on  the 
top  of  which  was  the  inscription  ''Going 
to  gaol  for  boating."  When  they  got  to 
Limerick  again  the  prisoner  was  greeted 
by  a  large  crowd  ;  again  there  was  dis- 
order and  a  collision  with  the  police ; 
and,  after  all  the  importance  attached 
to  the  action  of  the  clergy  in  keeping 
the  peace  in  Ireland,  a  conference  of  the 
priests  of  West  Clare  met  last  Friday 
and  passed  a  resolution — 

"  That  the  prosecution  of  Father  Gilligan  only 
raises  him  in  our  estimation,  and  is  another  proof 
of  his  readiness  to  endure  suffering  in  the  cause  of 
our  oppressed  people." 


"The  little  town  of  Dungloe  is  in  the  midst  of 
a  population  whose  character  for  intelligence, 
industry,  and  peacefulness  is  not  surpassed  bj  the 
good  name  of  the  inhabitants  at  any  point  on  the 
Irish  seaboard.  Until  a  few  weeks  ago  its  towns- 
people lived  in  a  state  of  enviable  quietude,  such 
ai  the  strained  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant  would  allow  few  neighbouring  districts  to 
assume.  As  a  matter  of  ftict,  the  localitj  has 
alwajs  been  remarkable  for  the  amicable  settle- 
ment of  agrarian  disputes.  ...  A  Resident 
Magistrate  thought  well  to  establish  his  Star 
Chamber  in  its  midst.  The  leading  men  of  the 
town  were  summoned  on  short  notice  before  him, 
with  no  option  but  to  decline  answering  or  appear 
before  the  public  in  the  odious  character  of  in- 
formers  on  their  neighbours.  .  .  .  These  towns- 
people of  DuDgloe,  some  of  them  in  a  most  delicate 
state  of  health,  were  made  to  come  from  Derrj 
Gaol  long  journeys  on  outside  cars  at  late  hours 
of  the  night,  and  in  torrents  of  rain,  rather  than 
have  the  name  of  yielding  to  the  behests  of  this 
mischievous  Court.  I  implore  the  people  to  bo 
true  to  their  Christian  duty,  to  Ireland  and  to 
themselves,  by  not  allowing  even  such  insensate 
provocation  to  drive  them  into  violence.  They 
have  not  begun  the  disturbance.  Let  the  whole  re- 
sponsibility  of  disorder  rest  on  those  whose  tyran- 
nical administration  has  called  it  into  being." 

That  case  is  only  one  of  many  others 
showing  the  course  which  these  pro- 
ceedings run  in  Ireland  at  the  present 
moment.  Some  sort  of  action  is  taken 
in  a  Coercion  Court ;  a  crowd  assembles 
to  greet  the  prisoners ;  the  police  very 
needlessly  attempt  to  disperse  these,  for 
the  most  part,  innocent  and  harmless 
crowds ;  then  a  disturbance  begins, 
batoning  and  bludgeoning  begin,  and 
disorder  spreads.  But  all  this  has  no 
effect  in  drawing  the  minds  of  the  people 
towards  your  Government.  They  are 
not  reconciled  to  it;    they   take  every 

Mr,  John  Morley 


How  long,  I  ask,  is  this  to  go  on? 
Under  such  a  system  as  this — a  system 
which  has  alienated  and  is  alienating 
the  minds  of  the  people  from  the  law, 
and  throwing  all  their  sympathies  on 
the  side  of  the  offenders  against  the 
law — under  that  system  no  civil  virtue 
can  ever  grow  or  ever  thrive.  The 
gross,  savage  ill-usage  of  the  people,  of 
the  humble  people,  whom  it  is  desired 
to  terrify,  the  needless  arrests,  the  hu- 
miliation, the  constant  intrusion  and 
dominion  of  the  police  everywhere — 
that  is  no  atmosphere  for  the  prepara- 
tion for  freedom.  But  the  just  spirit  of 
England  recollects  itself  and  is  awake. 
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I  do  not  appeal  to  that  spirit  merely 
outside  of  this  House ;  I  appeal  inside 
this  House  to  the  experience  and  the 
principles  which  have  made  England 
what  England  is,  and  I  protest  against 
blind  and  futile  persistence  in  the  prin- 
ciples and  the  practices  which  have 
made  Ireland  what  Ireland  is.  This 
House  may  not,  will  not  assent  to  my 
Motion,  but  I  hope  that  hon.  Members 
will  lay  seriously  to  heart  the  true  cha- 
racter of  what  is  now  going  on  in  Ire- 
land. I  do  not  want  to  make  this  speech 
an  attack  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  personally  in  any 
way.  He  is  not  more  responsible  than 
the  majority  of  this  House.  He  is  only 
doing  logically — rather  harshly — what 
you  gave  him  an  instrument  to  do.  But 
on  you  a  great  responsibility  rests.  I 
am  quite  aware  that  you  have  no  inten- 
tion of  shirking  that  responsibility,  and 
I  am  quite  aware  that  my  hon.  Friends 
here  do  not  shirk  this  responsibility. 
But  I  say  that  the  responsibility  is  a 
grave  one ;  I  say  that  the  state  of  Ire- 
land is  becoming  not  better  from  day  to 
day,  but  is  becoming  worse.  I  ask  you 
at  least,  if  you  will  not  vote  for  my 
Motion,  to  weigh  its  propositions ;  and 
I  think  that  before  many  months  are 
passed,  if  you  test  those  propositions  by 
all  that  comes  up  from  Ireland,  you  will 
see  the  necessity  for  doing  away  with  a 
system  which  is  deepening  the  confu- 
sion in  Ireland,  and  which  tarnishes  the 
credit,  the  honour,  and  the  renown  of 
this  Parliament  and  of  the  people  of 
this  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  moving  the  Resolu- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
operation  of '  The  Criminal  Ijaw  and  Procedare 
(Ireland)  Act,  1887,'  and  the  manner  of  its 
administration,  undermine  respect  for  Law, 
estrange  the  minds  of  tho  people  of  Ireland, 
and  are  deeply  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the 
United  Kingdom." — (Mr.  John  Morley.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  Mr.  Speaker— [/»- 
terruption] — I  had  hoped  to  begin  by 
complimenting  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  addressed  the  House  on  the 
spirit  of,  at  least,  the  end  of  his  eloquent 
speech.  But  I  cannot  compliment  him 
on  the  spirit  in  which  his  allies  seem 
disposed  to  listen  to  a  reply  to  that 
speech.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  cordially  endorse 


one  sentiment  that  has  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down,  when  he  said  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  that  he  was 
not  responsible  for  what  is  now  pro- 
ceeding in  Ireland,  but  that  that  respon- 
sibility rests  upon  the  Government  as 
a  whole,  and  on  the  majority  which 
elected  them.  \_Crie9  of  "No!"  and 
Interruption,'] 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  You  had  no  mandate  from 
the  Election. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  am  really  sur- 
prised that  when  this  side  of  the  House 
has  listened  without  one  single  inter- 
ruption to  the  speech  we  have  just 
heard,  in  the  very  first  sentence— and 
one,  I  hope,  not  conceived  in  any 
aggressive  spirit — an  endeavour  should 
be  made  to  interfere  with  the  reply. 
It  is  not  on  my  own'  account,  but  I 
think  I  may  venture  to  say  on  account 
even  of  the  dignity  of  these  debates  and 
the  greatness  of  the  issues  at  stake,  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  must  try  to  con- 
tain themselves.  I  must  apologize  if 
I  have  been  somewhat  warm  in  these 
remarks ;  but  the  task  is  a  great  one  to 
reply  in  a  debate  of  this  kind,  and  I 
wish  to  do  so  at  least  with  consecutive 
reasoning- 


Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) : 
Go  on. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  "  Go  on."  I  intend  to 
go  on;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  never  been  interrupted  in  the  open- 
ing of  his  speech,  as  I  have  been  now. 
Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  accepting,  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  the  responsi- 
bility of  what  is  proceeding  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  appealed  to 
the  experience  of  the  principles  that 
have  made  England  what  it  is,  and  he 
said — "  Let  us  apply  them  to  Ireland." 
We  are  applying  to  Ireland  the  prin- 
ciples that  have  made  England  what  it 
is ;  but  it  is  owing  to  the  persistent  effort 
made  on  the  otherside  to  introduce  a  new 
standard  of  morality,  a  new  standard  of 
law,  and  a  new  interpretation  of  the 
duties  of  citizens,  that  Ireland  is  what 
it  is.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said^ 
at  the  beginning  of  his  speech,  that  he 
was  asked  to  discuss  this  question, 
without  having  full  information  in  his 
hands.  I  do  not  know  that  he  was 
asked  to  discuss  this  question. 
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Mr.  JOHN  MORLBY :  I  was  obliged 
to  do  80.  

Mr.  QOSOHEN  :  Well,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  said 
he  was  asked,  and  ho  says  now  that  he 
was  obliged.  But  the  ohalleoge  he 
made  to  this  House  was  placed  on  the 
Table,  I  presume,  with  full  knowledge 
of  the  facts,  and  therefore  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  cannot  complain  that  it 
was  necessary  to  supplement  that  which 
was  already  in  his  knowledge  with  fresh 
facts  before  he  discussed  the  Motion  on 
the  Paper.  We  noticed  that  there  was 
a  little  consternation  at  the  moment 
when  we  accepted  his  challenge.  We  were 
struck  with  the  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  instead  of 
asking  that  the  question  should  be 
immediately  discussed,  said  that  three 
or  four  days  afterwards  he  would  ask 
the  Government  for  a  day. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Nothing 
of  the  sort.  I  asked  that  a  day  should 
be  fixed  at  once. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  really  defective  in  his 
memory.  He  got  up  in  his  place,  after 
the  Motion  had  been  read  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  said  that  he  would 
on  Monday  next  ask  the  Government  to 
fix  a  day.    That  was  three  days. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The  next 
Parliamentary  day. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  Then  Friday  is  not 
a  Parliamentary  day  for  that  purpose  ? 
Why  did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ask  for  a  discussion  at  once  f  We  were 
perfectly  prepared  to  meet  this  Motion 
— in  the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne —  in  every  respect.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  was  going  to 
challenge  the  Government  in  every 
respect.  Well,  we  are  prepared  to 
reply  to  him  in  every  respect.  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  words 
of  this  Motion.     They  are  these — 

<*In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act 
and  the  manner  of  its  administration  under- 
mine respect  for  law,  estrange  the  minds  of  the 
people  01  Ireland,  and  are  deeply  iniurious  to 
the  interests  of  the  United  Kingdom.^' 

One  would  have  thought  from  this 
Motion  that  there  existed  in  Ireland 
respect  for  the  law  which  we  had  under- 
mined, that  this  country  was  in  posses- 
sion of  the  affections  of  the  Irish  people, 


which  we,  by  our  procedure,  were 
estranging.  I  notice  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  address  him- 
self to  this  part  of  the  case,  and,  indeed, 
it  would  have  been  difficult  for  him  to  at- 
tempt it.  Our  Predecessors  did  not  be- 
queath to  us  in  Ireland  a  state  in  which 
there  was  respect  for  law,  or  any  hope 
of  affection  on  the  part  of  the  majority 
of  the  Irish  people  for  this  country  ; 
and,  in  fact,  those  who  have  got  good 
memories  will  find  that  speeches,  extra- 
ordinarily like  the  speech  just  delivered, 
have  been  delivered,  only  in  somewhat 
more  violent  language,  against  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  and  his  Friends  by  their  present 
allies.  Undermining  respect  for  the  law 
was  one  of  the  favourite  expressions 
used  by  hon.  Members  now  sitting  below 
the  Gangway  at  the  time  when  the  right 
Gentleman  was  supreme.  I  have 
wondered  from  what  pen  this  Motion 
must  really  have  proceeded.  Was  it 
from  an  Irish  pen  or  an  English  pen  ?  I 
thought  that  possiblv  it  was  rather  an 
English  pen,  which  had  assumed  that 
respect  for  law  had  existed  previously, 
the  existence  for  which  has  always  been 
denied  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway.  But  a  more  accurate  ex- 
amination of  the  case  seems  to  reveal 
the  fact  that  this  Motion  is  only  a  trans- 
lation of  passages  spoken  in  1883  by 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland.  There  is 
an  extract  from  a  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  which  sounds  very  like  the 
Eesolution  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Speaking  in  August,  1883,  the  hon. 
Member  said — 

'*  The  whole  system  of  Crown  prosecutions  in 
Ireland  was  .  .  infamous.  The  Government,  bjr 
using  this  sjstem,  were  responsible  for  all  the 
crimes  committed  last  winter  in  Ireland.  The 
system  created  more  crime  than  it  punished,  be- 
sides disgusting?  and  disheartening  anyone  who 
desired  to  have  respect  for  the  law." 

That  is  a  confirmation  of  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  There  are 
other  extracts  which  show  that  what  we 
are  now  going  through  is  but  a  kind  of 
reduplication  of  debates  that  took  place 
under  our  Predecessors,  and  there  is  no 
single  charge  made  at  present  which — 
with  a  difference  in  details — has  not  been 
made  in  previous  Parliaments.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Harbour 
Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  0.  Har- 
rington) said  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite — 
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are  as  revolting  and  as  heartrend* 
ing  as  any  scenes  which  have  been 
placed  before  the  country  in  connection 
with  Ireland  in  times  past,  and  I  think 
it  only  right  that  one  or  two  such  cases 
should  be  brought  before  the  notice  of 
the  House.  One  would  have  gathered 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  state  of  Ireland  was 
perfectly  peaceable,  that  all  social  and 
agrarian  trouble  was  at  an  end,  and 
that,  but  for  the  appearance  of  the 
police  on  the  scene  occasionally,  we 
might  hope  to  see  a  contented  and 
peaceful  Ireland.  Well,  Sir,  is  that  the 
fact?  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  contend  that  it  is  the  fact  ?  Is 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  one  of  those 
who,  above  all  others,  is  aware  that  the 
agrarian  and  political  questions  are  sepa- 
rate ?  He  has  been  anxions  that  they 
should  be  regarded  as  separate;  but  when 
he  makes  it  his  argument  that  those 
engaged  in  this  agrarian  struggle  are 
practically  political  prisoners  he  forgets 
his  own  contention  and  his  own  prin« 
ciple  which  lies  at  the  bottom  of  many  of 
his  views  and  his  speeches.  Now,  the 
main  substance  of  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  case  of 
Mr.  Dillon,  which  he  dwelt  on  at  great 
length — and  I  speak  of  Mr.  Dillon  as 
he  himself  spoke  of  him,  by  his  name. 
At  the  commencement  of  his  remarks 
on  that  part  of  the  case,  he  dwelt  ux>on 
the  importance  of  that  hon.  Member  in 
this  House — he  dwelt  upon  the  respect 
in  which  Mr.  Dillon  was  held  in  Ireland, 
and  pointed  to  the  serious  character  of 
the  imprisonment  of  a  Gentieman  who 
was  so  dear  to  the  whole  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  who  was  feted  on  the  road  to 
prison.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
forget  that  there  is  another  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  whose  influence  in 
Ireland  even  exceeds  the  influence  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  been  im- 
prisoned ?  Does  he  remember  the  case 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell),  who  was  imprisoned  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian? 
Had  that  hon.  Member  not  also  a  posi- 
tion in  Ireland  such  as  that  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  claims  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  ?  But 
I  cannot  understand  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  introduced  the  subject  of 
that  influence  if  he  did  not,  and  could 
not,  prove  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
unjustly  imprisoned.    The  right  hon. 


'*  The  rorans  by  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  worked  up  the  Administration  in  Ireland 
had  done  more  to  injuro  law  and  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  than  any  system  which  was  ever 
introduced  into  anj  country  in  Europe." 

In  another  speech  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  said — 

'*  If  the  J  would  stud  J  the  working  of  the  law  in 
Ireland,  instead  of  being  aurprised  that  the  law 
was  not  respected,  they  would  be  surprised  that 
the  law  was  even  so  much  obeyed  as  it  was.*' 

Well,  it  may  be  the  case  that  the  law  is 
respected  in  Ireland,  or  that  it  is  not ; 
but  let  it  be  observed  that  if  in  their 
whole  tone  and  spirit  these  speeches  are 
but  a  parallel  to  those  made  now,  there 
is  this  great  difference  —  that  when 
Tou  examine  the  charges  that  are  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  they  are 
light  indeed  in  comparison  with  the 
charges  that  used  to  be  made  against  the 
Administration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  At 
all  events,  I  think  it  must  be  said  that 
we  now  know  the  worst.  We  may  ac- 
cept it  that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastie, 
though  he  said  that  he  could  continue  it 
for  many  hours,  at  all  events  contained 
the  choicest  specimens  of  maladminis- 
tration on  which  he  could  lay  his  finger. 
Let  us  remember  the  fierce  light — to  use 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  words 
—now  beating  upon  every  magistrate, 
every  police  constable,  every  Police  In- 
spector, every  Judge  in  Ireland.  Never 
hiu  an  Administration  been  subjected  to 
such  Argus-eyed  watchfulness  on  the 
part  of  its  opponents  as  the  present  Ad- 
ministration. Yet,  fter  all,  with  the 
ubiquitous  power  of  the  League  in  every 
quarter  in  Ireland,  and  with  all  the 
means  at  the  disposal  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  for  the  discovery  of  everything 
that  goes  on,  we  now  know,  as  I  said, 
the  worst — we  know  the  substance  of  the 
case  that  is  to  be  brought  against  us, 
and  the  House  will  be  able  to  judge 
whether  it  justifies  the  sweeping  con- 
demnation that  our  Administration  un- 
dermines respect  for  the  law — that 
respect  for  the  law  which  we  are  endea- 
vouring to  enforce.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  certainly  adduced  one  or  two 
pathetic  cases,  and  one  in  particular; 
but  I  think  that  if  we  were  to  make  the 
attempt  it  would  be  found  that  there  are 
still  in  Ireland,  though  in  reduced  num- 
bers, cases  of  oppression  due  to  the 
action  of  the  National  League,  which 
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Gentleman  said  he  was  no  lawyer,  and 
would  not  deal  with  the  merits  of  the 
case ;  but  he  proceeded,  nevertheless,  to 
dwell  at  considerable  length  on  the 
merits  of  the  case.  He  admitted,  in- 
deed, that  thelangnage  of  Mr.  Dillon 
was  culpable,  but  suggested,  as  I  under- 
stand, that  the  language  was  not  illegal. 
He  was  not  very  clear  on  the  point — that 
is  to  say,  on  the  subject  of  the  legality 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign ;  but  it  came 
to  this — that  the  Plan,  in  his  judgment, 
at  all  events,  had  never  wrought  any 
injustice.  Legal  injustice  it  might  have 
wrought,  but  not  substantial  injustice. 
But  does  he  found  upon  that  argument 
the  doctrine  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
is  not  illegal  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  naturally  silent — he  must  be 
silent,  because  Uie  Plan  of  Campaign 
has  been  pronounced  to  be  illegal  by 
the  very  Judge  whom  he  has  been  quot- 
ing with  approval.  Now,  there  is  every 
respect  shown  for  the  judgment  of  Ohief 
Baron  Palles ;  but  Ohief  Baron  Palles 
himself  has  condemned  the  illegality  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  endeavoured 
very  assiduously  in  this  House  to  treat 
the  offence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  as  a  political  offence ;  but  that  is 
one  of  the  charges  that  is  always  made 
against  the  Government  and  the  majority 
in  the  country.  The  charge  is  that  we 
are  imprisoning  men  like  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  and  other  hon. 
Members,  not  for  acts  illegal  in  them- 
selves, but  because  they  are  our  poli- 
tical opponents.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
Sir  William  Harcourt),  in  face  of 
is  own  experience  of  the  time  when 
he  was  Home  Secretary,  accuse  us 
of   throwing    political   opponents  into 

E risen  ?  Does  he,  sitting  next  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  contend  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  was  put  into  prison  because  he 
was  a  political  opponent  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  ?  And  if  you  do  not  hold 
that  with  regard  to  yourselves,  by  what 
right  do  you  hold  it  with  regard  to 
men  every  whit  as  honourable  as  your- 
selves, and  who  are  as  anxious  to  do 
their  duty  by  Great  Britain  and  by  Lre- 
land?  How  can  you  say  that  in  our 
case  we  are  endeavouring  to  put  our 
political  opponents  into  gaol?  I  will 
leave  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  to  prove,  at  a 
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later  stage  of  the  debate,  why  he  con- 
tends that  in  our  case  we  imprison  men 
because  they  are  political  opponents, 
while  in  his  own  case  he  would  con- 
tend that  such  a  charge  ought  never  to 
be  made.  I  will  examine  the  point 
whether  it  was  for  a  political  offence 
and  as  a  political  opponent  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  was  put  into 
prison.  The  admission  has  been  made 
that  his  language  was  culpable;  and 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  which  he  ad- 
vocated has  been  condemned  by  the 
Judges  in  whom  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  have  most  confidence.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley)  did  not  read  out  any  portion  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo ;  but  I  think  it  right  to  bring  out 
distinctly  the  point  which  he  was 
urging— 

"  I  laj  that  when  I  reoommended  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  at  a  policj  to  the  tenantry  of  Ireland, 
I  did  it  deliberately,  and  I  never  concealed  from 
the  people  oflreland  that  I  belicTed  in  it,  becaase 
it  is  a  policy  that  would  make  the  fate  of  the 
traitor  an  unhappy  fate." 

[  Criee  0/  **  Go  on ! "]  Yes ;  I  am  going 
on.  This  is  not  an  expression,  there- 
fore, which  dropped  casually  from  the 
hon.  Member  in  the  heat  of  his  speech. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  we 
ought  not  to  have  any  cant  about  those 
words,  and  he  spoke  about  the  Trade 
Unions  of  this  country,  and  of  the 
melancholy  revelations  that  were  made 
in  connection  with  them.  But  I  never 
remember — I  wonder  whether  he  does 
— any  man  holding  the  great  position 
of  a  Party  Leader  such  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  in  the  face  of 
his  countrymen  not  only  palliating,  but 
defending  and  recommending,  a  policy 
which  would  make  '*  the  fate  of  the 
traitor  an  unhappy  one."  This  is  the 
plan  which  is  condemned  by  the  highest 
authorities  of  the  Church  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  belongs.  \Laughier,'\  It 
cannot  be  denied.  Hon.  Members  may 
jeer  at  it  in  this  House ;  but  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  quoted  an 
Ecclesiastical  Bescript  from  one  Bishop 
in  Ireland  which  he  said  we  should  not 
like,  I  think  I  am  entitled — he  having 
introduced  the  subject  of  Ecclesiastical 
Hescripts — to  say  that  this  was  precisely 
the  crime  which  was  denounced  by  the 
highest  authority  of  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land. 
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Me.W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Oo.,  N.E.): 
Would  the  right  hoa.  Oeutleman  read 
oa  as  he  promieed  ? 

Me.  GOSCHEN  :  Hon,  Members  will 
hare  the  opportumty  of  readiog  the 
whole  of  the  apeeeh  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but  I  have  more  to  read.  After  a 
recommendation  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign and  recounting  its  triumphs,  he 
concluded — 

"  I  h>*«  come  bare  to  utj  I  oounial  the  people 
of  Ireland,  wheaever  the]'  >ro  Dnjutl;  trMMd  bj 
their  UndloTds,  lo  adopt  Ihii  polioj  nnd  to  work 
it  w«ll." 

And  well  thej  worked  it  where  they 
dared !  We  know  the  methods  by  which 
it  is  worked,  and  we  know  the  sanctions 
by  which  it  is  worked,  and  the  incidents 
towhichitleadsafler  ithaebeen  worked. 
We  know  ths  effects  of  the  policy  that 
would  make  the  "  fate  of  the  traitor  an 
unhappy  fate."  And  this,  is  the  lan- 
guage of  an  ally  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  says  we  are  "  undermining 
in  Ireland  respect  for  the  law."  In 
this  Tsspsot  for  the  law  which  is  en- 
forced in  language  such  as  I  have 
quoted  ?  Sir,  it  is  tbie  law  vhich  we 
would  wish  to  undermine  ;  it  is  just  this 
lav  which  we  are  endeavouring  to  do 
our  beet,  in  the  face  of  an  opposition 
such  as  never  before  has  been  direotad 
against  the  Executive  Government  in 
Ireland,  to  supersede  by  the  law  of  the 
Queen. 

An  hon.  Meubkb  :  Read  the  context. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Hon.  Members 
wish  for  more  of  the  hon.  Member's 
speech.    He  said — 


the  tenanti  of  Lord  MiBiereeae  that  ir  thej  atand 
to  iheir  guna  like  honcit  and  braie  meo  1 
pledge  Dijeelf  that  aa  long  aa  I  liie,  and  the 
men  who  are  working  along  wiih  me,  tbaji  will 
have  at  their  backa  the  lupport  uf  Iriahman  and 
the  Irish  race  all  oier  the  world." 

They  will  have  at  their  backs  the  sup- 
port of  the  Irish  race  all  over  the  world 
while  tbey  are  working  the  policy  that 
would  make  "  the  fate  of  the  traitor  an 
unhappy  fate."  \_A  laugh,  j  I  observe  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby,  by  a  solitary  cheer,  endorses 
that  policy  of  the  treatment  of  traitors. 
But,  then,  hon.  Members  may  possibly 
assume  that  it  is  on  account  of  the 
poverty  of  these  tenanta  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  went  down  to 
that  estate.    Now,  on  the  question  whe- 
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these  methods  are  adopted,  we  have  the 
evidence  of  Father  M'Fadden,  of  Gwee- 
dore,  who,  on  the  17th  of  April,  1888, 
said  — 

Mind,  I  gire  no  Ihnnki  to  a  man  for  not 
pajing   rent     beoauio     hs   is     not  able    to  paj. 

man  duaerre*  no  tbanka  ;    ba  deaerirei  no 

me.     It  i>  not  in  tba  oanae  of  poTsrtj  that 
■e  fighting." 
It  is  well  known  that 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
Where  are  you  quoting  from  ? 

Mb.  GOSCBEN  :  That  is  taken  from 
TAt  Dtrry  Journal  of  the  20th  of  April. 
I  hope  that  is  a  satisfactory  reference. 
It  is  rarely  that  we  are  able  to  satisfy 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  by 
these  quotations  ;  but  this,  I  presume, 
is  the  authentic  language — ^the  un- 
ohallenged  language — of  one  of  those 
gentlemen  who  are  encouraging  the 
tenants  in  that  Flan  of  Campaign  for 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  and  hie  Friends 
have  now  no  word  of  condemnation. 
That  is  the  spirit  in  which  they  are 
fighting.  It  is  not  in  the  cause  of 
poverty ;  it  is  not  to  rescue  theee  tenants 
from  the  effects  of  bad  seasons — 

"We  do  not  thank  the  man  who  eannol  paf  Ma 
rant,  bnt  we  do  thank  the  man  who,  being  able 
to  par,  will  not  pa;  his  rent,  in  order  to  promolo 
the  ohjacla  of  the  National  League." 
I  was  trying  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Nwoastle  in  his 
discussion  as  to  the  parallelism  betweea 
this  agrarian  "  combination  " — that  is 
the  farourite  word  —  and  the  Trade 
Hnion  combination.  Said  my  right  hon. 
Friend — "  These  Trade  Unions  have 
given  up  their  crime  because  their  pro- 
ceedings have  been  made  legal ;  do  the 
same  ae  regards  the  combination  of  the 
tenanta,  and  crime  will  cease  in  their 
case  also."  That  was  substantially  my 
right  bon.  Friend's  argument,  I  believe. 
I  hope  I  am  not  misrepresenting  him.  I 
judge  by  bis  silence  that  that  is  bie 
argument.  I  invite  the  House  to  follow 
me  in  this.  He  says  that  as  we  have 
legalized  Trades  Unions,  so  we  ought  to 
legalize  combinations  amongst  tenants 
in  the  direction  of  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign. But  is  there  no  difference  be- 
tween the  two?  In  the  case  of  Trade 
Unions  the  combination  is  that  a  certain 
number  of  persons  say — "We  will  all 
together  regain  irom  doing  that  which 
we  have  a  perfect  right  to  do,  and  a 
perfect  right  not  to  do."    On  the  other 
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hand,  the  tenants  in  their  combination 
under  tbe  Plan  of  Campaig^n  say — ''We 
will  all  together  combiae  to  refuse 
to  pay  our  just  debts  which  we  are 
bound  by  law  to  pay,  which  we  are 
able  to  pay,  and  which,  by  a  law  passed 
by  the  Administration  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  was  the  head, 
was  considered  to  be  a  fair  rent." 
And  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
asked  to  pass  a  law  by  which  tenants 
are  to  be  allowed  to  combine  in  order 
to  agree  together  to  pay  the  rents, 
which  are  due  to  the  landlord,  to  some 
other  person  until  they — the  landlords 
— accept  any  proportion  of  the  rent 
which  the  tenants  are  willing  to  allow 
them.  I  think  I  may  say  that  a  more 
preposterous  suggestion  was  never  made 
by  a  responsible  statesman,  and  that  is 
not  the  whole  of  the  position,  because 
these  tenants,  while  they  are  to  be 
authorized  by  law  not  to  pay  that 
which  they  are  now  bound  to  pay, 
are,  nevertheless,  to  remain  on  the 
landlord's  property  as  long  as  they 
like.  I  confess  I  should  like  to  see 
the  draft  of  the  Bill  which  would  carry 
out  the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. What  I  wish  to  impress  upon 
this  House  is  this — and  I  think  hon. 
Members  opposite  will  agree  with  me 
to  a  certain  extent— that  this  agrarian 
^trouble  is  only  indirectly  connected 
with  the  political  trouble.  Supposing 
you  were  to  grant  Home  Bule  to- 
morrow, would  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
still  be  necessary  or  not?  That  is  a 
point  upon  which  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  ought  to  be  able  to  give 
an  opinion,  becaiise  it  is  ho  who  says 
that  this  agrarian  question  ought  to  be 
settled  before  Home  Bule  is  granted. 
I  wish  to  put  it  to  the  House,  would  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  be  necessary  if  Home 
Bule  were  granted  ? 

Mb.  W.  O'BBIEN  :  Certainly  not. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  Certainly  not.  The 
hon.  Member  has  given  an  answer  which 
I  am  prepared  to  accept.  But  if  not, 
why  not  ?  Would  the  tenants  suddenly 
get  richeryOr  be  better  able  to  pay  their 
rents  ? 

Mb.  W.  O'BBIEN:  Yes;  but  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  asked  me,  it  is 
because  the  tenants  would  then  get  the 
benefit  of  the  legislation  from  which 
they  were  excluded  by  the  Act  of  last 
year. 

Mr.  Go»ch0n 


Mb.  GOSOHEN :  Quite  so.  That  is 
just  what  I  expected.  There  would  be 
fresh  agrarian  laws  passed  by  an  Irish 
Parliament,  which  would  render  all 
Plans  of  Campaigns  unnecessary.  That 
is  precisely  the  contingency  expected 
and  foreseen  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle.  He  knows  his  friends. 
He  is  acquainted  with  the  tendencies  of 
their  prospective  agrarian  legislation. 
He  knows  it  would  be  no  longer  neces- 
sary to  send  the  police,  or  to  despatch 
the  most  eloquent  of  their  Members  to 
endeavour  to  persuade  the  tenants  not 
to  pay  debts  which  they  are  prepared 
to  pay,  and  which  they  would  pay  but 
for  such  interference.  It  would  not  be 
necessary,  because  they  would  be  re- 
lieved by  law  from  all  inconvenient  pay- 
ments. But  then  I  say  that  one  sees 
that,  after  all,  it  is  not  a  political  object 
for  which  they  are  contending,  but  it  is 
through  the  political  agitation  that  thev 
wish  to  attain  the  agrarian  result  which 
they  have  in  view.  It  is  not  the  political 
offender,  but  the  agrarian  offender,  who 
in  this  case  is  condemned  by  the  law 
of  the  land  for  language  which  was 
an  incitement  for  those  not  to  pay, 
who,  by  the  confession  of  Father 
M'Fadden  himself,  are  able  to  pay.  It 
was  for  that  he  was  thrown  into  prison. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  of 
the  procedure,  and  shows  that  it  was  by 
the  retrospective  operation  of  the  Act  that 
Mr.  Dillon  was  convicted.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  contend-  and  it 
is  most  important  that  this  should  be 
thoroughly  understood — that  it  was 
any  retrospective  creation  of  a  new 
offence.  That  was  not  the  contention. 
The  attempt  is  sometimes  made  in  the 
Press  to  suggest  that  our  action 
amounted  to  making  that  an  offence 
which  was  not  an  offence  before.  But 
that  was  not  the  case,  and  the  precise 
procedure  was  discussed  in  the  House, 
and  it  was  decided  that  after  a  dis- 
trict had  been  proclaimed  the  pro- 
cedure in  that  district  should  be  under 
the  Crimes  Act  and  not  under  the 
ordinary  law.  I  trust  I  have  made 
the  point  plain  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. **But,"  he  said,  **why  not 
proceed  under  the  ordinary  law  ?  Why 
not  appeal  to  a  jury  ?  "  Surely,  said  he, 
even  I  might  know  that  a  Louth  jury 
would  be  a  good  jury,  and  a  jury  on 
which  reliance  could  be  placed.  But  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  ri^ht  hon. 
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Oentlemao  forgot  that  with  regard  to 
an  admitted  offence,  for  which  Mr. 
Dillon  was  tried  by  a,  Dublin  county 
jury,  the  jury  diaagi^ed,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  brought  home 
to  ne  the  probability  of  a  jury  being 
influenced,  when  he  dwelt  upon  the 
astraordinary  enthuaiaam  with  which 
Mr.  Dillon  was  receiTed  in  every  direo- 
lion  as  a  prisoner,  so  that  he  him  self 
made  oat  a  case  for  the  application 
of  the  procedure  under  the  Act.  Well, 
Mr.  Speaker,  so  much  for  the  case 
of  Mr.  Dillon.  Now,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  gone  through  many 
individual  cnses,  some  of  which  will  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Inland  and  the  Ohief  Secretary,  when 
they  address  the  House.  Of  course,  the 
House  and  the  country  will  see  the  great 
odraatage  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  and  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land have  in  chosing  their  line  of  attack, 
as  it  is  impossible  to  foresee  alt  the  par- 
ticular oases  on  which  they  will  dwell 
irhsD  we  come  to  close  quarters  on  this 
matter.  My  right  hon.  Friends  will  be 
able  to  deal  ttriatim  with  the  various 
cases  which  have  been  brought  before 
the  House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  there  is  one  case  with  which  I  can 
deal  with  at  once,  and  that  is  the  Kil- 
leagh  ease,  upon  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  dwelt  at  some  length,  where 
the  judgment  was  reversed  on  the 
ground  that  there  bad  been  no  oon- 
spiraoy  to  induce  to  abstain  from  selling. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  remem- 
ber the  case.  He  amused  the  House  by 
extracts  from  the  judgment.  But  I 
doubt  whether  he  told  the  House  that 
the  very  Judge  to  whom  he  referred 
stated,  in  the  dearest  manner,  that 
there  was  an  offence.  \_Criti  of  "No, 
no ! "] 

"Thers  ii  a  good  deal  of  evidenoe,"  «aid 
Chief  Baron  PallM,  "that  other  persons  on 
other  dajt,  commencing,  1  tbtnk,  on  the  9th 
of  March,  acted  similarly  towards  the  polici 
stationed  in  that  oarticulsr  part,  and  I  Bee  qc 
reason  to  doubt  that  tbo  maaiBtTatei  had  evi- 
donoe  from  vhich  they  woulo  have  been  com- 
pelled to  arrive  at  the  conclueioQ  that  each  of 
these  persona,  at  least  the  greater  number  of 
tbeni,  had  bread  with  which  they  mizht  havf 
lopplied  the  police  if  they  would  ;  and  I  think 
the  evidencs  showed  clearly  that  their  refuwl 
to  give  bread  to  the  police  was  a  refusal  in 
pursuance  of  a  common  act." 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY:  That  is  not 
an  ofiFenoe. 

Mr.  G08CHEN;  We  will  see— 


"  I  rather  think  there  may  be  evidence  from 
which  a  jury  might  have  concluded  that  the 
tola  object  waa  to  injure  the  police,  and  so  there 
might  have  been  a  Doospiiacy  punishable  at 
CommoD  Law." 

I  do  not  think  it  was  a  very  candid 
interpretation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
m.     "  There  is  no  offence,"  says  the 
■ht   hon.  Gentleman ;    but  here   the 
only  Judge  to  whom  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has    appealed  says — "  I  rather 
think  there  was  evidence  from  which  a 
jury  might  have  concluded  "^— 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Might?" 

Mb.  GOSOHEN :  Yes.  "Might  have 
concluded."  Does  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  think  that  the  Judge  would 
bare  made  use  of  such  a  phrase  as  that 
lightly  ? 

Mb.  R.  T.  HEID  (Dumfries,  &o.) : 
That  is  a  very  common  erpression. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  My  hon. and  learned 
Friend  near  me  (the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland)  also  says  that  it  is  a  com- 
mon expression  to  indicate  that  there  is 
evidence.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  abso- 
lutely that  there  was  a  crime;  but  when 
a  Judge  says  that  the  magistrates  had 
evidence  from  which  a  jury  might  have 
concluded  that  the  sole  object  was  to 
injure  the  police,  I  think  we  must  accept 
his  judgment.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tried  to  put  this  case  as  if  these 
poor  people  were  being  moet  maliciously 
and  unfairly  treated  by  the  police.  The 
fact  is  that  there  was  aoonspiracy  with  the 
sole  object  of  refusing  bread.  [An  hon. 
Meuber:  The  Judge  said  he  thought 
there  was  evidence.]  Whether  I  am 
right  or  wrong,  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
admit  that  this  is  an  important  point. 
Here  is  what  Baron  Dowse  says— 

"  The  svidence  giren  of  the  refusal  of  various 
parties  to  supply  bread  to  the  police,  in  mj 
opinion,  conititutea'svidence  from  which  a  jury 
would  come  to  the  conclnsian  that  a  conspiracy 
existed  to  starve  the  police,  and  not  to  supply 
them  with  bread." 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Member  can  deny  that  there  was  a  con- 
spiracy. That  reminds  me  of  a  curious 
point  that  I  should  like  to  put  to  the 
House,  and  that  is  that  in  many  of  these 
cases  no  defence  whatever  is  made  at  the 
time.  The  charge  is  made,  and  no 
defence  ia  made ;  and  why  ?  Because  it 
would  not  suit  the  purposes  of  the  agi- 
tators in  Ireland  to  prove  that  there  was 
no  oonspiraoy,  even  in  order  to  prevent 
conviction.      One  of  the  chief  engines 


1183 


Criminal  Law  and  {COMMONS}     Proeedure,  ^e.  Aet,  1887.  1184 


of  the  action  of  the  League  would  be 
destroyed  if  in  Ireland  they  admitted 
there  was  no  conspiracy.  What  would 
then  be  the  effect  of  the  threats  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  to  make  the 
life  of  the  traitor  unhappy  ?  No ;  they 
do  not  like  to  deny  in  Ireland  the 
existence  of  conspiracy.  But  in  this 
House,  when  we  come  to  close  quarters, 
and  when  we  read  out  from  these  judg- 
ments, to  which  they  themselves  have 
appealed,  that  there  was  evidence  from 
which  a  jury  might  conclude  that  there 
was  a  conspiracy  at  Common  Law  to 
deprive  the  police  of  bread,  they  say — 
not  distinctly,  but  they  imply — that  there 
was  not  a  conspiracy.  I  am  not  aware 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  ever 
contended  in  Ireland  that  there  was  no 
conspiracy.  He  may  have  said — **  You 
have  got  the  wrong  man;"  or,  '*You 
have  tried  the  right  man  in  the  wrong 
way ; "  or,  '*  Your  procedure  is  wrong." 
But  he  has  not  denied  that  conspiracy 
existed  to  deprive  the  police  of  bread. 
Then,  I  ask,  is  that  an  offence  or  not  ? 
Of  course,  it  is  no  offence  in  the  eyes  of 
those  who  think  that  the  police  are 
simply  a  brutal  force,  hired  by  the  Exe- 
cutive to  put  down  the  people  of  Ireland. 
I  know  they  go  to  considerable  lengths. 
But  it  is  hardly  possible  that  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  will  say  that  a  conspiracy  to  de- 
prive the  police  of  bread  is  a  creditable,  a 
legal,  and  a  justifiable  mode  of  action. 
At  last  I  have  come  to  a  point  which  is 
not  cheered  even  by  the  risht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  House  will  understand 
that  in  this  case,  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  makes  so  much,  these  men 
had  not  been  proved,  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Judges,  to  have  conspired  to  in- 
duce other  people  not  to  sell  to  the  police. 
That  was  the  point.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  the  Judges  commented  upon  the 
evidence  that  there  was  a  conspiracy. 
There  may  have  been — nay,  there 
must  have  been,  since  these  learned 
Judges  have  said  so — a  miscarriage  of 
justice  in  this  case.  I  will  not  imitate 
the  conduct  of  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who,  whenever  a 
judgment  of  a  Court  is  given  against 
them,  immediately  proceed  to  attack  the 
integrity  of  that  Court.  There  may  have 
been  a  miscarriage — there  was  a  mis- 
carriage of  justice  in  this  case ;  but  I 
appeal  to  the  common  sense  of  the  House 

Mr,  Gosehen 


and  of  the  people  of  this  country,  who 
will  read  the  statement  which  has  been 
made   by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
[^Kome  Rule  cheers] — aye,  and  who  will 
read  the  replies  which  will  be  made  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General    for    Ireland    to    the   specific 
allegations    which    have    been   made, 
whether,  given   the   difficulties  of  the 
situation,    were    has    made    out    such 
an  overwhelming  case  as  to   discredit 
the  whole  of  the  magistracy  in  Ireland  ? 
Are  there    no  cases  in  which   magis- 
trates   have    made    mistakes    in    this 
country  ?    Are  there  no  oases  in  which 
magistrates  err,  and  where  their  judg- 
ments are  put  right  by  a  higher  Court  ? 
I  think  it  is  eminently  unjust  if,  from 
one  or  two  cases  carefully  selected  to 
prejudice  this  House,  we  should  allow  a 
stigma  to   be  placed  upon   the    whole 
magistracy  of  Ireland.    Well,   I  will 
now  turn  to  another  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  although  he 
did  not  dwell  much  upon  it  himself,  but 
touched  it  only  with  the  lightest  hand. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there 
was  no  progress  towards  order,  as  I 
understood  it,  under  this  Act.  He  would 
not  admit  that  we  had  made  any  pro- 
gress.   I  think  that  he  said,  towards  the 
end  of  his  speech,  that  we  should  not 
suspect  him  of  wishing  to   make  the 
government  of  Ireland  impossible,  but 
that  we  should  believe  he  would  sym- 
pathize with  any  progress  in  Ireland. 
Well,  I  think  I  can  satisfy  him  that  we 
have  made  some  progress  in  the  direction 
of  reducing  the  number  of  those  crimes 
which  make  a  man's  life  unhappy.   Here 
are  the  statistics  of  persons  Boycotted. 
On  the  1st  of  July,  1887,  the  number  of 
persons  comprised  in  wholly  Boycotted 
cases  was  870.     On  the  31st  of  January, 
1888,  there  were  208  ;   and  on  the  31  st 
of  May  there  were  only  112.    At  all 
events,   we  have    done  some  good  in 
protecting    persons    from    Boycotting. 
The     number    of     persons     partially 
Boycotted  on  the  3 let  of  July,    1887, 
was  3,965;    and  on   the  3 let  of  May, 
1888,  it  was  only    1,278,     Well,    then 
as    regards     agrarian     outrages.      To 
begin  with  offences  against  the  person, 
there  were  four  murders   in   the  first 
five  months  of    1887,    and  there  were 
three  murders  in  the  first  five  months 
of  1888.     I  will  say  something,  if  the 
House   will  allow   me,    in    respect  to 


those  mardera  in  &  minute  or  tvo.  Of 
other  offences  against  the  person  there 
were,  in  the  Gret  five  months  of  1887,  38; 
and  in  the  Srst  five  months  of  18B8,  20. 
Of  agrarian  outrages  against  propertv, 
there  irere  76  during  the  first  five  mo  at  as 
of  1887,  but  they  fell  to  39  in  the  first 
five  months  of  this  year.  Of  offences 
agamst  the  public  peace,  there  were  125 
in  the  first  five  months  of  last  year,  and 
86  in  the  first  five  months  of  this  year. 
I  trust  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa  the 
Member  lor  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  will  see  in  these  facta 
some  satisfactory  progress  towards 
eradicating  the  mischief  which  has  so 
long  existed  in  Ireland.  But  it  is  not 
only  a  question  of  the  amount  of  Boy- 
cotting, or  of  tbe  amount  of  agrarian 
ontragee;  the  question  is  whether  the 
punishment  of  crime  is  more  suc- 
cessful now  than  it  has  been.  In  two 
cases  of  murder,  in  the  cases  of 
Quirke  and  Fitzmaurice,  convictions 
have  been  obtained  by  the  process  of 
the  Crimes  Act  which  would  not 
have  been  obtained  without  the  Crimea 
Act.  [CViM  0/  "Oh,  oh!"].  Well, 
hon.  Members  aay  "Oh,  oh1"  bat  I 
think  I  shall  be  able  to  prove  my 
point.  In  both  these  cases  there  was  a 
change  of  venue,  and  in  one  of 
them  the  evidence  could  not  have 
been  got  at  all  but  for  the  power  of 
preliminary  inquiry.  Are  hon.  Mem- 
bers aware  that  in  the  case  of  Quirke, 
his  old  wife,  in  the  presence  of  whom  he 
was  murdered,  in  this  land  in  which  we 
are  undermining  respect  for  law — that 
this  old  woman,  at  first  in  fear  of  her  life, 
refused  to  give  evidence  against  the  mur- 
derer of  her  husband  ?  He  was  brought 
to  justice  in  the  end ;  but  how  was  it 
done  ?  It  was  done  under  one  of  the 
clauses  of  the  Crimes  Act,  this  clause 
which  renders  possible  a  preliminary 
inquiry,  and  the  woman  herself  gave 
evidence;  but  if  she  had  had  to  give 
evidence  in  public  in  tbe  ordinary  way, 
she  would  have  been  afraid  of  her  life. 
Here  are  her  own  pathetic  words — 

"  I  was  io  dread  of  my  life,  snd  I  am  in  dread 
of  my  life  still,  and  I  am  in  dread  during  my 
dsjB :  and  it  wm  tbia  dread  which  prevented 
me  tellingall  totbepolice  the  fintday.  Only 
for  my  dread,  I  vould  have  told  all." 
This  woman  is  Boycotted,  I  believe,  at 
the  pressnt  moment ;  is  Boycotted,  be- 
cause tbe  murderer  of  her  husband  has 
been  convicted.  Fancy  the  position  of 
this  woman,  with  no  one  to  help  her, 
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no  neighbour  daring  to  come  near  her, 
with  no  one  to  protect  her  but  the  police. 
The  old  woman  further  said — 

■■  God  help  ui,  lo  I)s  alane  there  all  by  myielf 
and  tbs  Almifhty  God;  only  the  police  to  bs 
coming  there,  making  company  Tor  me  ;  to  b« 
alone  (here  without  anjoae  by  me.  And  1  va* 
in  dread  b;  dnj  and  nifhC  there  ;  that  i)  ohat  I 
wai.  I  wa>  in  dread  to  ipeak  a  word  oat  of  my 
mouth.  I  oa*  in  dread  I'd  be  (hot.  I'd  be  In 
dread  I'd  be  ahot  out  in  the  Beld  to-day  if  1  had 
not  one  of  the  police  afcer  me.  I  would  be  in 
dread  to  go  for  ■  gallon  of  water  if  I  would  not 
bare  one  of  them  after  me.  1  belieie  there  wonld 
be  no  (ear  of  me  though  if  I  held  my  tongue,  and 
■igoi  on  it  1  did  not  aay  anything  to  anyone;  I 
keep  my  mind  to  myiell." 

She  held  her  tongue  in  fear.  What  is 
this  organization,  and  who  inspires  it  ? 
Can  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
opposite  not  discover  tbe  instigators  of 
these  proceedings  7  Can  they,  with  all 
their  powers  and  all  their  ubiquitous 
influence,  not  attempt  to  pre  vent  outrages 
such  as  this?  A  man  murdered  in  the 
presence  of  his  wife,  and  the  wife  fearing 
to  say  one  word ;  and  beoause  she  haa 
said  that  one  word,  she  haa  to  be  pro- 
tected, not  by  her  neighbours,  but  to  be 
protected  even  when  she  goes  out  to 
fetch  a  gallon  of  water  by  the  police  ; 
and  then  it  is  said  that  we,  by  inter- 
fering to  put  down  crimes  like  this,  are 
undermining  respect  for  law  and  es- 
tranging the  affections  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  In  this  case  the  murderer  has 
been  brought  to  justice.  There  is 
anothsr  case  in  which  tbe  murderers 
have  been  brought  to  justice,  and  that 
is  the  case  of  Fitzmaurice.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle- upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley)  gave 
us  a  number  of  pathetic  cases  of  persons 
who  were  injured  by  the  police.  He 
kept  out  of  sight,  but  hs  could  not  have 
kept  out  of  his  recollection,  some  of  those 
crimes  which  still  staio  the  agrarian 
history  of  Ireland.  He  must  have 
known,  and  the  country  knows,  that 
these  crimes  are  still  in  progress,  and  ' 
that  while  these  crimes  are  still  in  pro- 
gress, we  cannot  abandon  the  task 
which  has  been  placed  upon  us  of  eradi' 
catine  this  mischief.  \_£aug/iter.']  I  am 
surprised  that  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  indulge  in 
laughter.  I  think  the  country  would 
jud^e  them  severely  if  they  thought  that 
they  could  indulge  even  in  a  moment's 
merriment  when  facts  like  these  are 
brought  out.  I  will  recall  the  case  of 
Fitzmaurice  to  tbe  House,  and  we  can.- 
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not  forget  this  case.  This  case  shows 
that  Ireland  is  still  in  such  a  state  that 
the  Crimes  Act  must  be  maintained. 
What  is  the  case  '  of  Fitzmaurice  ? 
Fitzmaurice  was  murdered  in  the  pre- 
sence of  his  daughter.  He  had  been 
summoned  to  the  presence  of  a  meeting 
of  the  local  branch  of  the  National 
League  by  the  local  secretary.  He  had 
been  pointed  out  to  the  hatred  of  his 
neighbours,  and  the  result  was  that 
Fitzmaurice  was  killed  in  the  presence 
of  his  daughter.  His  daughter  was  able 
to  recognize  the  men ;  but  mark  this 
fact,  the  priest  cautioned  her,  warned 
her  as  to  recognizing  the  men,  saying 
there  had  been  blood  enough  shod 
already.  Why  did  he  say  that  ?  Did  he 
know  that  there  was  any  unholy  organ- 
ization still  in  that  neighbourhood  which 
would  bring  this  poor  girl  to  account  if 
she  recognized  the  murderers  of  her 
father,  and  if  she  did  her  duty  as  a 
daughter?  Did  he  think  that  there 
were  men  who,  following  the  behests  of 
some  terrible  organization,  would  hound 
her  down?  The  girl  was  too  brave; 
the  girl  did  denounce  her  father's  mur- 
derers. The  venue  was  changed  under 
one  of  the  clauses  of  the  Crimes  Act, 
and  the  murderers  were  executed 
for  the  crime  which  they  committed. 
No  assistance  was  given  to  the  girl,  no 
help  was  given  her  in  her  trouble,  but 
■he  was  cruelly  Boycotted .  Let  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne mark  this — that  the 
local  secretary  of  the  League  has  been 
committed  to  prison  for  organizing  the 
Boycotting  of  Norah  Fitzmaurice.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  bring  for- 
ward oases  where  there  has  been  a  mis- 
carriage of  justice,  cases  where  harsh- 
ness has  been  committed,  and  where 
magistrates  have  made  mistakes;  but 
what  are  the  cases  he  has  been  able  to 
put  forward  compared  with  such  terrible 
instances  which  show  the  need  there  is 
for  us  to  proceed  in  endeavouring  to 
maintain  order  in  Lreland  ?  I  have 
already  detained  the  House  at  great 
length ;  but  I  wish  to  add  that  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  itself  has  been  broken  down 
on  the  Massereene  estate.  Let  me 
sum  up  the  evidence  of  the  progress  we 
have  made.  We  have  decreased  the 
number  of  offences  against  the  person ; 
we  have  decreased  the  number  of  Boy- 
cotting cases  ;  we  have  been  able  to 
bring  murderers  to   justice;    and    we 
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are  now  seeing  signs  of  the  break- 
ing down  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
on  some  estates  where  the  most  stub- 
born efforts  have  been  made  in  order 
to  sustain  it.  The  tenants  are  begin- 
ning to  find  out  that  it  is  not  to  their 
interest  to  follow  up  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  that  the  arm  of  the  law 
is  strong  enough  to  protect  them  if 
they  de^  the  orders  of  the  National 
League.  We  see  some  progress  towards 
better  times,  and  do  not  believe  that  all 
this  indignation  is  felt  against  us  by  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  be- 
cause we  are  breaking  down,  but  rather 
because  there  is  already  some  success 
attending  the  efforts  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  We  are  too  successful  now. 
It  was  precisely  the  same  in  1883 ;  when 
the  Crimes  Act  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  W.  E,  Gfadstone)  was  begin- 
ning to  be  successful,  it  was  then  that 
it  was  denounced  in  the  loudest  and 
most  vehement  terms  by  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland.  We  know  our  progress 
can  be  but  slow.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  asks,  have  you  succeeded  in  win- 
ning the  affections  of  the  people  of 
Ireland ;  have  you  succeeded  in  making 
progpress  in  that  direction  ?  Well,  does 
not  he  and  do  not  his  friends  do  all  in 
their  power  to  make  this  task  for  us 
almost  impossible?  Are  they  not  en- 
deavouring to  persuade  the  country  that 
we  are  not  only  pursuing  a  course  which 
to  them  is  odious,  but  that  we  are  doing 
so  with  odious  motives,  with  the  desire 
to  crush  the  people  of  Ireland  ?  They 
do  that,  and  then  they  say  we  are  not 
making  progress.  Although  we  think 
we  see  progress  in  many  directions, 
we  shall  certainly  find  it  difficult  to  wib 
the  affections  of  the  people  of  Ireland  in 
one  way  which  seems  to  be  open  to  a 
great  many  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite. We  cannot  follow  them  in 
sacrificing  all  our  previous  principles.  I 
recognize  the  gratitude  of  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  for  the 
surrender  of  principles  which  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  have  offered  as  a  sacrifice  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.  We  will  sacrifice 
much,  but  we  will  not  sacrifice  the  in- 
terests of  the  British  Empire ;  we  will 
not  sacrifice  the  unity  of  the  Empire; 
we  will  not  sacrifice  those  principles 
which  lie  at  the  base  of  all  civilization, 
and  which  are  attacked  by  the  methods 
which  are  employed  in  this  campaign  ; 
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we  cannot  in  that  way  compete  with 
Tight  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Bench  op- 
posite. We  do  not  think,  and  here  I  go 
entirely  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
(Mr.  John  Morley) — we  do  not  think  we 
have  completed  our  task  in  endeavour- 
ing to  maintain  order.  We  know  we 
have  other  duties  to  perform  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  we  are  anxious 
to  perform  them.  But  as  the  time  when 
we  may  hope  to  discharge  them  draws 
nearer,  we  see  more  and  more  fierceness 
in  the  Opposition,  as  if  hon.  Members 
were  determined  we  should  not  attain 
our  object.  As  we  get  nearer  to  the 
point  where  we  might  realize  our  hopes 
of  benefiting  the  people  of  Ireland  we 
meet  with  greater  and  greater  opposi- 
tion—opposition simply  intended  to 
thwart  us  in  the  task  which  we  conceive 
it  to  be  our  duty  to  perform.  There  are 
measures  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  John  Morley)  scofifed 
at  for  the  improvement  of  the  material 
resources  of  Ireland.  Why  did  he  scofif 
at  those  measures?  Those  measures 
are  demanded  by  his  hon.  Friends 
below  the  Gangway  night  after  night 
with  great  earnestness,  measures  which 
we  will  do  our  best  to  bring  forward. 
We  know  that  as  the  richer  country,  it  is 
our  duty  to  do  all  we  can  to  assist  and 
develop  the  material  resources  of  Ireland. 
I  agree  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Memberfor  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  in  this, 
that  we  cannot  hope  to  buy  the  affec- 
tions of  the  people  of  Ireland.  We  do  not 
think  that  by  the  expenditure,  the  most 
profuse  expenditure  of  public  money, 
we  shall  be  able  to  destroy  any  sentiment 
which  is  deeply  implanted  in  any  people. 
I  do  not  bold  that  any  more  than  any 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  But  that 
does  not  relieve  us  from  the  obligation 
to  do  our  best  to  promote  the  material 
prosperity  of  Ireland,  not  because 
we  are  thereby  sure  to  win,  as  we  hope, 
her  affections,  but  because  we  think  it  is 
clearly  a  duty  imposed  upon  us.  We  do 
not  despair,  and  we  wish  to  hasten 
the  time  when  we  may  realize  the 
object  which  everyone  knows  we  have 
at  heart  —  namely,  to  multiply  the 
number  of  owners  of  land  in  Ireland. 
That  is  a  measure  for  which  we  are  as 
anxious,  perhaps,  even  more  anxious 
than  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite; 
because  we  wish  to  put  an  end  to  this 
agrarian  struggle,  and  we  know  that  if 


we  can  once  settle  the  agprarian  struggle, 
we  shall  be  better  able  than  now  to  deal 
with  the  political  issues  from  which 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  at  present 
seem  to  shrink.  We  have  done  some- 
thing during  these  last  few  years.  I 
have  spoken  of  other  matters,  but  we 
have  done  something  towards  putting 
Home  Bule  into  the  background.  [  Cries 
of  "No,  mo!"]  Yes;  if  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  tne  Gangway  watch  the 
speeches  which  are  made  by  their  right 
hon.  allies,  they  will  find  that  the  ques- 
tion of  Home  Bule  for  Ireland  is  now 
being  subordinated  to  other  questions 
and  left  in  the  background  as  far  as 
possible.  Well,  we  are  anxious  to 
go  forward  in  the  direction  I  have 
indicated.  We  are  anxious  to  go 
forward  in  the  direction  of  multiplying 
the  owners  of  land  in  Ireland,  and  we 
are  anxious,  in  Ireland  as  well  as  in 
England,  to  decentralize  as  soon  as  it  is 
possible.  We  have  our  hopes  as  regards 
Ireland ;  they  are  not  shattered  by  the 
opposition  that  is  offered  to  us  in  this 
House;  they  are  not  shattered  by  the 
opposition  which  is  offered  to  us  in  that 
country.  We  shall  go  forward  steadily 
in  our  course,  not  undermining  respect 
for  law,  but  endeavouring  to  maintain 
it ;  not  estranging  the  affections  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  which,  alas,  have  not 
yet  been  possessed  by  the  people  of 
this  country,  but  striving  with  justice 
and  with  steadiness  to  treat  the  Irish 
people  as  subjects  of  the  Queen,  and  to 
treat  Ireland  as  an  integral  portion  of 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  E.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &c.)  said, 
both  inside  and  outside  the  House  the 
greatest  efforts  had  been  made  on  the 
part  of  the  Liberal  Party  to  defeat  the 
action  of  the  Government,  who  obtained 
a  majority  on  something  very  like  false 
pretences,  and  which  had  been  consis- 
tently used  for  mutilating  the  liberties 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  mistaken  in  supposing  that  no 
more  would  be  heard  of  Home  Rule. 
The  Liberal  Party  were  at  the  present 
moment  engaged  in  trying  to  put  an  end 
to  the  iniquitous  system  which  prevailed 
in  Ireland,  but  the  time  would  come, 
and  that  soon,  when  they  would  be  able 
to  carry  a  measure  of  justice  for  Ireland. 
With  regard  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  treat- 
ment of  Mr.  Dillon's  case,  it  came  badlj 
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from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  at- 
tempt to  justify  the  unjust  treatment  of 
Mr.  Dillon  by  a  tu  quoque  argument 
acousing  Mr.  Gladstone  of  injustice  to 
Mr.  Famell. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  his  conten- 
tion was,  that  while  Mr.  Dillon  had  been 
justly  treated  by  the  present  Government, 
Mr.  Famell  was  justly  treated  by  Mr. 
Gladstone's  Government. 

Mb.  E.  T.  EEID  said,  he  was  unable 
in  that  case  to  see  the  relevancy  of  the 
argument.  Then  it  was  hardly  worthy 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  suggest 
that  Mr.  Dillon's  language  was  an  in- 
centive to  violence  and  murder. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  did  not  sug- 
gest for  one  moment  that  Mr.  Dillon 
contemplated  murder  or  anything  of  that 
kind.  But  he  did  suggest  that  the  lan- 
guage fell  upon  the  ears  of  persons  to 
whom  it  might  appear  as  an  incentive  to 
murder  and  outrage. 

Mr.  B.  T.  EEID  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  have  read  other 
parts  of  Mr.  Dillon's  speech,  where  Mr. 
Dillon  strongly  deprecated  outrage  and 
endeavoured  to  keep  the  people  from  the 
commission  of  crime.  With  reference 
to  the  Killeagh  case,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer did  not  seem  to  appreciate  its 
importance.  Certain  persons  against 
whom  there  miffht  or  might  not  be  evi- 
dence upon  which  a  jury  could  act  were 
brought  before  a  tribunal  not  a  jury, 
and  it  was  contended  that  there  was  not 
authority  in  that  tribunal  under  the 
Crimes  Act  with  a  case  of  conspiracy,  if 
conspiracy  there  was.  Nevertheless  the 
persons  were  convicted,  and  now  it  had 
been  decided  that  there  was  no  evidence 
in  any  way  to  support  the  conviction. 
Such  a  case  must  snake  their  confidence 
in  the  magistracy.  If  they  perused  the 
records  oi  convictions  it  would  be  seen 
that  it  was  only  in  cases  where  there 
was  no  chance  of  conviction  in  ordinary 
circumstances,  or  where  savage  sentences 
were  required  that  perambulatory  magis- 
trates were  resorted  to.  Suitable  men 
bad  been  selected  and  sent  round  the 
country  to  try  this  or  that  particular 
offender.  Having  studied  a  multitude 
of  these  cases — some  600  or  700— he 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Crimes  Act  had  been  worked  in  a  spirit 
of  persecution,  and  not  of  prosecution, 
ana  that  some  of  the  cases  were  wanton 
and  petty.    The  Mayor  of  Cork,  fer 
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pushing  a  policeman,  an  offence  which 
in  this  country  would  be  punished  by  a 
fine  of  a  penny,  was  sent  to  prison  for 
a  fortnight.  After  the  language  used 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  about  murder, 
what  was  to  be  said  about  those  men 
who  had  been  sent  to  prison  for  selling 
newspapers  ?  These  cases  began  on  the 
25th  of  October  and,  except  in  one  in- 
stance, ceased  on  the  9th  of  January, 
during  which  time  1 1  persons  were  pro- 
secuted for  the  offence.  Corcoran,  a 
foreman  prioter,  was  sentenced  to  two 
separate  terms  of  imprisonment,  with 
hard  labour,  for  one  month,  though  the 
son  of  the  proprietor,  Mr.  Crosbie,  swore 
that  Corcoran  was  not  responsible,  and 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
conduct  of  the  paper.  The  last  person 
sentenced  was  a  man  named  Ferriter,  a 
secretary  of  a  branch  of  the  National 
League,  who,  on  the  2nd  of  March,  was 
condemned  to  three  months'  imprison- 
ment, with  hard  labour,  for  semag  a 
copy  of  United  Ireland  containing  ac- 
counts of  meetings  of  suppressed 
branches  of  the  National  League.  But 
United  Ireland  published  then  and  was 
publishing  now  reports  of  those  meet- 
ings. Another  class  of  cases  was  where 
the  police  were  concerned.  With  one  ex- 
ception, no  policeman  had  been  seriously 
injured  in  any  riot  in  Ireland,  and  in 
the  first  instance  the  Constabulary  were 
driven  by  their  superiors  into  collision 
with  the  people.  During  the  last  four 
or  five  months,  however,  baton  charges 
by  the  police  were  of  weekly  and  almost 
of  daily  occurrence.  One  of  those  charges 
had  been  described  to  him  by  a  friend, 
not  a  Member  of  the  House,  who  said 
that  he  had  never  seen  anything  more 
brutal  in  the  whole  course  of  his  life. 
The  police  batoned  men,  sometimes 
women,  and  in  one  case  a  poor  blind 
boy.  Of  course,  the  crowd  would  re- 
taliate, and  then  they  were  brought  up 
in  batches  before  ex-policemen,  who 
had  been  appointed  Besident  Magis- 
trates, to  be  seDtenced.  A  savage  spirit 
seemed  to  have  arisen  among  the  police, 
for  which  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was  respon- 
sible. Then  cunningly-prepared  traps 
were  laid  by  policemen  for  shopkeepers. 
Persons  were  sent  round  asking  for 
goods,  though  these  persons  sometimes 
had  not  any  money  to  pay  for  them. 
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After  the  Killeagh  case  he  would  say 
that  every  man  convicted  on  such  a 
charge  had  been  improperly  and  wrong- 
fully convicted.  The  police  behaved  as 
they  did  because  they  were  encouraged 
by  their  absolute  immunity  from  the  con- 
sequences of  their  action,  as  was  evi- 
denced by  the  quashing  of  the  verdicts 
of  wilful  murder  found  by  Coroners* 
juries  against  them  in  certain  cases.  At 
Youghal  a  lad  was  stabbed  to  death.  A 
]ury  returned  a  verdict  of  wilful  murder 
against  the  police,  and  the  verdict  was 
set  aside  by  the  Attorney  Q-eneral  enter- 
ing a  nolle  prosequi.  In  Mitchelstown 
three  persons  lost  their  lives.  A  verdict 
of  wilful  murder  was  returned  against 
six  or  seven  policemen,  and  this  Govem- 
menty  who  were  the  supporters  of  law 
and  order,  instructed  counsel  to  appear 
before  the  Queen's  Bench  and  take  every 
futile  and  frivolous  objection  that  could 
be  conceived  to  get  the  verdict  of  the 
Coroners*  jury  quashed.  A  private  in- 
quiry was  held  among  the  police  them- 
selves, and  all  responsibility  was  thus 
got  rid  of,  and  thus  these  four  men  lay 
in  their  graves  and  no  attempt  had  been 
made  by  the  Government  of  this  Con- 
stitutional country  to  bring  any  one  to 
book  or  even  to  satisfy  the  requirements 
of  decency  by  having  a  public  inquiry 
for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  the  minds 
of  the  people.  In  these  circumstances 
it  would  be  astonishing  if  the  police 
cared  two  straws  for  what  the  Irish 
people  thought  of  them.  That  evening 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  in  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion put  to  him  on  the  subject,  denied, 
on  the  authority  of  the  police  them- 
selves, that  the  Constabulary  had  been 
guilty  of  violence  to  the  people  on  the 
occasion  of  Mr.  Dillon  being  sentenced 
to  imprisonment.  The  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however, 
was  contradicted  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Rowntree),  who 
had  been  a  witness  of  what  had  taken 

?lace.  Was  the  ipse  dixit  of  any  single 
rish  constable  to  be  accepted  in  pre- 
ference to  the  deliberate  statement 
made  in  that  House  by  an  English 
Member  of  Parliament?  The  position 
of  the  Irish  police  would  be  hopeless 
unless  they  knew  that  there  were  con- 
genial spirits  among  the  Judges  by 
whom  they  would  be  tried.  He  had 
examined  the  details  of  some  700  cases, 
and  he  must  say  that  the  extraordinary 


nature  of  the  conclusions  arrived  at  and 
the  brutality  of  some  of  the  sentences  im- 
posed by  the  Eesident  Magistrates  upon 
those  who  had  been  convicted  upon  the 
most  flimsy  and  the  most  unreliable 
evidence  was  absolutely  degrading  to 
the  judicial  office   in  the  eyes  of  the 
people.     What  would  be  said  by  the 
Judges  of  this  country  if  it  were  to  come 
out  before  them  that  an  attempt  was 
being  made  to  keep  back  evidence  on 
the  part  of  the  Crown  or  to  pack  juries  ? 
Such  flagrant  acts  as  those  he  had  re- 
ferred to  ought  to  be  at  once  brought  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  constituencies  of 
the  country.     The  Eesident  Magistrates 
were  in  constant  communication  with  the 
Government  in  connection  with  the  dis- 
charge   of    their    executive    functions. 
These    Eesident    Magistrates    thought 
that   it    was    fitting  that   they   should 
step   from   the  judgment-seat  to  take 
part   in    a   street    brawl.      Thus    one 
magistrate,  having  given  judgment  in 
a    particular  case,   had    taken  up  his 
stick  and  had  headed  a  baton  charge  by 
the  police  upon  a  number  of  defenceless 
and  innocent  people.      Was  not  such 
conduct  as  that  enough  to  make  people 
believe  that  all  law  in  Ireland  was  a 
farce  ?    Again,  it  could  not  be  denied 
that  the  Eesident  Magistrates  had  con- 
tinually   imposed    sentences    of     one 
month's  imprisonment  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  person  charged  from  having  an 
opportunity  of  appealing  from  the  de- 
cision.    The  Court  of  Appeal  appeared 
to  partake  very  much  of  the  character 
of  the  original  Court.   For  his  own  part, 
he  did  not  care  what  had  been  the  cus- 
tom or  the  practice  in    Ireland  with 
regard  to    increasing    sentences    upon 
appeal ;  he  was  satisfied  to  know  that 
such  a  thing  had  never  been  done  in 
England  or  in  Scotland.    The  object  of 
increasing  sentences  upon  appeal  was  to 
place  a  penalty  upon  those  who  exercised 
their  right  of  appeal.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  said  that  the  Crimes  Act  had 
been  worked  against  crime.  He  believed 
only  one  murder  had  been  detected  by 
virtue  of  the  first  section.     Of  the  rest 
of  the  charges  brought  to  their  notice, 
some  were  political,  some  arose  out  of 
collision  with  the  police,  and  some,  he 
was  afraid,  arose  out  of  petty  or  per- 
sonal malice.     But  the  great  bulk  were 
connected   with   some   agrarian    cause. 
The  Act  was  being  worked  in  the  in- 
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terestft  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland. 
Which  was  the  better  man — Lord  Clan- 
rioarde,  with  his  £20,000  a-year,  or  Mr. 
Dillon,  who  was  imprisoned?  Lord 
Glanricarde  had  never  onoe  been  near 
his  property  for  14  years,  and  had  not 
spent  Is,  upon  it,  while  nothing  could 
be  more  condemnatory  of  the  deadly 
policy  of  the  Government  than  the  fact 
that  it  had  necessitated  putting  a  man 
like  Mr.  Dillon — a  man  of  the  purest 
life  and  of  the  highest  character — a  man 
whose  friendship  he  wished  he  could 
claim,  and  whom  he  admired  and 
honoured  as  much  as  any  man  he  knew 
— into  prison  instead  of  taking  part  in 
the  peaceful  government  of  his  own 
country.  There  were  now  in  prison  17 
Irish  Members  of  Parliament,  all  of 
whose  constituents  sympathized  with 
them  and  were  ready  to  return  them 
again  as  their  Representatives.  Hun- 
dreds of  men,  of  women,  and  of  even 
children  had  been  put  into  prison  under 
this  Act,  while  emigration  was  largely 
increasing.  People  were  leaving  in 
very  much  larger  numbers  from  Ireland 
to  be  our  enemies  in  America.  The 
National  League  was  more  flourishing 
than  ever.  It  would  last  to  the  end  of 
the  present  Oovemment.  The  victims 
of  this  Government  had  been  received 
with  acclamation  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, with  English  and  Scottish  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  on  the  platform 
beside  them.  It  had  been  the  boast  of 
the  Tory  Government  that  the  National 
League  had  been  crushed,  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  that  night»  by  a  slip  of 
the  tongue,  perhaps,  admitted  that  the 
League  possessed  a  tremendous  and 
ubiquitous  power.  This  wap  a  proof 
that  the  force  of  a  Government  could 
not  prevail  against  the  will  of  the  people. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  did  not  claim 
that  the  landlords  were  any  better  than 
the  tenants.  Instead  of  that,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  a  Papal  He- 
script.  That  was  the  end  of  the  great 
Tory  Government;  instead  of  being  able 
to  enforce  the  law  in  Ireland  by  means 
of  their  Coercion  Act,  they  crawled  to 
Bome,  with  a  view  to  getting  the  sup- 
port which  they  were  apparently  not 
likely  to  obtain  from  any  of  their  coun- 
trymen. Such  a  policy  had  only  been 
made  possible  by  a  wilful  betrayal  of 
the  constituencies.   The  Gentlemen  who 
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called  themselves  Liberal  Unionists 
were  returned  at  the  last  Election  on 
the  basis  that  they  would  not  support 
coercion.  Some  pledged  themselves  in 
terms,  some  impliedly,  and  all  of  them 
took  the  benefit  of  a  public  declara- 
tion. He  did  not  refer  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  because  nobody  knew  what 
he  was — whether  a  Liberal  Unionist 
or  a  Tory.  But  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  Kossendale  Division 
of  Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  was  bound  to  g^ve  some  expla- 
nation. Step  by  step  his  Party  was  be- 
coming the  rump  of  the  Tory  Party. 
They  had  to  do  exactly  as  they  were 
told  by  the  Government,  because  if  they 
did  not  the  Government  would  send 
them  to  the  country  without  the  Tory 
support,  and  then  they  would  be  not 
merely  beaten,  but  annihilated.  He  did 
not  think  there  was  a  constituency  in 
the  country  in  which  a  Liberal  Unionist 
would  be  returned  without  Tory  support. 
It  was  the  presence  of  that  Party  in  the 
House  that  prevented  the  Opposition 
from  having  any  prospects  of  success  in 
the  Division  on  this  Motion ;  and  al- 
though he  was  afraid  that  victory  on 
this  occasion  was  hopeless,  he  was  sure 
the  time  could  not  be  far  distant  when 
the  people  of  England  would  return  to 
their  old  love  of  freedom,  and  would  for 
ever  put  an  end  to  a  system  of  govern- 
ment cruel  and  ruinous  tolreland  and  dan- 
gerous and  disgraceful  to  themselves. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity):  There  has  been  no  lack  of 
strong  language  on  the  part  of  the 
Opposition,  and  it  will  be  for  the  House 
to  say  whether  there  is  a  correspond- 
ing strength  of  argument  and  of 
fact.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  has  just  addressed  the  House  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Reid)  characterized  the  proceed- 
ings under  the  Crimes  Act  as  a  revolting 
travesty  of  the  judicial  function,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  commenced 
the  debate  (Mr.  John  Morley)  accused 
the  Government  of  chicane  in  the  carry- 
ing out  of  that  Act,  and  further  cha- 
racterized their  proceedings  as  scan- 
dalous. I  do  not  intend,  Sir,  to  enter  into 
competition  with  the  right  hon.  and  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  in  the  strength 
of  the  language  I  shall  employ.  I  shall 
content  myself  with  dealing  with  facts. 
I  shall  take  up  the  statements  which 
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bave  been  submitted  to  this  House  as  a 
foundation  for  these  charges ;  I  shall  go 
throagh  them  in  detail,  and  I  shall  ask 
the  House  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that, 
in  this  case,  strength  of  language  has 
really  been  used  in  substitution  for 
strength  of  case,  or,  in  other  words,  to 
coyer  the  weakness  of  the  assailants. 
The  particular  case  which  has  been  most 
strongly  brought  before  the  House  and 
which  has  been  put  forward  as  an  illus- 
tration of  what  took  place  in  other  cases, 
particularly  with  regard  to  Boycotting 
prosecutions,  was  that  known  as  the 
iCilleagh  case.  I  will  tell  the  House 
exactly  what  took  place  in  that  case,  and 
ask  hon.  Members  to  consider  how  far 
the  circumstances  of  that  case  warrant 
the  conclusions  which  have  been  drawn 
from  it.  Five  men  were  summoned 
on .  a  charge  of  conspiracy  to  compel 
and  induce  the  traders  of  Killeagh 
not  to  deal  with  the  police.  A  com- 
bined refusal  to  supply  bread  to  the 
police  was  clearly  proved.  Each  of 
the  five  was  proved  to  have  on  several 
occasions  refused  the   bread.     It   was 

also  proved  that  intimidation    existed. 

The  evidence  was  that  David  Barry,  who 

had  first  agreed  to  supply  bread,  after- 
wards went  back  of  it,  statine  that  he 

got  such  a  fright  that  he  would  not  be 

the  better  of  it  for  a  week,  and  that  he 

would  not  be  a  black  sheep  among  the 

rest,  and  that  his  own  brothers  would 

denounce  him  at  the  meeting  on  Sun- 
day.   Those  are  among  the  facts  of  the 

Killeagh  case,  and  two  of  the  Judges  in 

the  Court  of  Exchequer  who  decided  the 

case  stated  most  clearly  that  there  was 

evidence  proved  in  that  case  on  which  a 

jury  might  find  the  prisoners  guilty  of 

the    indictable    offence   of    conspiracy 

punishable  at  Common  Law.     It   was 

said  that  the  Judges  did  not  go  further 

and  say  that  such  a  verdict  would  have 

been  right.     But   we   all    know,  even 

those  of  us   who  are  not  lawyers,  that 

when   a  Judge  says  there  is  evidence 

in  a  case  on  which  a  jury  might  find 

a  particular  verdict,  he  means  there  was 

evidence    which    would    warrant    that 

holding.    That    is   the  whole  of  that 

case,  and  surely  it  does  not  justify  the 

comments  which  have  been  made  on  it. 

It  is  a  case,  not  of  innocent  men,  but 

of  men  shown  to  have  been  guilty  of  a 

conspiracy    at    Common    Law    for  the 

purpose  of  starving  the  police.     If  there 

IS  evidence  in  any  case  that    a    con- 


spiracy is  entered  into  for  the  purpose 
of  injuring  an  individual,  or  a  class 
of  individuals,  the  offence  becomes  in- 
dictable, and  that  evidence  existed  in 
this  Killeagh  case.  But,  although  these 
men  were  guilty  of  conspiracy  to  starve 
the  police,  it  was  held  that  the  section 
of  the  Act  under  which  they  were  tried 
did  not  apply  to  their  case.  Sir,  how 
can  it  be  said  that  this  case  throws  any 
light  at  all  upon  the  prosecutions 
t^oughout  Ireland  for  the  offence  of 
Boycotting  ?  I  may  point  out  that  in 
the  whole  of  that  case,  from  beginning 
to  end,  the  word  '^  Boycotting  "  does  not 
occur.  Will  it  be  denied  that  the  proof 
of  a  Boycotting  conspiracy  involves  the 
proof  of  a  conspiracy  containing  the 
element  of  '^oombineid  intimidation"? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  can  hardly,  I  think,  deny 
that.  Certainly  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  cannot  deny  it,  for, 
speaking  on  May  24,  1882,  he  said — 

"  What  is  meant  by  BoyoottJDg  f  In  the  first 
place,  it  is  combined  intimidation.  In  the  second 
place,  it  is  combined  intimidation  made  use  of 
for  the  purpose  of  destroying  the  private  liberty 
of  choice  bj  fear  of  ruin  and  starratioo."— 
(3  Hansard,  [369I  1651.) 

The  simple  fact  about  the  Killeagh  case 
is  this — that  as  regards  proof  it  fell 
short  of  a  Boycotting  conspiracy  as  de- 
fined by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
ranged  itself  within  another  class  of 
criminal  conspiracy  indictable  at  Common 
Law — namely,  a  conspiracy  to  starve. 
If  the  magistrates  made  a  mistake  upon 
that  point,  is  it,  then,  to  be  paraded 
before  the  House  as  throwing  a  lurid  light 
upon  the  whole  administration  of  the 
Crimes  Act  by  the  Eesident  Magistrates? 
Is  it  to  be  taken  as  a  test  case  with  re- 
gard to  Boycotting  coDspiracies,  seeing 
that  the  word  Boycotting  was  never 
used  by  one  of  the  witnesses  for  the 
Crown?  It  has  been  said,  and  the 
question  has  been  asked,  Why  did  the 
magistrates  not  state  a  case  ?  [*'  Hear, 
hear !  "]  I  am  ready  to  confess  that 
they  should  have  stated  a  case.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  are  paying  the  very 
highest  compliment  to  Hesident  Magis- 
trates in  Ireland,  if  they  imagine  that 
they  ought  absolutely  to  be  infallible  in 
everything.  If  the  magistrates  went 
wrong  in  this  particular  case,  surely 
it  was  nothing  so  very  remarkable, 
considering  that  the   decisions  of  the 
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superior  Courts  in  England  and  in  Ire- 
land   are   frequently    reversed.     Well, 
Sir,    the     Statute    contemplates    fully 
that  the  magistrates  may  occasionally 
go  wrong  in  this  matter  of  stating  a 
case,  and  provides  for  the  event  in  a 
manner  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
seems  to  me  to  have  overlooked.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  consider 
that  the  accused  were  in  the  power  of  the 
Resident  Magistrates ;  but,  Sir,  I  would 
repeat  that  the  Act  foresees  that  Resident 
Magistrates  may  go  wrong,  and  if  they 
refuse  to  state  a  case,  it  empowers  the 
party  aggrieved  to  go  to  the  Court  of 
Queen's    Bench,   and  that  Court,  if  it 
think    proper,   can    direct   the    magis- 
trates to  state  a  case.    It  has  been  sug- 
gested a  day  or  two  ago  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy), 
during  some  of  the  short  debates  which 
have  taken  place  after  the  answer  to  a 
Question,  that  it  was  useless  to  go  to 
the   Court  of  -Queen's  Bench,   because 
they  would  net   direct  magistrates   to 
state  a  case.     If  that  means  that  the 
Queen's   Bench  would  not   administer 
the  law  fairly  between  the  Crown  and 
the  subject,  I  must  decline  to  enter  into 
any  argument  upon  that  matter  at  all ; 
but  I  understand  the  suggestion  was 
based  on  the  case  of  Brosnan.    The  ver- 
sion which  has  been  given  of  that  case 
might  lead  to  misapprehension.     That 
was  a  case  in  which  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates refused  to  state  a  case,  in  which  the 
prisoner  went  to  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench,    and   they  refused  to  order  a 
case  to  be  stated.     The  facts  were  pe- 
culiar.    The  Resident  Magistrates  came 
to  the  conclusion,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
that  the  point  on  which  they  were  asked 
to  state  a  case  had  been  already  decided. 
The  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  also,  rightly 
or  wrongly — and   they  have   not  been 
shown  to  be  wrong — came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  point  had  already  been 
decided,  and  on  that  ground  they  refused 
to  order  a  case  to  be  stated.     An  appeal 
was  taken,   but  the  Court  of  Appeal 
came  to  the  conclusion  that,  the  order 
being  one  made  in  a  criminal  matter, 
was  not  the  subject  of  appeal,  and,  there- 
fore,  the  question  was  never  decided 
whether  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  was 
right  or  wrong.     Because  in  that  in- 
stance they  refused  to  state  a  case,  is  it 
to  be  argued  for  a  moment   that  the 
Queen's    Bench,    where  a    substantial 
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question  is  shown  to  exist,  would  decline 
to  order  a  case  to  be  stated  ?  I  refuse 
to  enter  into  an  argument  upon  that 
point.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  referred  to  what 
he  considered  to  be  the  absence  of  pro- 
tection in  cases  which  come  before 
Resident  Magistrates,  and  which  in- 
volve nice  points  of  law.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  quite  realize  the 
protection  which  exists  in  these  cases  ? 
The  right  to  have  a  case  stated  on 
a  question  of  law — unless  the  applica- 
tion be  frivolous — with  an  appeal  to  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  whenever  the 
magistrates  refuse  to  state  a  case,  exists 
in  every  case,  whatever  may  be  the 
length  of  sentence.  Therefore,  if  a  point 
of  law  exists  in  any  case,  it  can  be 
brought  before  any  of  the  divisions  of 
the  High  Court  of  Justice  which  the 
accused  may  select. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork.  N.) :  Who  is  to 
bear  the  expense  ?  That  is  a  very  im- 
portant point. 

Mb.  madden  :  I  am '  endeavouring 
to  impress  on  the  House,  in  opposition  to 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  that  in  every 
case  where  a  point  of  law  is  involved, 
there  is  a  right  to  have  a  case  stated, 
with  a  right  to  go  to  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  if  the  magistrate  refuses  to  state 
a  case.  But  that  is  not  all.  Two  Judges 
of  the  Exchequer  have  decided  dififerently, 
I  am  bound  to  say,  from  eight  Judges 
on  this  point.  The  learned  Judges  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  and  one  Judge 
of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  have  stated, 
it  is  true,  that  on  a  writ  of  certiorari  and 
habeae  corpus  the  depositions  cannot  be 
looked  into,  but  a  majority  of  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  are  of  opinion  that  they 
can.  Now,  I  want  to  apply  this  as  a 
test.  That  decision  was  laid  down  by  a 
majority  of  one  of  the  Courts  in  Ireland 
in  February  of  the  present  year.  As 
long  as  that  decision  stands,  it  is  in  the 
power  of  anyone,  so  long  as  he  is  under 
the  sentence  of  the  Resident  Magistrates, 
to  go  to  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  and 
have  the  case  decided  by  that  Court  on 
a  point  of  law.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hbaly 
(Longford,  N.) :  The  sentence  had  ex- 
pired in  one  case.]  I  wish,  then,  to 
know  how  many  cases  since  February  of 
the  present  year  have  been  brought  in 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  under  that  juris- 
diction? That  is  a  tost  which  I  ask 
the   House  to  apply.     If  there  really 
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existed  in  Ireland  those  cases  in  which 
it  was  desired  to  have  a  case  stated,  why 
were  they  not  brought  before  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  under  the  decision  which 
I  have  mentioned?  I  ask  the  House 
to  look  at  this  one  broad  fact,  which 
I  hope  hon.  Members  will  remember 
in  connection  with  the  decision  of  Resi- 
dent Magistrates,  which  are  now  im- 
pugned, that,  except  in  one  single 
instance,  not  a  case  has  been  brought 
forward  since  February  last  under  that 
decision.  There  is  another  fact  to  be 
noted.  In  addition  to  this  careful  pro- 
vision for  the  class  of  cases  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  especially  in 
his  mind — cases  of  legal  nicety — an  ap- 
peal lies  to  the  County  Court  Judge. 
Now,  there  are  no  Judges  in  the  king- 
dom who  hold  positions  so  independent 
of  the  Crown  as  County  Court  Judges. 
They  are  not  influenced  by  either  hope 
or  fear  with  regard  to  promotion ;  they 
are  only  influenced  by  a  desire  to  do 
their  duty  between  the  Crown  and  the 
subject.  What  has  been  the  record  here  ? 
The  broad  fact  is,  that  out  of  all  the 
cases  which  have  been  appealed  to  them, 
the  proportion  in  which  the  decisions 
have  been  reversed  are  very  few — only 
some  four  or  Ave.  Looking  at  them  im- 
partially, these  are  tests  which  I  think 
the  House  will  do  well  to  apply  when 
they  are  asked  to  say  that  substantial 
justice  has  not  been  done.  What  be- 
comes of  the  contention  that  innocent 
Eersons  have  been  convicted  when  we 
aye  had  an  appeal  on  points  of  law, 
and  when  the  County  Court  Judges  have 
power  to  hear  new  evidence  on  ques- 
tions of  fact,  and  yet  in  the  vast  majority 
of  cases  the  decisions  of  the  Hesident 
Magistrates  have  been  confirmed  ?  Then 
as  to  the  prosecutions  for  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  It  has  been  suggested  that 
the  Killeagh  case  had  some  relevance  to 
the  prosecutions  connected  with  the 
Plan  of  Campaign ;  but  there  is  no 
analogy  between  them.  What  was  the 
[ground  of  the  decision  in  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  in  the  Killeagh  case  ?  The 
absence  of  proof  of  coercion  on  the  part 
of  the  prisoners.  What  is  the  essence 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ?  It  is  com- 
bined coercion.  ['*  No,  no  !  'H  What 
is  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ?  [An  Irish 
Member  :  Voluntary  association.]  The 
Plan  of  Campaign  is  a  coercion  of  the  mi- 
nority by  the  majority.  To  do  what  ?  You 
have  the  rents,  even  what  are  admitted 


to  be  the  fair  rents  payable  to  the  land- 
lords, taken  absolutely  out  of  their  hands. 
Is  there  no  evidence  of  coercion  there  ? 
If  the  tenants  chose  to  pay  their  rents 
to  morrow,  they  cannot  get  them  back, 
because  they  are  placed  in  the  hands  of 
trustees  and  taken  out  of  their  control. 
Then  as  to  the  backsliders.  Is  there  no 
coercion  as  to  them  ?  The  foundation  of 
the  conspiracy  known  as  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  is  mutual  and  combined 
coercion.  I  do  not  ask  the  House  to 
accept  my  statement  on  the  subject. 
The  question  of  the  legality  or  illegality 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  often  come 
before  the  Courts.  It  has  been  pro- 
noimced  to  be  illegal  by  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  and  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
and  in  the  judgment  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  in  the  case  of  ''Blunt  v. 
Byrne." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Has  that  judg- 
ment  been  reported  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  Yes.    The  decision 

of  Lord  Chief  Baron  Palles  has  been 

published,  and  in  it  he  says — 

'*  In  answer  to  the  application  which  has  been 
made  to  me  on  the  part  of  the  defendant,  it  is  mj 
dutj  to  tell  jou  that,  in  my  opinion,  a  combina- 
tion lor  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  what  is  called 
the  '  Plan  of  Campaign/  as  explained  bjr  the 
speeches  to  which  I  shall  hercaiter  call  jour  at* 
tention,  is  essentially  an  illegal  association  ;  that 
any  meeting  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  it  is  in 
law  an  illegal  assembly  ;  that  the  Crown,  or  any 
magistrate,  has  the  power  to  disperse  any  meet- 
ing  called  for  that  purpose  ;  and  that  when  a 
magistrate  has  notice  of  such  a  meeting  it  is  his 
duty  to  do  all  that  in  him  lies  to  prevent,  or,  if 
necessary,  to  disperse  it.  I  have  heard  with 
surprise  the  assertion  that  to  the  present  time 
there  has  been  no  legal  decision  as  to  the  legality 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Let  not  that  be  said 
for  the  future.  If  you  find  a  verdict  in  this  case, 
erery  word  that  I  say  (which  is  being  taken  down 
by  the  shorthand  writer)  will  be  before  the  Court 
of  Exchequer,  and  can  be  brought  before  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  and  from  it  to  the  Ilouse  of 
Lords,  and  by  my  present  direction  to  you  I  leave 
open  for  the  determination  of  the  highest  Court 
in  the  Realm,  whether  1  am,  or  am  not,  right  in 
my  view  of  the  law." 

The  Plan  of  Campaign  has  also  been 
the  subject  of  decisions  in  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  and  in  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal, and  has  been  condemned  as  an 
illegal  conspiracy.  The  ground  of  these 
decisions  is  the  existence  in  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  of  the  element  of  mutual 
coercion,  which  was  held  not  to  exist  in 
the  Killeagh  case.  But  we  have  been 
charged  with  prosecuting  men  for  poli- 
tical ofifences.  Can  it  for  a  moment  be 
maintained   that    there    is  a    political 
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element  involyed  in  tbo  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign ?  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Farnell)  some  time  ago 
gave  a  definition  of  a  political  offence, 
and  he  said  any  offence  committed 
against  the  State  or  against  a  class  was 
a  political  offence.  But  that  defini- 
tion is  certainly  one  which  no  lawyer 
or  statesman  would  assent  to.  What 
is  Boycotting?  It  is  directed  against 
individuals,  and  so  is  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign. It  is  absurd  to  say  that  Boycot- 
ting or  taking  part  in  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign is  a  political  offence  because  the 
individuals  injured  form  part  of  a  class 
which  may  be  regarded  as  obnoxious. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  also 
brought  other  charges  against  the  Qo- 
vemment,  and  one  of  these  has  refer- 
ence to  the  Eeturn  of  cases  in  which 
sentences  have  been  increased  on  ap- 
peal. I  do  not  quite  follow  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. His  point  appears  to  be  that 
oases  mentioned  in  the  Beturn  are 
cases  under  the  ordinary  law,  and 
not  under  the  Crimes  Act.  That  is 
so ;  but  how  can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man regard  it  as  a  point  in  his  favour. 
These  cases  show  that  the  power  of 
increasing  sentences  on  appeal  is  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  County  Court  Judges, 
and  that  such  jurisdiction  is  exercised 
in  ordinary  cases.  They  simply  show 
that  the  course  pursued  is  not  ex- 
ceptional ;  that  it  is  part  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  ordinary  law  in  Ireland, 
and  therefore  there  was  nothing  ex- 
ceptional in  its  being  applied  to  offences 
under  the  Crimes  Act.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proceeds  to  criticize  the 
return  of  cases ;  and  he  says  that  one 
of  them  is  a  case  where  the  person  who 
was  fined  for  an  offence  under  the 
Fishery  Law  appealed,  and  the  County 
Court  Judge,  finding  that  the  magistrate 
had  not  imposed  a  fine  amounting  to  the 
minimum  penalty,  increased  it.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  men- 
tion that  the  County  Court  Judge  also 
increased  the  alternative  imprisonment 
in  the  event  of  the  fine  not  being  paid, 
which  he  was  under  no  obligation  to  in- 
crease and  that  this  increased  term  of 
imprisonment  was  actually  undergone. 
So  that  that  case  is  a  perfectly  valid  in- 
stance of  a  sentence  being  increased  on 
appeal.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  certain  oases  in  connection  with 
Boycotting  conspiracies,    especially    to 
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the  Milltown  Malbay  Boycotting  case. 
An  old  woman,  Hannah  Connell,  whose 
son  took  an  evicted  farm,  could  not  get 
any  bread  or  buy  a  farthing  candle,  and 
was  three  days  and  three  nights  starv- 
ing, until  a  Mrs.  Moroney  took  pity  on 
her.  It  was  proved  before  the  County 
Court  Judge  that  the  men  who  were 
prosecuted  told  her  to  go  out  of  their 
shops  when  she  asked  for  goods,  and 
gave  as  a  reason  that  she  was  Boycotted. 
There  was  also  evidence  that  the  boys 
threw  stones  at  her.  It  was  proved  by 
the  son  that  he  went  to  the  meeting  of 
the  National  League  and  asked  for 
liberty  to  fish.  They  would  not  listen 
to  him,  and  he  was  turned  out  of  the 
room.  That  was  a  perfectly  clear  case 
of  Boycotting.  Then  complaint  is  made 
of  the  police,  because  when  they  were 
being  Boycotted  they  went  to  various 
shops  and  asked  to  be  supplied  with 
goods,  and,  on  being  refused,  prosecuted 
some  of  those  who  refused  them.  This 
it  is  said  is  creating  crime.  I  cannot 
see  that.  To  say  so,  is  to  confound  the 
creation  of  crime  with  the  obtaining  of 
evidence  for  the  conviction  of  crime. 
In  one  case  which  was  mentioned 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
prisoners  themselves  actually  pleaded 
guilty  ;  and  in  another,  the  clearest  pos- 
sible evidence  of  intimidation  was  forth- 
coming, it  being  proved  that  a  number 
of  men  went  to  a  field  where  a  man  was 
working  for  a  Boycotted  person  and 
forced  the  man  to  leave  his  work.  The 
cases  brought  before  the  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  not  cases 
which  he  was  forced  to  deal  with,  but 
were  culled  by  him,  with  the  best  assist- 
ance at  his  command,  as  illustrations 
of  the  harshness  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY :  I  said  they 
were  illustrations  of  the  harshness  of  tbe 
Itesident  Magistrates. 

Mb.  madden  :  But  this  is  an  attack 
on  Her  Majesty's  Government,  not  an 
attack  on  the  Besident  Magistrates. 
The  question  is — What  is  the  case  made 
against  the  Government  in  those  cases 
which  have  been  selected  for  the  pur- 
pose of  impeaching  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ?  Oh  ?  but  it  is  said— It  was 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  who  made  the  sug- 
gestion in  the  form  of  a  question  the 
other  day — **  We  never  entrusted  the 
Besident  Magistrates  with  jurisdiction 
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over  80  difficult  a  question  as  the  Law 
of  Conspiracy."  The  Act  of  1882  has 
been  gone  through  in  this  House  over 
and  over  again,  and  every  Member 
knows  that  its  provisions  are  infinitely 
more  stringent  than  those  of  the  present 
Act.  Moreover,  I  say  that  under  the 
Act  of  1882,  jurisdiction  was  entrusted 
to  the  Hesiden  Magistrate  in  a  class  of 
cases  infinitely  more  difficult  than  those 
which  are  dealt  with  by  the  Act  now  in 
force — I  mean  that  class  which  involved 
decisions  on  the  law  of  unlawful  as- 
sembly. The  case  of  Mr.  Blunt,  although 

that  was  a  case  of  unlawful  assemblv 

• 

under  the  present  Act,  turned  on  the 
law  of  conspiracy,  and  every  word  of  the 
judgment  which  I  have  read  in  that  case 
could  have  been  delivered  with  regard 
to  a  case  under  the  Act  of  1882.  That 
being  so,  what  becomes  of  the  sugges- 
tion that  we  have  entrusted  jurisdiction 
to  the  Resident  Magistrates  which  would 
not  have  been  given  to  them  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ?  8o  much  for 
there  being  any  new  departure,  either 
in  the  class  of  cases  or  in  the  class 
of  magistrates  to  whom  they  were  en- 
trusted under  the  present  Act  as  com- 
pared with  that  of  1882.  Now,  Sir,  I 
have  gone  through  the  instances  which 
were  mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  last  addressed  the  House  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Heid)  referred  to  certain  cases  on 
which  I  will  say  one  or  two  words.  He 
referred  specially  to  cases  in  which  per- 
sons were  punished  for  selling  news- 
papers. First  of  all,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  asked  what  that  had  to 
do  with  crime.  My  answer  is  that 
it  was  for  publishing,  with  a  view  to 
furthering  the  objects  of  an  unlawful 
organization,  reports  of  its  proceedings 
that  those  men  were  punished.  These 
prosecutions  are  brought  forward  in 
support  of  the  indictment  against  the 
Government  as  evidence  of  harshness 
of  administration.  In  the  first  place,  a 
caution  preceded  prosecution  in  every 
case.  [**0h, oh!"]  I  speak  from  in- 
formation which  has  been  furnished  to 
me,  and  I  state  to  the  House  that  in  no 
case  was  anyone  prosecuted  for  selling 
or  publishing  newspapers  without  being 
previously  warned,  and  further  that  no 
person  was  punished  if  he  undertook 
not  to  repeat  the  ofifence.  Is  that  the 
kind  and  class  of  prosecution  which 
they  bring  before  the   House  to   sup- 


port this  indictment?  With  regard 
to  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  it  has  been  said  that 
he  was  convicted  without  having  the 
case  against  him  duly  proved,  without 
its  ever  being  proved  that  he  had 
done  the  acts  with  which  he  was 
charged.  But  did  the  hon.  Member 
himself  ever  disavow  it,  either  be- 
fore the  Court  below  or  the  County 
Court  Judge  ?  It  is  said  he  was  con- 
victed without  legal  evidence  of  the 
offence  charged.  If  that  was  so,  he  was 
not  bound  to  go  before  the  County 
Court  Judge  at  all.  He  was  entitled  to 
have  the  case  legally  proved  against  him, 
and  was  within  his  right  in  insisting 
upon*  that.  If  he  was  convicted  with* 
out  legal  evidence,  he  might  have 
had  a  case  stated  for  the  opinion  of 
the  Superior  Court ;  but  that  is  not  the 
course  he  takes.  He  appeals  to  the 
County  Court  Judge.  I  will  say  one  word 
with  reference  to  the  action  of  the  County 
Court  Judge.  It  was  stated  that  he  was 
asked  to  give  what  is  called  a  ^*  speaking 
order,"  by  placing  the  evidence  on  the 
face  of  his  order,  so  as  to  enable  his 
decision  to  be  reviewed.  The  County 
Court  Judge  had  no  more  power  to  do 
that  than  any  Member  of  this  House. 
The  order  and  the  conviction  appealed 
from  might  be  affirmed,  reversed,  or 
varied  by  the  County  Court  Judge,  but 
he  had  no  power  whatever  to  make  such 
an  order  as  was  suggested.  Therefore, 
what  is  the  use  of  making  suggestions  of 
that  kind  ?  If  the  suggestion  is,  that  he 
was  convicted  without  legal  evidence,  he 
might  have  gone  to  the  Superior  Court 
direct  from  the  magistrate;  but  what  is 
the  use  of  saying  the  County  Court 
Judge  had  not  made  a  speaking  order, 
when  the  magistrates  had  made  a  speak- 
ing order,  and  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  person  convicted  to  have  the  question 
decided  by  a  case  stated  from  them  ? 
Sir,  the  House  is  asked  to  condemn  the 
Government  on  various  grounds.  It  is 
asked  to  say,  that  in  administering  this 
Act  they  have  been  guilty  of  harslmess  ; 
and,  that  they  have  been  guilty  of 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  calls 
chicane ;  and,  as  to  the  latter,  I  appeal 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House  as  to  whe- 
ther there  is  a  particle  of  evidence  of 
any  such  thing.  There  are  the  judg- 
ments of  the  highest  Courts  in  Ireland  on 
the  subject  of  the  illegality  of  the  com- 
bination against  which  the  action  of  the 
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Goyemment  has  been  directed.  The 
right  hon.  Gontleman  has  stated  that 
he  might  enter  into  a  combination  in 
England  which  would  be  perfectly  law- 
ful in  England,  and  for  which  in  Ireland 
he  would  be  had  up  before  the  Hesident 
Magistrates.  That  I  absolutely  and 
entirely  deny.  I  am  able  to  point  to  a 
case  which  came  before  an  En^ish  Court 
not  long  ago,  and  which  was  decided 
by  a  Judge  who  will  be  treated  with 
respect  by  hon.  Members — Lord  Cole- 
ridge, the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England. 
That  was  a  case  of  conspiracy  which  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  in  his  judgment  de- 
scribed as  Boycotting.  He  decided  that 
it  was  a  criminal  conspiracy,  and  he 
referred  with  approval  to  the  judgment 
of  an  Lish  Judge  — Lord  Fitzgerald — in 
an  Irish  case  laying  down  the  same 
principles  as  to  the  law  of  combination. 
And  then  we  are  told  that  you  may 
enter  into  a  combination  which  is  legal 
in  England  but  illegal  in  Ireland. 
Upon  the  whole  facts  laid  before  the 
House  I  submit  that  the  case  which  is 
attempted  to  be  made  against  the  Go- 
vernment by  the  Opposition  has  failed  ; 
that  this  Act  has  been  fairly  admi- 
nistered; that  although  there  has,  no 
doubt,  been  some  error,  yet  that  no 
case  has  been  made  against  the  Hesident 
Magistrates,  and  that  no  case  has  been 
made  against  the  Government  of  un- 
fairness or  harshness  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  in  Ireland. 


Notice  taken  that  40  Members  were 
not  present,  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present. 

Mb.  J.  SINCLAIE  (Ayr  Burghs) 
said,  that  under  ordinary  circumstances 
he  would  never  have  thought  of  opening 
his  lips  for  the  first  time  in  a  debate  in 
that  House  on  so  important  a  matter  as 
the  Government  policy  in  Ireland  ;  but 
he  could  not  forget  that  the  mandate 
with  which  he  came  from  the  electorate 
of  his  constituency — a  mandate  not  two 
years  old  as  was  the  case  with  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  a 
mandate  not  yet  a  fortnight  old — was 
based  mainly,  he  thought  he  might  say 
exclusively,  upon  the  very  issues  that  had 
been  raised  by  the  Motion  now  before 
them.  Therefore  it  was  that  he  ven- 
tured to  take  part  in  the  debate.  It 
was  not  his  intention  to  enter  into  any 
detailed  statement  of  what  was  con- 
sidered  wrong    in   regard  to  Ireland, 
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either  in  the  operation  or  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Criminal  Law  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act — a  matter  which  had 
already  to  a  considerable  extent  been 
dealt  with  by  previous  speakers;  and 
what  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  complained 
of  would  no  doubt  be  amplified  stiU 
more  by  others  far  more^competent  than 
himself  to  deal  in  the  matter.  But 
what  he  should  like  to  do  was  this. 
Taking  for  granted  the  details,  he 
would  ask  what  was  their  general 
character,  and  what  were  likely  to  be 
their  effects  so  far  as  it  was  possible  to 
read  them  from  the  light  of  history  ? 
Their  first  accusation  was,  that  these 
proceedings,  carried  on  by  the  sanction, 
and  under  the  direction  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  underminded  respect  for 
the  law.  That  was  no  new  story,  either 
as  regarded  a  measure  of  coercion  or  a 
Tory  Government.  They  could  go  back 
to  three  years  ag^,  and  recall  the  words 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain) when  he  said  in  reference  to  a 
matter  of  this  kind — 

*'  I  say  that  eren  by  this  one  Act  the  Tories 
hare  done  more  to  lessen  the  authoritj  of  law  in 
Ireland  than  all  the  Radicals  have  said  or  done 
darin|[  the  past  fite  jears — I  might  almost  saj, 
than  all  the  nationalists  themselves  have  said  or 
done." 

It  would  be  interesting  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  still  adhered 
to  that  opinion,  or  whether  he  believed 
that  since  that  time  the  Tory  Party  had 
redeemed  their  character  by  repentance 
and  reformation.  Most  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  where  he 
believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  still 
sat,  thought  that  not  only  were  his 
words  just  and  true  at  the  time  they 
were  spoken,  but  that  they  were  even 
more  abundantly  just  and  even  more 
demonstrably  true  of  the  Tory  policy  at 
the  present  hour.  That  he  took  to  be 
the  meaning  of  the  first  clause  of  the 
Motion  before  the  House.  Now  they 
took  their  stand  on  the  principle  which 
had  been  expressed  in  this  wise,  that 
the  law  did  not  create  right,  but  that,  on 
the  other  hand,  right  must  dictate  the 
law.  If  there  were  any  truth  in  that 
dictum,  he  thought  that  when  they 
found  that  the  law  had  not  been  dic- 
tated by  what  they  deemed  to  be  right, 
and  that,  on  the  other  hand,  it  went 
forward  to  the  creation  of  what  they 
believed  to  be  wrong,  it  was  no  wonder 
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that  the  respect  and  reverence  which  they 
should  otherwise  count  upon  on  the  part 
of  the  people  for  the  law  should  be  no 
longer  forthcoming.  They  found,  for 
instance,  in  reference  to  the  Crimes  Act, 
that  it  created  a  number  of  artificial 
offences ;  and  what  were  the  usual 
effects  of  these?  Not  to  impress  the 
people  with  the  idea  that  the  law  was 
something  sacred,  something  great,  some- 
thing noble,  but  rather  to  manufacture 
opportunities  and  cut  channels  of  tempta- 
tion in  the  direction  of  the  commission 
of  crimes  which  the  moral  sense  of  the 
man  within  did  but  very  slightly  or 
very  insensibly  condemn.  And  that 
was  not  only  the  case  when  the  law 
was  unjust;  it  was  sometimes  true  of 
laws  which  were  wise  and  good  when 
they  were  unduly  and  harshly  admi- 
nistered. They  were  then  like  grapes, 
which  when  too  much  pressed  pro- 
duced harsh  and  unwholesome  wine. 
They  said,  further,  that  these  pro- 
ceedings estranged  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  had  heard  of  a 
worthy  old  lady  who  declared  that  the 
doctrine  of  total  depravity  was  a  blessed 
doctrine  if  only  one  could  only  live  up  to 
it,  and  so  they  might  say  that  the  doctrine 
of  the  equality  of  treatment  as  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  was  a  blessed 
doctrine  if  only  the  Government  would 
act  up  to  it.  He  was  especially  inte- 
rested in  this  particular  aspect  of  the 
case  because  it  referred  to  the  treatment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  who 
was  not  in  the  House.  He  had  had  the 
pleasure,  or  rather  he  should  say  the 
honour,  of  taking  part  with  him  in  a 
meeting  a  short  time  ago  at  Campbel- 
town, and  he  (Mr.  Dillon)  afterwards 
delivered  what  was  practically  his  last 
public  speech  in  the  town  of  Ayr  before 
going  to  prison.  Now,  in  the  former 
of  those  speeches  Mr.  Dillon  dealt  at 
great  length  with  the  question  of 
agrarian  disturbance  in  Ireland ;  and 
having  listened  to  that  speech,  and 
read  the  speech  for  which  he  was 
prosecuted  and  sent  to  prison,  he  was 
Dound  to  say  that  there  was  no  sub- 
stantial difference  between  them.  But 
what  did  they  find  ?  The  Government 
did  not  think  it  their  duty,  perhaps  they 
did  not  think  they  were  able,  to  take 
hold  of  Mr.  Dillon  because  of  what  he 
said  at  Campbeltown.  Why  ?  It  might 
be  said  by  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  that  Mr.  Dillon  was 


not  on  that  occasion  addressing  Irish 
tenants.  But  that  argument  would  not 
hold  water,  because  the  words  of  a  man 
of  Mr.  Dillon's  position  went  swiftly 
over  the  whole  face  of  the  country,  and 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  and  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  too  deeply  interested  in 
the  movements  and  utterances  of  their 
Members  not  to  have  been  certain  to 
read  what  he  had  said  at  Campbeltown. 
But  Campbeltown  was  not  so  very  far 
from  Ireland  after  all ;  only  30  miles  of 
sea  separated  the  two  countries  at  that 
point,  and  yet  they  saw  the  difference 
of  the  treatment  measured  out  by  the 
Government  in  respect  of  substantially 
similar  speeches  delivered  in  the  two 
places.  He  had  heard  with  the  gpreatest 
surprise  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer putting  such  an  interpretation  on 
Mr.  Dillon's  words  in  the  speech  for 
which  he  had  been  convicted,  an  inter- 
pretation  suggested  rather  than  ex- 
pressed, which  he  did  not  consider 
consistent  either  with  high  honour  or 
charity.  It  was  a  strange  thing  if  words 
of  the  kind  could  not  be  used  without 
certain  people  putting  the  very  worst 
interpretation  upon  them,  and  that,  he 
thought,  was  an  unfortunate  indication 
of  the  spirit  that  was  running  through 
the  whole  operation  and  administration 
of  the  Government  policy  with  regard  to 
Ireland.  What  results  did  the  Govern- 
ment expect  from  their  present  policy  ? 
Did  they  expect  the  people  to  become 
more  peaceable,  more  loyal,  more  con- 
tented, and  more  well-disposed  towards 
the  British  Government?  Surely  not. 
The  Government  flattered  themselves, 
in  the  language  of  Sir  Edward  Bulwer 
Lytton  in  18«33,  that  under  the  shelter  of 
these  oppressive  laws  they  would  be  able 
to  apply  remedial  measures  with  effect ; 
but  it  was  just  the  reverse;  those  laws 
would  blight  their  remedies,  and  **  throw 
their  withering  shadow  over  all  their 
concessions."  The  policy  of  coercion  as 
applied  to  Ireland  seemed  to  him  to  be 
like  the  Sultan's  horse,  of  which  it  was 
said  that  no  green  thing  would  grow 
on  the  spot  where  he  trod.  They  might 
drive  that  prancing  steed  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  Ireland ;  but 
they  must  not  look  for  the  sweet  flowers 
to  spring  up  in  the  deep  wounds  of  the 
living  flesh  of  Ireland  which  his  hoofs 
had  made,  for  only  those  who  had  been 
nurtured  in  the  generous  breath  of 
freedom  and  justice  could  be  counted 
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upon  for  the  side  of  loyalty  and  law. 
iSoWf  be  came  to  the  third  point  raised  by 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle — 
namely,  that  these  proceedings  were 
deeply  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  Perhaps  they  could 
not  have  ventured  to  make  a  statement 
of  that  kind  if  this  had  been  the  first 
application  of  a  measure  of  coercion 
to  Ireland,  but  now  he  thought  they 
could  safely  do  it.  When  thinking  of 
the  Crimes  Act,  the  saying  of  Catharine 
of  Bussia  often  came  to  his  mind,  ' '  There 
are  laws  which  may  be  written  on 
parchment  which  cannot  be  written  on 
the  skins  of  a  whole  people."  Parlia- 
ment, by  pursuing  the  policy  of  coercion, 
were  doing  something  which  at  no  very 
distant  date  they  would  unquestionably 
first  of  all  regret,  and  then  be  obliged 
to  reverse.  In  that  respect  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  majority  in  Parlia- 
ment and  the  country  which  supported 
them  were,  in  his  opinion,  doing  nothing 
less  than  laying  out  money  in  the 
purchase  of  repentance,  and  the  time 
would  soon  come  when  the  saying  of 
one  of  Ireland's  greatest  sons  would 
be  realized  in  this  case  as  in  many 
others — "  We  are  very  doubtful  of  our 
remedies,  but  the  effect  of  our  poisons 
is  sure."  They  said  in  the  interests  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  that  the  honour 
of  the  country  had  been  tarnished  by 
Irish  Coercion  Acts,  and  its  unity  in  the 
broad  sense  endangered  more  by  them 
than  bv  any  measure  of  self-govern- 
ment which  could  be  proposed.  More 
than  that,  in  these  times,  they  had  to 
look  to  the  very  safety  of  the  Kingdom, 
which,  by  these  proceedings,  might  be 
imperilled.  He  thought  he  might  ven- 
ture to  apply  two  adjectives  to  this  policy. 
First  of  all  he  said  it  was  heartless. 
He  did  not  refer  to  these  harrowing 
cases  of  imprisonment  and  arrest  with 
which  they  were  all  so  familiar,  although 
with  reference  to  those  matters  he  might 
remark  that  that  only  disgraced  a  man 
which  he  had  deserved  to  suffer,  and 
therefore  it  was  no  wonder  if  some  of 
these  proceedings,  so  far  from  producing 
the  effect  intended  by  the  Tories,  raised 
the  men  who  suffered  by  them  in  the 
esteem  and  admiration  of  their  country. 
But  this  was  a  heartless  policy,  because 
it  showed  no  real  helpful  commiseration 
for  the  admitted  wrongs  which  existed 
in  Ireland,  and,  on  the  other  band,  it 
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showed  no  real  heartfelt  sympathy  with 
the  just  claims  of  the  Irisii  people. 
Then,  not  only  was  it  a  heartless  but  it 
was  a  hopeless  policy.  It  was  hope- 
less in  view  of  the  lessons  of  the  past, 
in  view  of  the  existing  state  of  things  in 
Ireland,  and  also  because  it  gave  no 
assurance  of  any  better  state  of  things 
even  at  the  termination  of  the  20  years 
continuance  prescribed  for  it  by  Lord 
Salisbury.  Hon.  Members  were  familiar 
with  the  beautiful  pictures  presented  in 
Bunyan's  Allegory.  One  of  them  was 
that  at  the  interpreters'  house  there  was 
shown  a  fire  which  burnt  against  a  wall, 
close  by  which  stood  one  who  poured 
water  on  the  flame,  yet  it  burnt  higher 
and  hotter,  and  the  secret  of  which  was 
that  behind  the  wall,  and  out  of  sight, 
stood  another  who  poured  oil  upon  it. 
It  was  tio  here — there  burnt  in  multi- 
tudes of  the  Irish  hearts  and  homes 
the  aspiration  for  freedom  from  oppres- 
sion and  for  self-government.  Hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
poured  water  upon  it ;  how  much  water 
and  how  cold  he  would  not  venture  to 
say,  but  the  flame  continued  to  burn 
higher  and  hotter,  and  why  ?  Because 
it  was  fed  from  an  invisible  source  by 
a  precious  oil,  the  main  ingredients  of 
which  were  the  love  of  justice,  the  love 
of  country,  and  the  love  of  liberty. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  two  or  three  matters  had  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
in  connection  with  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  on  which  he  should  like  to  say 
a  few  words.  It  had  been  stated  that 
night  that  the  Crimes  Act  itself  was  a 
breach  of  faith  with  the  nation,  and  the 
Unionist  Party  had  been  accused  of 
winning  the  election  of  1886  on  false 
pretences ;  that  was  to  say,  it  had  been 
affirmed  that  the  Unionist  Party  stood 
on  the  cry  of  one  Parliament  ai^d  equal 
laws  for  the  United  Kingdom  :>s^® 
thought  he  had  put  that  accusatiSl 
strongly  and  clearly  before  the  House.  ^ 
Now,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  ^ 
pleaded  not  guilty  to  the  charge.  He 
knew  Ireland  a  great  deal  too  well  to 
give  any  such  promise  or  pledge.  He 
did  not  need  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Redmond)  at 
the  Chicago  convention  to  convince  him 
that,  after  the  events  of  1886,  it  would 
be  the  clear  and  bounden  duty  of  the 
Irish   Members  to  make  the  Govern* 
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meat  of  Ireland  by  England  im- 
possible,  and  therefore  on  every  plat- 
form  on  which  he  stood  in  Tyrone  he 
had  declared  that  if  the  ordinary  law 
proved  to  be  inadequate  he  would  vote 
for  strengthening  it  and  making  it 
adequate.  Thus  the  charge  to  which 
he  referred  did  not  apply  to  him  perso- 
nally, and  he  was  certain  if  the  cnarge 
as  against  other  Unionist  Members  were 
investigated  the  defence  would  be  found 
to  be  as  sound  and  solid.  The  present 
Debate  was  naturally  coloured  oy  the 
imprisonment  of  Mr.  Dillon.  He  did  not 
ooont  that  a  small  matter ;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  thought  it  a  very  sad  and  serious 
matter  for  the  country.  What  he  com- 
plained of  was  that  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  forgot  that  Mr.  Dillon  had 
been  in  gaol  before.  \_Crie8  of  **No, 
no!  "]  Well,  if  they  did  not  forget  it 
they  kept  very  quiet  about  it,  which  was 
the  next  thing  to  forgetting  it.  Mr. 
Dillon  and  many  of  his  friends  were 
sent  to  gaol  some  years  ago  without 
being  charged  with  any  specific  offence, 
and  they  were  kept  there  without  trial. 
That  was  in  1882.  Now  to  send  Mr. 
Dillon  to  gaol  in  1 882  charged  with  no 
specific  offence,  and  to  keep  him  there 
without  trial  was  a  part  of  the  ^'re* 
sources  of  civilization. *'  To  send  him 
to  gaol  in  1888  charged  with  a  specific 
offence,  tried  before  a  competent  tri- 
bunal—[C7rf  mo/**  Oh,  oh!"]  Did  hon. 
Gentlemen  deny  that  a  County  Court 
Judge  was  a  competent  tribunal  ?  To 
send  Mr.  Dillon  to  gaol  after  trial  by  a 
competent  tribunal  was  barbarism  and 
inhumanity.  Wherein  lay  the  differ- 
ence between  the  two  cases  ?  In  the  one 
case,  that  of  1882,  Mr.  Dillon  was  sent 
to  gaol  under  the  auspices  and  with  the 
sanction  of  a  Liberal  Government,  at  the 
head  of  which  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
In  1888,  he  was  sent  to  gaol  on  a  speci- 
fic charge,  tried  before  a  competent 
tribunal,  and  sentenced  under  the 
auspices  of  a  Conservative  Government 
with  Lord  Salisbury  at  its  head.  That 
was  really  the  only  difference  that  he 
could  see.  If  they  turned  to  the  Liberal 
Press  of  1882,  and  if  they  consulted 
the  Liberal  speeches  of  that  time,  they 
would  find  practical  unanimity  as  to 
the  wisdom  of  the  action  of  the  Liberal 
Government  and  vociferous  cheering  at 
Leeds  and  the  Guildhall  for  the  "re- 
9ouroe8  of  civilization."     But  if   they 


turned  now  to  the  same  Liberal  organs 
and  to  Liberal  speeches,  there  was 
nothing  but  weeping  and  wailing  and 
gnashing  of  teeth.  He  came  now  to  the 
Motion  before  the  House.  It  covered  a 
very  wide  area — [^Ironicat  cheers] — what 
he  had  said  was  no  doubt  inconvenient, 
but  it  was  perfectly  relevant  to  the 
Motion.  It  was  not  for  him,  a  mere 
layman,  to  enter  on  the  subtleties  of  the 
law  of  conspiracy,  or  to  decide  whether 
Besident  Magistrates  had  always  been 
right  in  the  decisions  they  had  given 
under  the  Crimes  Act.  There  was  a 
plentiful  crop  of  lawyers  in  the  House, 
who  in  such  a  discussion  would  be  in 
their  native  element,  and  he  would  cheer- 
fully leave  it  to  them  with  two  remarks. 
His  first  remark  was  that  magistrates 
and  Judges  were  not  infallible  either  in 
England  or  Ireland,  and  his  opinion, 
as  a  layman,  was  that  it  by  no  means 
followed  that  because  the  decision  of  an 
inferiorCourt  was  reversed  it  was  neces- 
sarily incompetent.  So  far  as  he  had  been 
able  to  observe,  much  of  the  trouble 
which  had  arisen  proceeded  from  the 
decisions  of  two  out  of  three  judges  of 
the  Exchequer  Court,  both  of  whom 
were  famous  lawyers.  As  he  under- 
stood it,  the  point  was  whether  on  a 
habeas  corpus  Motion  there  was  an  appeal, 
on  which  question  there  were  eight  Irish 
Judges  against  two.  He  meant  to  go 
into  the  case  of  Mr.  Dillon  more 
minutely,  and  he  hoped  to  show  clearly 
why  he  should  give  his  vote  against  the 
Motion.  He  had  no  personal  feeling 
whatever  against  Mr.  Dillon,  who  had  said 
many  things  of  him  in  Ulster  which 
were  utterly  untrue,  although  he  was 
sure  Mr.  DUlon  believed  them.  But  he 
had  sat  down  deliberately  in  view  of  the 
whole  case  to  investigate  it  on  its  merits 
as  an  honest  juror  would  do.  He  did 
not  know  Lord  Massereene,  nor  did  he 
know  any  of  the  landlords  whose  estates 
were  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
if  he  could  urge  any  claim  for  interven- 
ing in  the  debate,  it  was  that  in  a  case  of 
this  kind  he  stood  indifferent  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  He  held  that  there 
were  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
who  would  not  challenge  his  contention. 
He  had  studied  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
as  published  originally  in  United  Ire^ 
land,  he  had  read  Mr.  Dillon's  speech  at 
Tullyallen  on  the  8th  of  April  last,  pub- 
lished in  The  Freeman^ $  Journal,  and  he 
had  read  his  speech  at  Keenagh,  in  the 
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coaDty  of  Longford,  which  served  as  a 
kind  of  glossary  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign ; 
he  had  read  the  defence  of  Lord  Mas- 
sereene  offered  by  his  Lordship's  agent ; 
he  had  read  the  reports  of  the  trial  of  Mr. 
Dillon  before  the  Besident  Magistrates, 
and  also  of  the  appeal  at  Dundalk,  and 
he  had  also  read  yards  of  leading  articles 
complaining  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  and  challenging  the  action 
of  the  Court.  He  should  like  to  know 
how  many  hon.  Members  had  done  as 
much.  [Criee  of  '*  Oh,  oh!"]  Pro- 
bably it  had  not  been  done  by  many 
hon.  Members.  The  first  question  that 
he  submitted  to  himself  as  if  he  had 
been  a  juror  in  the  case  was  this — did 
Mr.  Dillon  in  his  speech  at  TuUy alien 
advise  and  advocate  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign ?  Having  read  that  speech  as  a 
juror,  he  replied  that  no  honest  man 
could  give  anything  but  an  answer  in 
the  affirmative  to  that  query.  Mr.  Dillon 
had  shown  how  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
had  succeeded  on  several  estates,  he 
spoke  of  the  unbroken  story  of  success, 
which  was  not  entirely  consonant  with 
fact,  and  he  showed  with  great  power 
what  happened  to  people  who  were  un- 
faithful to  it.  He  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell) 
was  not  going  to  take  any  meaning  out 
of  his  words  such  as  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  done  that  evening.  It  was 
unfortunate  that  Mr.  Dillon  had  often 
spoken  in  a  way  which  allowed  certain 
conclusions  to  be  drawn.  In  1882  he 
declared  that  if  certain  cattle  were  put  on 
some  fields  they  would  not  prosper.  He 
(Mr.  T,  W.  Hussell)  knew  that  it  was  said 
that  this  might  bear  an  innocent  meaning; 
but,  he  repeated,  that  it  was  very  un- 
fortunate that  the  hon.  Member  should 
indulge  in  words  susceptible  of  two  con- 
structions being  placed  upon  them,  and 
it  was  especially  to  be  deplored  that  this 
was  done  upon  a  public  platform  in  Ire- 
land before  an  audience  of  peasants. 
While  Mr.  Dillon  was  speaking  on  that 
platform  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
actually  in  operation,  and  it  was  abso- 
lutely idle  to  deny  that  Mr.  Dillon  was 
advocating  the  Plan  of  Campaign  on  the 
Massereene  estate.  He  then  asked,  was 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  an  illegal  combina- 
tion, and  was  it  an  offence  to  advocate  an 
illegal  combination?  What  was  the 
Plan  of  Campaign?  He  would  define 
it  to  the  best  of  his  ability,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  hon.  Members  would  be 
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able  to  cavil  at  his  definition  of  it.  In 
the  midst  of  an  acute  crisis  a  rent  strike 
was  agreed  upon.  The  rents  upon  the 
property  were  either  fixed  by  judicial 
arrangement,  or  they  were  the  subject 
of  ordinary  contract.  The  landlord 
offered  an  abatement,  not  an  all  round 
abatement,  but  one  which  he  deemed 
applicable  to  each  case;  his  proposal 
was  refused  by  the  tenants,  who  made 
an  all-round  offer,  which  included  the 
well-to-do  farmer,  who  made  and  could 
pay  his  rent,  as  well  as  the  poor  cottar 
who  had  not  made,  and  who  could  not 
pay  his  rent.  The  landlord  refused  this 
all-round  offer,  and  the  rent  offered  to 
the  landlord  was  paid  by  the  tenants  to 
trustees  into  a  sort  of  war- chest  to  be 
used  against  the  landlord  if  necessary, 
and  then  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
complete.  He  maintained  that  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  as  indicated  in  the  original 
document,  was  absolutely  indefensible. 
In  the  first  place,  it  asserted  the  right 
of  one  pcurty  to  a  contract,  or  arrange- 
ment to  vary  its  terms  at  his  pleasure ; 
and,  secondly,  it  asserted  that  a  well-to- 
do  farmer  who  had  made  his  rent,  and 
was  well  able  to  pay  it,  should  not  pay 
it,  because  the  poor  cottar  had  not  made 
his  rent,  and  was  unable  to  pay  it.  These 
two  points  were  of  the  essence  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  ;  and,  in  his  opinion, 
they  were  grossly  unfair  and  unjust. 
What  was  more  important  was  that  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron  of  Ireland,  whom  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  professed 
to  regard  as  an  unbiassed  Judge,  had 
held  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
absolutely  illegal,  and  that  every  meet- 
ing convened  to  advocate  it  was  an  ille- 
gal meeting,  and  was  liable  to  be  dis- 
persed by  force.  That  was  not  a  pro- 
nouncement such  as  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien's 
in  another  case,  it  was  a  solemn  and 
deliberate  judgment  which  had  been  up- 
held by  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Moroney's 
case.  For  his  part,  he  could  •  not  go 
behind  this  decision  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron.  The  result  was  that  he  found 
that  Mr.  Dillon  did  advocate  the  Plan 
of  Campaign ;  he  was  bound  by  the 
decision  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  an  illegal 
combination,  and  therefore  he  was  ob- 
liged to  find  that  Mr.  Dillon  had  advo- 
cated an  illegal  conspiracy.  He  then 
asked,  what  was  the  defence  which  had 
been  put  forward  on  behalf  of  Mr. 
Dillon ;  and  here  be  came  to  the  real 
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germ  of  the  whole  question.  It  had  been 
maintained  that  night  by  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
that  when  Mr.  Dillon  spoke  at  Tullyallen 
the  county  of  Louth  had  not  been  pro- 
claimed under  the  Crimes  Act.  He  wished 
to  state  frankly  that  that  was  not  a  defence 
that  had  been  put  forward  by  Mr.  Dillon 
himself.  Was  he  to  be  told  that  Mr. 
Dillon  was  only  going  to  advocate  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  in  places  where 
it  was  safe  for  him  to  do  so  ?  He  said 
that  Mr.  Dillon  at  Louth  gave  no  coun- 
tenance to  such  an  idea,  and  it  had 
never  been  put  forward  by  Mr.  Dillon 
himself,  and  he  should  never  think  of 
imputing  to  Mr.  Dillon  that  he  was 
capable  of  putting  it  forward.  He  said 
that  no  man  who  respected  Mr.  Dillon 
could  possibly  put  forward  this  defence, 
that  it  would  only  g^  into  a  county  where 
he  was  safe  to  advocate  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. Certainly,  he  should  not  think  of 
imputing  any  such  motive  to  him.  He 
now  came  to  the  case  of  the  Massereene 
tenants ;  and  in  respect  to  them  the 
contention  was  that  their  case  was  a 
desperate  one.  He  had  no  doubt  that, 
with  regard  to  some  of  them,  they  were 
over-rented,  as]  was  the  case  on  many 
other  estates  in  Ireland.  But  he  desired 
that  the  facts  in  reference  to  the  Mas- 
sereene tenants  should  be  put  fairly 
before  the  House.  He  must  first  ask 
whether  there  were  judicial  tenants 
upon  the  property,  and  it  was  a  remark- 
able fact  that  only  two  of  the  judicial 
rents  as  fixed  by  the  Commissioners  had 
been  appealed  against.  The  tenants, 
whose  rents  had  been  judicially  fixed, 
had  had  not  only  the  original  reduction, 
but  they  were  entitled  to  the  reduction 
under  the  Act  of  1887.  He  denied  that 
any  fair-minded  man  could  say  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaigpi  was  necessary  in  the 
ease  of  those  tenants.  In  the  next 
place,  he  asked  whether  there  were 
tenants  upon  the  estate  who  held  their 
land  under  ordinary  leases?  He  had 
no  doubt  there  were,  and  the  door  of 
the  Land  Court  had  been  opened  to  them 
— a  door  which  had  been  opened  to 
them  by  a  Government  that  had  nothing 
but  a  coercive  policy  to  oCfer  to  the  Irish 
people,  but  which  had  been  kept  closed 
by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  upon 
the  Front  Bench  below  him.  It  was 
the  present  Government  which  had 
opened  the  door  locked  by  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  It  was  opened  to  them  by 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  not  by  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  would 
tell  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang* 
way  what  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
had  produced.  It  had  produced  the 
Crimes  Act.  Hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  had  obtained  a  temporary 
Plan  of  Campaign  but  a  permanent 
Crimes  Act  as  the  result  of  their  hercu- 
lean labours.  Hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  contended  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  perfectly  justifiable,  in- 
asmuch as  there  were  £7,000  of  arrears 
of  rent  due  upon  the  estate.  But  he 
said  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
perfectly  imjustifiable  in  the  case  of 
those  tenants.  He  might  be  told  that 
those  arrears  constituted  a  reason  for  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  being  directed  against 
the  estate ;  but  the  fact  was  that  Lord 
Massereene  had  offered  to  do  freely 
what  the  Bill  of  this  year  intended  to  do 
— namely,  to  deal  with  the  arrears  upon 
the  same  basis  as  the  Commissioners 
had  dealt  with  the  rents.  What 
did  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  demand  ?  He  demanded  that, 
and  nothing  more;  and,  therefore,  he 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  repeated  that,  as 
far  as  arrears  were  concerned,  the 
application  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  to 
this  estate  was  wholly  unjustifiable. 
His  next  inquiry  was,  were  there  per- 
petuity leaseholders  on  the  estate^ 
holders  of  town  parks  and  demesne 
lands?  No  doubt  there  were,  and 
these  were  outside  the  Act.  It  might 
be  that  there  were  a  few  such  tenants ; 
but  would  the  fact  of  there  being  a 
few  such  tenants  justify  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  to  the 
whole  of  the  tenints  without  any  dis- 
crimination? He  said  no  man  could 
fairly  rise  in  bis  place  and  answer  that 
in  the  affirmative.  Now,  he  wanted  to 
show  the  House  what  soit  of  men  some 
of  the  tenants  on  this  estate  were.  He 
could  understand  great  efforts  being 
made  in  the  case  of  poor  cottars,  who 
were  unable  to  live  on  the  land  they 
tilled  on  the  Western  seaboard  of 
Ireland ;  but  he  said  frankly  that  a 
good  deal  of  sympathy  would  be  wasted 
in  the  case  of  tenants  such  as  he  w^ 
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about  to  describe.  He  had  a  dozen 
cases.  First  there  was  the  case  of 
Peter  Boche,  who  was  described  in 
Th$  Drogheda  Independint  as  '*OQe  of 
the  standard  bearers  of  the  Plan," 
who  held  two  large  farms  under  Lord 
Massereene  and  a  third  on  a  neigh- 
bouring property.  This  man  held  50 
shares  of  £10  each,  fully  paid  up,  in 
the  Dundalk  and  Newry  Steam  Packet 
Company,  1 3  of  which  were  seized  and 
sold  for  £57  \A$.  3d.  in  satisfaction  of 
his  rent.  Would  anyone  tell  him  that 
the  House  ought  to  stand  behind  a  man 
like  that  ?  He  asked  right  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  Front  Bench  below  him 
why  they  had  excluded  such  wealthy 
tenants  as  these  from  the  operation  of 
the  Acts  of  1870  and  1881  ?  It  was 
because  they  felt  that  such  tenants  were 
able  to  take  care  ofthemselres,  but  now 
"old  things  have  passed  away,  and  all 
things  have  become  new."  Did  any- 
body think  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  justified  in  the  case  of  Boche,  who 
had  other  property  probably  besides 
what  he  had  mentioned?  There  was 
another  case  in  which  the  landlord 
seized  eight  head  of  cattle,  30  sheep, 
and  36  lambs.  This  was  a  poor  struggling 
tenant  who  was  unable  to  pay  his 
rent !  But  it  was  only  fair  to  say  that 
the  rent  was  paid  after  all.  He  had 
heard  something  about  law  costs  to- 
night, and  he  stood  there  to  assure  the 
House  that  not  one  of  those  tenants  ever 
instructed  a  solicitor  to  take  up  their 
defence ;  they  had  pleaded  that  they  had 
never  authorized  a  defence,  and  that  the 
law  costs  had  been  heaped  upon  them 
without  their  knowledge  or  sanction. 
He  would  take  the  case  of  Michael 
Smith,  a  road  contractor  in  addition 
to  being  a  farmer,  who  assured  the 
agent  that  he  had  never  given  instruc- 
tions for  the  defence  of  his  action,  and 
had  positively  told  the  solicitor  of  the 
League  that  that  was  the  course  he 
intended  to  pursue.  A  defence  was, 
however,  filed  by  the  League,  and  the 
result  was  that  Smith  was  made  liable 
for  £37  costs.  Lord  Massereene,  hear- 
ing that  he  was  to  have  £8  from 
the  Gbrand  Jury,  attached  the  money 
and  paid  himself,  and  Mr.  Smith  had 
to  pay  these  costs  simply  because  a 
defence  was  filed  by  a  solicitor  whom 
be  had  never  seen  and  never  in- 
structed. [An  hon.  Member  :  How 
did  he  get  the  writ?]    That  could  be 


very  easily  managed.  He  would  now 
take  the  case  of  James  Bum.  This 
tenant  was  evicted  on  the  4th  of  Octo- 
ber, 1887,  and  at  his  eviction  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sboreditch  (Mr.  Stuart) 
was  present.  He  had  been  formerly 
under  agent  on  the  Antrim  estate  of 
Lord  Massereene.  In  1864,  when  the 
particular  farm  became  vacant,  he  ob- 
tained it  on  a  lease  of  31  years,  at  a 
rent  which  was  £38  under  the  Govern- 
ment valuation;  attached  to  the  farm  were 
several  houses,  from  which  he  derived  a 
profit  rent  of  £42  a-year.  He  was  one  of 
the  first  to  take  up  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  other  tenants  soon  followed.  He 
refused  an  abatement  of  10  percent; 
it  subsequently  came  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  agent  that  he  was  the  sole 
owner  of  20  shares  in  the  Dundalk 
and  Newry  Steam  Packet  Company, 
which  were  attached,  and  on  the  last 
day  for  redemption  these  were  bought 
back  by  Bum,  who  received  the  abate- 
ment referred  to  for  which  he  had  pub- 
licly expressed  his  acknowledgments. 
Then  there  was  the  case  of  Patrick 
Brannigan,  who  held  a  farm  under  a 
judicial  lease  at  a  rent  of  £126.  He 
did  not  reside  upon  the  estate,  but  he 
was  a  very  active  campaigner  and  joined 
in  the  protest  against  the  rent.  It  was 
discovered  before  he  was  formaUy 
evicted  in  October  last  that  he  was  the 
holder  of  ten  £10  shares  fully  paid  up  in 
the  Dundalk  and  Newry  Steam  Packet 
Company,  besides  shares  in  another 
Company.  These  shares  were  attached, 
and  on  the  day  before  he  was  to  be 
evicted  he  came  to  Lord  Massereene's 
agent,  paid  the  full  amount  due,  to- 
gether with  costs,  and  was  restored  to 
his  holding,  being  forgiven  £  1 0  in  costs. 
This  was  another  case  to  which  they 
were  asked  that  evening  to  extend  their 
sympathy.  He  did  feel  for  small  ten- 
ants in  times  of  acute  agrarian  distress, 
but  he  could  not  get  up  to  the  altitude 
of  expending  much  sympathy  on  the 
holders  of  share  property  and  of  other 
property  of  this  kind,  and  who  had  farms 
of  such  a  size  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  in  1 870  and 
1881  though  t  they  ought  not  to  be  brought 
under  the  Acts  at  all.  The  third  de- 
fence was  the  success  of  the  Plan.  He 
wanted  to  know  whether  success  was  to 
be  set  up  as  the  test  of  the  righteousness 
of  anything.  But  he  challenged  this  so- 
called  success.  Ho  (ibsolutoly  challenged 
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ike  statement.  He  knew  it  had  succeeded 
on  estates  like  the  Dillon  estate,  where 
the  holdings  were  small  and  the  tenantry 
were  numerous ;  but  he  denied  that  it 
had  succeeded  at  Lugga-curran,  at  Cool- 
greany,  on  the  0' Grady  estate,  or  on  the 
Ponsonby  estate.  On  the  contrary,  it 
had  failed  and  had  imposed  nameless 
hardships  on  the  people  who  had  suc- 
cumbed to  it.  They  had  been  compelled 
to  strip  their  farms  and  sweep  them  as 
qlean  as  a  billiard  table.  People 
tenderly  reared  and  brought  up  and 
living  in  decent  houses  had  been  obliged 
to  herd  together  like  swine  in  out- 
houses. This  Plan  had  inflicted  name- 
less horrors  and  disabilities  on  people 
who  declared  when  persons  went  to  visit 
them  that  they  had  been  forced  to  join 
it  and  wished  they  saw  the  end  of  it.  If 
hon.  Members  wished  proof  of  that  fact, 
and  proof  which  could  not  be  challenged, 
let  them  go  to  Murray^  Magatine  and  read 
in  the  article  by  Mrs.  Bishop,  a  lady 
who  visited  Ireland  the  other  day,  and 
who  was  not  of  the  same  way  of  think- 
ing as  he  was,  what  she  had  to  say 
about  a  dozen  well-to-do  families  whom 
she  found  living  under  these  circum- 
stances, who  had  been  forced  out  of  their 
comfortable  homes,  who  bitterly  lamented 
it,  and  prayed  Ood  that  the  Plan  might 
soon  come  to  an  end.  He  did  not  care 
whether  the  Plan  had  been  successful 
or  not ;  he  was  not  going  to  stand  up  to 
vindicate  successful  villany.  The  next 
defence  was  the  most  potent  of  all ;  it 
was  found  in  every  Liberal  newspaper 
and  on  the  lip  of  every  separatist 
Liberal ;  it  was  that  Mr.  Dillon  should 
not  have  been  [condemned  because  he 
was  Mr.  Dillon.  He  ^deeply  deplored 
the  fact  that  any  Member  of  that  House 
should  be  brought  into  such  a  position  ; 
it  betokened  a  diseased  and  disordered 
state  of  society.  [^Criea  of  **0h!"] 
Why,  the  Chief  Secretary  himself  would 
not  challenge  that  statement ;  but  until 
there  was  a  section  of  the  Grimes  Act 
declaring  that  that  Act  should  not  apply 
to  Mr.  Dillon  or  any  other  Member  of 
Parliament,  no  one  had  a  right  to 
demand  that  Mr.  Dillon  or  any  other 
man  should  go  through  Ireland  inciting 
the  people  to  do  an  illegal  act.  He 
desired  to  make  his  position  entirely 
clear.  Parliament  had  placed  the  Crimes 
Act  upon  the  Statute  Book.  The  Go- 
vernment were  engaged  in  a  great  effort 
by  its  means  to  restore  the  sovereignty 


of  the  law  in  Ireland,  and  having  had 
his  share  in  placing  that  Act  on  the 
Statute  Book,  and  he  avowed  it  and 
gloried  in  it,  he  would  be  no  party  to 
weakening  the  hands  of  the  Government 
in  their  resolute  effort  to  enforce  it.  They 
and  their  instruments  in  Ireland  might 
make  mistakes ;  it  was  only  an  Irish 
Parliament  that  would  not  make  mis- 
takes. Very  few  mistakes  had  been 
made ;  but  he  should  be  no  party  to 
weakening  the  hands  of  the  Government 
in  the  administration  of  that  Act.  He 
held  firmly  that  so  long  as  the  Act  in 
question  was  upon  the  Statute  Book, 
it  was  quite  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  allow  the  Act  to  be  set 
at  naught.  Now  he  came  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Boycotting,  and  in  his  mind 
there  never  would  have  been  this  Crimes 
Act  had  it  not  been  for  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  and  Boycotting.  Now,  he 
was  quite  aware  of  the  polioy  of  the 
Liberal  Party  in  relation  both  to  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  and  to  Boycotting. 
As  a  Party  they  did  not  adopt  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  as  a  plank  in  the  Liberal 
platform,  nor  did  they  advocate  Boycot- 
ting as  a  part  of  the  Liberal  propaganda. 
The  time  was  not  yet  come  for  such  a 
thing  ;  but  they  delighted  to  honour  the 
patentees  of  both  these  plans.  It  was 
one  of  those  cases  where  liberty  in  non- 
essentials was  lawful,  and  by-and-bye 
there  would  probably  be  subtlety  of 
intellect  enough  on  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  to  prove  that  these  thingB 
were  not  only  admirable,  but  even 
Christian  methods  of  political  warfare. 
They  had  not  come  to  that  yet,  but 
they  might  by-and-bye.  It  depended 
on  the  necessities  of  the  position  en- 
tirely ;  there  was  nothing  too  strong  for 
a  Liberal  candidate  now.  When  he 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Kussell)  came  to  speak  of 
Boycotting  he  did  not  mean  exclusive 
dealing,  but  something  else.  Of  course, 
if  shopkeepers  combined  to  prevent  the 
police  or  obnoxious  people  getting  bread 
or  the  necessaries  of  life,  the  task  was  a 
very  difficult  and  a  very  delicate  one ; 
and  he  did  not  wonder  that  mistakes 
should  be  made  in  trying  to  enforce 
the  law.  He  wanted  to  show  Boy- 
cotting as  he  knew  it.  Take  the  case 
of  Dowling  as  it  appeared  before  the 
Judge  Curran  the  other  day.  He  said 
that  that  case  perfectly  illustrated  the 
whole  of  the  subject.  What  were  the 
facts  on  which  Dowling  was  convicted  ? 
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Here  were  two  brothers  in  legal  poses- 
sion  of  a  farm  in  the  County  of  Kerry ; 
they  were  joint  owners,  one  paid  his 
share  of  the  rent  and  the  other  did  not. 
The  landlord  evicted  them  both  in  order 
to  get  legal  possession  of  the  farm,  and  he 
put  back  into  the  farm  the  brother  who 
paid  the  rent.  The  League  deified  the 
brother  who  paid  no  rent,  but  the 
other  brother  who  did  pay  was  Boy- 
cotted ;  from  the  day  he  paid  his  rent 
to  the  day  of  his  death  he  lived  under 
the  protection  of  two  armed  policemen. 
Here  was  the  National  League  shown 
in  all  its  beauty,  and  he  recommended 
the  consideration  of  this  matter  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley).  Let  them 
inquire  still  further.  This  man  lived  for 
some  time  under  police  protection.  At 
4  o'clock  one  morning  last  January, 
with  the  cold  moon  looking  down  on  the 
scene — [^Ironical  laughter'].  He  noticed 
that  not  only  in  the  House,  but  at  public 
meetings  he  was  in  the  habit  of  address- 
ing, members  of  the  Party  which  sat  be- 
low the  Gangway  had  a  g^eat  objection 
to  hear  of  this  case ;  he  could  not  under- 
stand why.  On  a  January  morning  this 
old  man  got  up,  and  with  his  daughter 
started  for  the  fair  at  Listowel.  The 
police  started  with  him,  but  he  told  them 
when  they  had  got  a  mile  or  soon  the  road 
that  they  might  go  back.  They  went  back, 
and  in  a  few  minutes  afterwards  that  old 
man,  who  had  done  no  man  wrong,  but 
bad  striven  to  be  an  honest  man,  was 
foully  and  cruelly  done  to  death  before 
the  eyes  of  his  own  daughter.  Here 
came  the  point  about  Dowling.  The 
trial  took  place;  Norah  Fitzmaurice 
swore  at  the  trial  of  her  father's  mur- 
derers that  she  was  afraid — and  he  asked 
the  House  to  listen  to  this — that  she 
was  afraid  to  tell  her  priest  that  she 
knew  the  men.  Could  anything  be  more 
eloquent  ?  The  poor  peasant  girl,  broken 
hearted  and  bereft,  afraid  to  confer  with 
her  own  priest  on  such  a  matter.  Yes ; 
but  when  the  truth  came  out,  what  did 
this  reverend  gentleman  say  ?  He  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Eussell)  quoted  from  the  evidence. 
What  did  the  priest  say  ?  This  man, 
Father  Sheehan,  who  ought  to  have 
comforted  and  shielded  this  brave  girl 
in  the  absence  of  her  murdered  father, 
said  to  Norah,  ''You  will  get  a  deal  of 
bother  if  you  give  evidence.  There  has 
been  enough  life  lost  already."  This 
brave  girl,  he  thanked  God,  rose  to  a 
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higher  altitude  than  that  of  her  spiritual 
adviser ;  she  did  give  evidence,  and  on 
her  evidence  her  father's  murderers 
were  brought  to  justice.  Let  the 
House  see  what  happened  immediately. 
He  would  not  dwell  upon  the  fact  that 
after  the  trial  the  Judge  who  conducted 
the  trial,  and  who  sentenced  these  men, 
was  made  the  subject  of  furious  tirades 
in  The  Freeman^ e  Journal  and  The  Nation, 
two  newspapers  owned  and  edited  by 
Members  who  sat  below  the  Gangway. 
This  girl's  father's  murderers  were  taken 
back  to  Tralee.  They  were  received, 
when  they  had  been  found  guilty  and 
sentenced,  by  a  cheering  crowd  of  people 
at  Tralee — these  people  to  whom  the 
Opposition  were  so  eager  to  submit  the 
interests  of  himself  and  men  like  him. 
How  was  Norah  Fitzmaurice  received 
when  she  went  back  ?  She  was  Boy- 
cotted, and  when  she  went  on  the 
first  Sunday  to  the  House  of  God  itself, 
this  man,  Dowling,  had  the  baseness  to 
attempt  to  empty  the  chapel  with  the 
priest  at  the  altar.  He  tried  to  Boycot 
the  brave  girl  in  the  House  of  God.  That 
man  was  tried  by  two  Hesident  Magis- 
trates ;  a  Question  was  asked  on  the 
24th  of  April  in  the  House  as  to  Dow- 
ling's  sentence,  so  much  interest  was 
taken  in  him  as  all  that.  Dowling 
got  six  months  under  this  very  Crimes 
Act,  and  he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell)  told 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  that  he  was  proud 
that  ho  had  helped  to  forge  the  weapon 
that  punished  him.  He  was  denouncing 
Boycotting,  and  he  was  going  to  produce 
the  evidence  of  a  Nationalist  on  that 
very  point.  [^Ironical  cheer eJ]  Aye,  a 
Nationalist  known  to  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway,  and  as  pure  a  Nationalist 
as  lived.  He  was  not  founded  on  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  model  he  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell)  admitted,  still  he  was  a  Nation- 
alist of  the  purest  type.  In  a  public 
pamphlet  Mr.  EoUeston — [Derieive  cheere] 
— ^Yes  ;  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way would  hear  what  he  said  about 
them  by-and-bye.  Mr.  HoUeston,  in  a 
public  pamphlet,  and  he  asked  the  House 
to  listen  to  what  Mr.  HoUeston  said  in 
answer  to  a  Gentleman  who  once  sat 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House, 
used  these  words — 

"  I  have  no  right  to  feel  any  great  astonish- 
ment or  reprobation  at  Mr.  Laing*s  position.  A 
little  more  than  two  ;^ear8  ago,  I  myself,  in  a 
passing  alliisioQ  to  th?  subject,  wrgto  that  Boy- 
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The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  might  cry  ''  Oh,  oh  !  "  till  1 2 
o'clock,  if  he  liked ;  but  he  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell)  said,  bo  far  as  he  was  aware, 
and  he  thought  it  would  trouble  the 
hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  to  find  any 
more 


cotting,  however  illegal  it  might  be,  was  in  manj 
cases  justified  by  the  magnitude  of  the  legalised 
crime  against  which  it  is  directed.  I  wrote  as  I 
have  been  forced  to  see,  with  very  imperfect  in- 
sight into  the  subject.  It  cannot,  howefer,  be 
pleaded  for  Mr.  Laing  that  he  has  as  little.  I  am 
that  sure  he  sees  as  little  as  I  did  then  the  intimate, 
the  necessary  connection  between  Boycotting  and 
violent  crime.  But  by  his  own  account  he  sees 
with  perfect  clearness  what  I  did  not  see,  or  fore- 
see— the  manner  in  which  Boycotting  has  been 
extended  to  punish  not  only  those  who  try  to 
benefit  by  landlord  oppression  at  their  neighbour's 
expense,  but  also  all  who  are  in  any  way  guilty  of 
thinking  or  acting  for  themselves.  A  tenant 
will  be  boycotted  if  he  does  not  join  the  F'lan  of 
Campaign,  if  he  makes  and  pays  his  rent  for  his 
own  farm.  United  Ireland  calls  for  the  Boycot- 
ting of  jurymen  who,  in  cases  of  disagreement, 
desire  to  convict  agrarian  prisoners.  Witnesses 
who  give  evidence  against  agrarian  criminals  are 
Boycotted,  and  not  one  Nationalist  leader  dares  to 
risk  unpopularity  in  the  defence  of  these  innocent 
sufierers.  I  have  known  a  man  ruthlessly  Boy- 
cotted by  a  whole  country  side,  and  his  life  at 
tempted,  simply  for  taking  a  situation  from  which 
a  drunken  and  dishonest  bogranger  was  dis< 
missed,  who  used  to  take  money  from  the  neigh, 
hours  to  let  their  cattle  break  in  upon  his  master's 
land.  The  Coercion  Act  saved  that  man.  He 
stood  to  his  post,  prosecuted  his  enemies  when- 
ever he  could.  At  last  they  got  tired  ot  it,  and 
he  is  now,  I  believe,  rather  a  popular  person  in 
the  neighbourhood.  I  or  any  other  man  would 
ten  times  rather  have  spent  six  months  in  Tulla- 
more  Gaol,  with  or  without  prison  clothes,  than  in 
the  state  of  persecution  in  which  this  man  lived 
for  longer  than  that  time.  And,  measuring  his 
release  against  Mr.  O'Brien's  imprisonment,  lam 
not  prepared  to  call  the  Coercion  Act  a  purely 
oppressive  measure." 

Was  it  because  a  magistrate  here  and 
there  might  have  made  mistakes,  might 
have  erred  in  administering  the  law — was 
it  because  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  with 
his  highly  trained  legal  intellect  could 
find  flaws  in  evidence  and  procedure 
which  were  not  even  visible  to  his  co- 
Judges  in  the  Queen's  Bench,  much  less 
to  the  mind  of  an  ordinary  man — was  it 
because  of  these  things,  that  he  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Eussell),  forsooth,  was  to  be  asked 
to  vote  for  a  Motion  of  Censure  on  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ?  He  should  do 
nothing  of  the  sort.  Now,  as  to  the 
administration  of  the  Crimes  Act. 
What  was  the  contention  of  the  Opposi- 
tion ?  It  was  this — that  some,  at  least,  of 
the  Resident  Magistrates  were  incompe- 
tent. For  the  present  let  that  be  so. 
He  desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  fact,  that  since  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  came  into  Office 
they  had  appointed  but  three  Hesident 
Magistrates.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hbaly  (Long- 
ford, N.) :  Oh,  oh !  Oh,  oh  J !  Oh,  oh ! ! !] 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEAIiY :  I  say  they  have 
appointed  a  dozen. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  was 
perfectly  certain  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  not  be  able  to 
prove  what  he  said.  To  the  best  of  his 
judgment,  and  he  kept  a  pretty  strict  look 
out  on  Irish  politics,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  only  appointed  three 
Resident  Magistrates.  [  Criea  of  *  *  Give 
us  the  names !  "]  He  was  going  to  give 
the  names.  Everyone  of  the  three  was 
a  highly  trained  and  competent  lawyer. 
The  first  was  Mr.  Hodder.  Would 
anyone  deny  Mr.  Hodder's  competency 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  a  magis- 
trate  under  the  Crimes  Act?  Would 
anyone  deny  Mr.  Shannon's  capability  ? 
The  third  was  Mr.  Cecil  Roche.  He 
knew  all  these  gentlemen,  and  what  he 
had  to  say  was  that  they  all  had  very 
respectable  places  at  the  Bar.  [Criea of 
'*  No,  no  !  "J  Oh ;  but  he  had  lived  in 
Ireland  30  years,  and  he  maintained, 
from  his  own  knowledge,  that  these  men 
had  all  respectable  positions  at  the  Irish 
Bar,  and  were  entirely  competent  for 
the  work  they  had  to  do. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal) :  Shan- 
non never  practised  at  the  Bar. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  WeU,  but 
there  were  lawyers  who  had  practised 
that  were  not  worth  much.  Now,  what 
he  maintained  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  had  been 
burdened  with  the  tools  Lord  Spencer 
had  left  behind  him  ;  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  these  gentlemen  on  his 
hands ;  and  the  thing  that  astounded  and 
astonished  him  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell) — he 
could  not  get  over  it — was  that  these  men 
were  entirely  fit  to  administer  the  Crimes 
Act  in  1882.  But,  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  they  had  no  Law  of 
Conspiracy  to  administer.  Yes ;  but  they 
had  a  great  many  things  to  deal  with 
that  wore  not  in  the  present  Crimes  Act. 
He  protested  against  the  persistent  at- 
tacks upon  these  Resident  Magistrates, 
both  from  below  the  Gangway  and 
from  above  the  Gangway.  These  attacks 
were  to    be  expected    from    Memb^x% 
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below  the  GaDgway,  and  no  one  was 
surprised  when   they  came  from    that 
.  quarter ;  but  for  men,  who  had  sat  at 
the  banqueting  table  with  Lord  Spencer 
when  he  bore  testimony  to  the  services 
of  these  very  men,  to  join  in  any  such 
attacks  was  something  little  short  of  a 
scandal.     These  men  were  performing 
difficult  and  dangerous  duties  under  the 
most  trying   and  disadvantageous  cir- 
cumstances, and  it  was  not  censure  but 
high  praise  they  deserved  at  the  hands 
of  this  House.    A  good  deal  had  been 
said  in  the  country  about  the  conduct  of 
Dr.    Webb  and  Mr.   Hickson,  County 
Court  Judges,  in  increasing  sentences 
on  appeal  in  certain  cases  under  the 
Crimes  Act.     A  Keturn  had  been  laid 
on  the  Table  giving  some  information 
upon  the  subject.     He  did  not  care  one 
straw  for  that  Hetum,   or  for  what  it 
might  contain.     What  he  asked  was, 
had  these   County  Court  Judges,   who 
were  not  removablo,  a  legal  right  to  act 
as  they  acted  ?    That  was  the  question 
he  wished  to  put.     The  Court  of  Exche- 
quer, the  favourite  Court  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway,  had  decided 
that  these  men  had  a  legal  right  to  act 
as  they  did  act.     Very  well,  that  being 
so,  he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle,  these 
County  Court  Judges  having  a  legal 
right  to  increase  sentences,  what  right, 
legal  or  otherwise,  had  the  Government 
•  to  interfere  with  them  ?     He  maintained 
that  the  functions  of  the  Courts  of  Law 
in  this  country  through  a  not  inglorious 
past  had  been  to   stand  between   the 
people  and  the  Crown,  and  if  the  Go- 
vernment had   dared  to  interfere  with 
these  County  Court  Judges  he  said  that 
then  the  House  might  have  passed  a 
Vote  of  Censure  upon  the  Government 
for  their  interference.  These  Judges  had 
a  legal  right  to  act  as  they  did,  and  the 
Government  had  no  legal  right,  no  moral 
right  to  interfere,  and  they  would  have 
been  worthy  of  censure  if  they  had  in- 
terfered, and  the  House  had  no  manner 
of  right  to  challenge  the  action  of  the 
Government  for  the  conduct  of  men  with 
whom   they  had  no  business  to  inter- 
fere.      He    should    vote   against    this 
Motion,  because  he  did  not  believe  any 
one  of  its  propositions.      He  honestly 
believed  there  was  more,  and  not  less, 
respect  for  law  since  the  Crimes  Act  was 
enacted  ;    he  believed,  indeed,    that  it 
might  have  still  further  estranged  the 
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minds  of  evil-doers,  but  he  also  believed 
it  had  made  life  possible  and  enjoy- 
able for  many  thousands  of  honest  men. 
He  did  not  believe  it  to  be  injurious  to 
the  common  interests  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  great  function  of  law 
was  that  it  should  be  a  terror  to  evil- 
doers, and  a  protection  to  those  who  did 
well ;  the  law  was  for  the  transgressor, 
not  for  the  righteous.  Addressing  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  Free  Church  of 
Scotland,  the  other  day  the  Moderator  of 
the  Irish  Assembly  assured  his  Scotch 
brethren  that  not  one  of  the  600,000 
Presbyterians  in  Ireland  was  one  whit 
the  worse  for  this  tyrannous  code.  The 
same  thing  could  be  said  for  every  law- 
abiding  citizen  in  Ireland,  and,  after  all, 
they  were  not  in  such  a  wretched 
minority  as  people  thought.  This  law, 
and  the  manly  resolution  which  had 
been  displayed  in  its  enforcement,  had 
affected  all  those — and  he  asked  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  to  this— it 
had  affected  all  those  who  did  not 
pursue  political  ends  by  fair  Consti- 
tutional means,  but  who  resorted  to 
the  compulsion  of  their  neighbours  as  a 
fair  means  of  political  warfare.  It  cer- 
tainly did  interfere  with  them.  Did 
they  doubt  what  he  said,  because,  if  so, 
he  appealed  again  to  a  witness  who  was 
not  on  his  side.  Ho  asked  the  House 
to  listen  to  what  Mr.  Holleston  had  to 
say  upon  the  point — 

<*  And  when  Norah  Fitzmaurice,  on  her  return 
to  Kerrj,  is  fiercely  boycotted,  and  two  of  her 
perttecutors  sent  to  gaol — miscreants  proved  to 
be  guilty  of  something  even  baser  than  murder 
itself — a  Parnellite  Member  gets  up  in  Parlia- 
ment, with  tho  tacit  approval  of  his  Party,  to 
protest  ngaintt  tho  B3vcrity  of  their  sentence.  I 
have  striven  long— perhaps  too  long — to  resist 
tho  evidence  of  for  this  solidarity  of  crime.  I 
can  resist  it  no  longer.  Too  clear  it  is  to  me 
that  approval  or  support  of  the  Irish  National 
League  means  a  consent  to  iniquities  than  which 
the  chronicles  of  tho  world^s  worst  causes, 
bloodier  though  they  sometimes  be,  can  show 
nothing  more  abominably  vile." 

That  was  from  a  man  who  believed  in 
**  Ireland  a  Nation,"  but  who  did  not 
quite  s  e  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  going  to  make  her  one.  So  long  as 
he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Kussell)  had  health  and 
strength  he  should  protest  against  what 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  the  as- 
sassination of  free  political  thought  in 
Ireland.  He  said  to  Irish  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  in  all  candour — 
'^  You  wish  an  Irish  Parliament;  I  do 
not."     But  that  was  neither  here  nor 
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there.  He  agreed  to  fight  it  out,  but 
let  hon.  Members  wage  their  tight  as 
all  honest  political  fights  had  been 
waged  in  the  past.  This  House  was  free^ 
they  could  go  to  the  sovereign  people 
of  this  country ;  they  had  the  people  to 
go  to — {_Cheers^ — and  he  could  go  too. 
Let  them  go  to  that  sovereign  people ; 
let  them  carry  their  plans  if  they  could, 
but  he  protested  against  an  Irish  Par- 
liament being  secured  at  the  expense  of 
character,  at  the  expense  of  the  free- 
dom of  those  who  honestly  differed  from 
them.  It  was  not  thus  that  Irish  pa- 
triots fought  in  the  olden  times ;  at  least 
he  did  not  read  Irish  history  in  any  such 
way.  It  certainly  required  a  great 
stretch  of  imagination  to  picture  Thomas 
Dayis  defending  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  it  was  a  great  demand  on  the  ima- 
gination to  fancy  honest  John  Martin 
claiming  the  right  to  Boycott  his 
neighbour  because  he  did  not  agree 
with  him.  He  conceded  the  right 
of  hon.  Members  to  get  whatever  they 
oould  by  fair  means  in  that  House,  but 
he  denied  their  right  to  punish  people 
who  did  not  agree  with  them,  and  who 
thought  that  hon.  Members,  in  trampling 
down  all  free  thought,  and  in  oolite- 
rating  the  difference  between  right  and 
wrong,  were  the  enemies  and  not  the 
friends  of  Ireland.  He,  for  one,  most 
heartily  rejoiced  that  there  was  an  Act 
of  Parliament  which  declared  in  the 
clearest  terms,  that  if  hon.  Members 
would  do  these  things,  they  should  and 
they  must  take  the  consequences  of 
their  action. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central)  said,  he  thought  he  should  best 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  House  if 
he  confined  himself  mainly  to  one  topic, 
and  dealt  chiefly  with  Mr.  Dillon's  trial 
and  the  Massereene  tenants.  His  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  sat  down,  and  who 
claimed  to  speak  impartially,  evidently 
knew  nothing  at  all  of  the  case  of  the 
tenants  on  that  property.  He  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  was  present  at  the  trial 
of  Mr.  Dillon,  and  he  was  proud  to  stand 
beside  him  on  that  occasion.  It  was 
his  good  fortune  during  the  last  few 
weeks  to  see  much  of  Mr.  Dillon,  and 
the  more  he  had  seen  of  him  the  more 
he  had  been  impressed  by  the  nobility  of 
his  character,  by  his  patrotism,  and  by 
his  deep  human  sympathy.  This  opi- 
nion did  not  materially  differ  from  that 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  who, 


speaking  at  Battersea,  not  long  ago,  said 
that  Mr.  Dillon  was  able  and  eloquent, 
and  of  high  honour  and  character.  Yet 
this  man  of  high  honour  and  character 
was  to  be  sent  to  prison  as  an  ordinary 
criminal  without  trial  by  a  jury.  It 
was  that  of  which  they  complained. 
Being  in  Ireland  he  was  strongly  urged 
by  the  tenants  of  Lord  Massereene' s 
property  to  visit  them.  He  did  so,  and 
heard  their  story  and  also  the  story  of 
Lord  Massereene  from  his  late  and  from 
his  present  agent.  He  also  heard  the 
story  of  the  priest  of  the  district,  and  he 
thought  he  was  now  in  possession  of  tho 
whole  of  the  facts,  which  he  believed 
were  such  as  would  convince  many  hon. 
Members  who  disliked  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  that  there  was  much  to  be 
said  for  the  course  advocated  by  Mr. 
Dillon  in  the  speech  for  which  he  was 
prosecuted.  What  were  the  facts  ?  In 
1886  there  was  a  general  fall  of  prices, 
and  Lord  Massereene's  then  agent,  Mr. 
Wynne,  advised  his  Lordship  that  all 
the  rents  of  the  property  ought  to  be 
reduced,  and  recommended  a  reduction 
of  15  per  cent  in  the  case  of  non-judicial 
rents  and  of  10  per  cent  in  the  case  of 
j  udicial  rents.  He  gave  the  same  advice 
to  other  owners.  Lord  Massereene 
refused  to  make  any  reduction  at  all. 
What  was  more,  he  dismissed  his  agent 
for  his  leniency  to  the  tenants  and  for 
giving  such  advice.  The  tenants  then 
met  in  a  body  and  sent  a  deputation 
to  Lord  Massereene,  who  declined  eTcn 
to  receive  them  or  to  make  any  reduc- 
tion^whatever.  The  tenants  then  entered 
into  the  combination  known  as  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  They  refused  to  pay 
their  rents  unless  abatements  were  con- 
ceded to  them  of  25  per  cent  in  the  case 
of  non-judicial  rents  and  20  per  cent 
in  the  case  of  judicial  rents.  He  had 
often  said  in  public  that  there  were  in 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  features  which  he 
disapproved  and  disliked ;  but  he  had 
also  said  that  the  essence  of  the  Plan 
was  combination,  and  that  combination 
was  necessary  and  important  in  the 
circumstances  which  he  had  described. 
It  was  indeed  the  only  way  in  which 
the  tenants  could  meet  such  men  as 
Lord  Massereene  and  Lord  Clanricarde. 
The  Plan  of  Campaigpi  was  a  desperate 
remedy  for  a  most  desperate  evil.  There 
never  would  have  been  a  Plan  of  Cam* 
paign  if  the  Government  in  1 886  had, 
in  answer  to  the  demand  of  86  out  of 
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101  Irish  Members,  proposed  legislation 
to  deal  with  the  agrarian  crisis,  and 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  would  have  dis- 
appeared last  year,  or  even  this  year,  if 
the  Govemment  had  dealt  with  the 
question  of  arrears  in  response  to  the 
almost  universal  demands  of  the  Irish 
Members.  When  the  tenants  entered 
on  the  Plan  of  Campaign  Lord  Mas- 
sereene  put  his  affairs  into  the  hands 
of  the  firm  of  well-known  Dublin  solici- 
tors, Messrs.  Dudgeon  and  Emerson, 
whose  function  it  was  to  put  down 
oombinatioDs  by  proceeding  in  a  mauner 
which  they  were  familiar  with.  They 
took  law  proceedings  of  the  most  ex- 
pensive character  against  the  tenants 
of  this  property,  and  loaded  them  with 
law  suits  of  every  kind.  It  appeared 
that  about  130  tenants  originally 
adopted  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Out  of 
these  about  38  settled  at  various  times. 
But  these  solicitors  issued  47  writs  of 
summons  in  March  last  year  in'  the  Su- 
perior Courts,  37  in  June,  47  in  Sep- 
tember, and  24  in  April  of  this  year. 
They  instituted  proceedings  in  bank- 
ruptcy in  nine  cases,  and  in  70  cases 
they  issued  ejectments  in  the  County 
Courts.  Besides  that  there  had  been 
numerous  seizures  which  the  firm  had 
carried  out  themselves.  By  proceedings 
of  this  kind  they  harassed  the  tenants 
with  law  costs — in  one  case  where  the 
rent  was  £130  the  costs  of  the  ejectment 
had  amounted  to  £  1 24 .  In  another  case 
of  bankruptcy,  in  which  the  tenant  owed 
£43  rent  and  there  was  only  one  other 
creditor  for  £5,  the  costs  amounted  to 
£120.  Ten  tenants  in  all  were  evicted, 
and  their  farms  were  now  derelict.  In 
one  case  where  there  was  resistance  10 
persons  were  sent  to  prison  under  the 
Coercion  Act  for  various  periods  with 
hard  labour.  More  recently  the  solici- 
torsof  Lord  Massereene had  endeavoured 
to  draw  away  the  people  from  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  by  offering  more  favour- 
able terms  than  before.  In  many  cases 
of  tenants  on  Lord  Massereene' s  property 
the  Land  Commission  had  given  their 
judgment  on  fair  rents  ;  in  other  cases 
the  Land  Commission  had  given  their 
decision  under  the  Act  of  last  year  with 
respect  to  judicial  rents.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Land  Commission  had  made 
very  large  reductions  of  rent  in  many 
cases  to  an  extent  greater  than  was 
originally  asked  for,  the  average  reduc- 
tion being  23    per  cent,   while  under 

Mr,  8haw  Leftvre 


the  Act  of  last  year  the  judicial  rents 
had,  on  an  average,  been  reduced  15 
per  cent.  Under  the  advice  of  his 
present  agents  Lord  Massereene  had 
recently  offered  to  make  his  tenants  the 
same  abatement  of  arrears,  both  in  re- 
spect of  original  and  judicial  rents,  as 
the  Land  Commission  had  given.  There 
could  not  be  a  doubt  that  if  this  offer 
had  been  made  two  years  ago  instead  of 
being  kept  back  to  the  present  time, 
there  would  have  been  no  combination, 
no  ejectments,  and  no  trouble  whatever ; 
but  if  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  not 
existed  he  would  never  have  offered 
these  terms,  and  to  that  extent  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  had  been  successful.  At 
that  moment  there  was  no  longer  any 
difference  between  Lord  Massereene  and 
his  tenants  on  the  subject  of  abatement; 
but  there  still  remained  two  great 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  a  settlement— 
namely,  the  costs  which  had  been  piled 
up  by  Lord  Massereene's  solicitors  and 
the  re-instatement  of  the  evicted  tenants. 
Unless  those  two  questions  could  be 
settled  amicably  between  Lord  Masse- 
reene and  his  tenantry,  there  could  be  no 
peace  on  the  property.  He  had  often 
heard  it  stated  that  there  would  have 
been  a  settlement  upon  the  property  if 
Mr.  Dillon  had  not  gone  down  and  made 
a  speech.  He  ventured  to  say  that  that 
was  not  the  fact,  and  he  could  prove  it  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  House.  The  offer 
to  which  he  had  just  adverted  was  made 
by  Lord  Massereene  through  the  parish 
priest.  Father  Toofe,  who  was  one  of  the 
two  priests  in  the  district  not  favourable 
to  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Father  Toole 
consulted  the  Archbishop  of  Armagh  on 
the  subject,  and  in  reply  his  Grace  sent 
a  letter,  which  presented  the  case  of  the 
tenants  in  as  calm  and  unprejudiced  a 
manner  as  possible,  and  showed  the  real 
difficulties  now  standing  in  the  way  of  a 
settlement.     The  Archbishop  wrote — 

"  I  am  sorry  to  say  I  can  soo  in  the  proposal 
mado  but  very  slight  reasons  to  hope  for  a 
satisfactory  settlement.  It  appears  that  at  this 
stage  of  the  dispute  the  amount  of  reduction  is 
a  secondary  consideration.  The  costs  seem  to 
me  to  he  one  main  obstacle.  From  what  I  have 
heard  1  believe  that  the  tenants,  with  the  best 
will  in  the  world  to  do  so,  would  not  be  able  to 
meet  their  costs  or  anything  approaching  to  the 
amount.  True,  the  solicitors  say  that  their 
costs  have  been  swelled  by  the  useless  defences 
taken  by  the  tenants.  From  the  information  I 
could  gather  I  am  led  to  believe  that  these  costs 
have  been  piled  up  to  such  enormous  figures  by 
vexatious  actions  taken  in  the  Superior  Courts 


1233        Criminal  taw  dni  {ivm  26,  1888]  Prcibedure,  ^e.  Aei,  1887.    1234 

property.  He  met  12  of  the  poorest  of 
the  tenants  on  the  property ,  who  were 
miserahly  poor  people,  all  holding  land 
under  £8  a-year.  They  had  joined  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  two  years  ago,  and 
were  now  three  years  in  arrear.  Only 
two  months  ago  the  Land  Commis- 
sion reduced  their  rents  by  more  than 
the  abatement  they  originally  asked — 
namely,  by  27  per  cent.  Lord  Maese- 
reene's  solicitors  had  offered  to  make 
them  the  same  abatement  for  arrears  as 
the  Land  Commission  had  made  in  re- 
spect for  rent  if  they  would  abandon  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  and  pay  their  rents. 
They  said  they  were  very  well  satisfied 
with  the  terms  offered  them.  To  his  in- 
quiry whether  they  were  going  to  agree 
to  the  terms  they  said — **  No  ;  we  mean 
to  stand  by  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  we 
mean  to  stand  by  the  evicted  tenants." 
He  would  ask  hon.  Members  opposite 
what  advice  he  should  have  given  these 
men.  Should  he  have  told  them  that 
he  disapproved  of  their  conduct  and  re- 
commended  them  to  abandon  the  evicted 
tenants?  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  made  a 
gesture  of  assent.]  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  so,  he  disagreed 
with  him  on  the  point  of  honour.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  did  not  then  know  the 
facts  of  the  case ;  but  with  the  know- 
ledge he  now  had,  he  should  not  hesi- 
tate to  tell  these  tenants  that  they  were 
bound  as  men  of  honour  to  stand  by  the 
evicted  tenants.  He  did  not  know 
whether  that  declaration  would  bring 
him  within  the  Criminal  Law  ;  but  he 
presumed  that,  if  the  law  were  as  laid 
down  by  the  Judges  in  Mr.  Dillon's  case, 
had  he  spoken  in  that  sense,  he  would 
have  brought  himself  within  the  Cri- 
minal Law.  He  was  quite  ready  to  go 
back  to  Ireland  and  make  a  speech  in 
that  sense  to  those  tenants  only  subject 
to  this— that  he  should  be  tried  by  a 
jury.  He  was  convinced  that  no  jury 
in  the  United  Kingdom  would  convict 
him  of  crime  for  giving  advice  of  that 
description.  No  jury  could  have  been 
found  in  Ireland  which  would  have  con- 
victed Mr.  Dillon  of  the  offence  with 
which  he  was  charged.  The  Govern- 
ment had  shown  they  knew  that  by 
the  pains  they  had  taken  to  procure  his 
trial  before  Besident  Magistrates.  That 
showed  that  the  Government  was  per- 
fectly aware  that  they  could  get  no  j  ury 
in  Ireland  to  convict  Mr.  Dillon,  and  it 
would  have  been  equcdly  difficult  in  any 


while  the  decrees  of  a  County  Court  would  have 
aeryed  all  practicable  purposes  equally  well. 
But,  apart  from  the  many  questions,  I  see  in 
the  Bohcitors*  letter  indications  of  an  intention 
which,  if  carried  out,  would  render  an  amicable 
settlement  of  the  dispute,  and  one  that  would 
lead  to  permanent  peace,  impossible — (1)  It 
appears  from  the  letter  that  Lord  Massereene 
wishes  to  deal  with  the  tenants  individually. 
That  means  war,  not  a  peaceable  settlement. 
(2)  It  appears  his  Lordship  intends  to  make 
victims,  and  I  am  very  much  mistaken  if  that 
intention  does  not  shut  the  door  against  all 
amicable  arrangement.  He  may  perhaps  suc- 
ceed in  patching  up  some  kind  of  temporary 
arrangement  on  these  terms ;  but  it  will  leave 
an  amount  of  smouldering  discontent  which  is 
likely  to  break  out  into  a  fresh  flame  of  still 
greater  violence." 

That  letter  very  accurately  described  the 
present  condition  of  things,  and  pointed 
out  very  clearly  the  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  a  settlement.  He  had  since  seen 
Messrs.  Dudgeon  and  Emerson  on  the 
subject,  and  had  done  his  very  utmost 
to  bring  about  a  settlement.     He  im- 

greesed  upon  them  his  belief  that  Lord 
[assereene  must  give  way  on  the  ques- 
tion of  costs  and  the  re-instatement  of 
evicted  tenants,  but  he  was  sorry  to  say 
that  Messrs.  Dudgeon  and  Emerson 
stated  that  Ijord  Massereene  was  in- 
exorable on  the  subject  of  evicted  ten- 
ants. It  was  under  those  circumstances, 
and  knowing  the  facts  he  had  men- 
tioned, that  Mr.  Dillon  made  the  speech 
complained  of.  He  took  it  that  that 
speech  meant  that  the  tenants  should 
stand  by  the  evicted  tenants.  Mr. 
Dillon  considered  that  they  were  bound 
in  honour,  having  entered  into  combina- 
tion, to  stand  by  those  who  had  suffered 
for  their  cause,  and  he  begged  them  not 
to  come  to  an  agreement  unless  they 
could  make  an  agreement  affecting  all 
of  them.  With  that  view  of  the  case  he 
entirely  agreed.  He  believed  that  Mr. 
Dillon  was  acting  rightly  in  giving  that 
advice,  though  he  did  not  undertake  to 
father  all  the  speech  Mr.  Dillon  made. 
It  was  true  there  were  some  expressions 
of  a  rather  doubtful  character,  and  though 
he  would  rather  not  have  used  them  he 
did  not  agree  with  the  interpretation 
that  had  been  placed  on  them  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Substan- 
tially he  agreed  that  after  what  had 
taken  place  the  tenants  on  Lord  Masse- 
reene's  property  were  bound  as  honour- 
able men  not  to  come  to  a  settlement 
unless  it  dealt  with  the  case  of  the 
evicted  tenants.  He  would  illustrate 
this  by  what  occurred  on  his  visit  to  the 
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how  the  GoTemment  ou^rht  to  have 
acted  in  settliog  the  Iriah  Question ;  he 
said  that  if  they  had  consulted  the 
wishes  of  the  Irish  people  there  would 
have  been  no  more  difficulty  at  all.  Wei], 
but  what  part  of  the  Irish  people  did 
he  mean  ?  He  certainly  did  not  mean 
that  part  of  the  Irish  population  which 
he  (Colonel  Saunderson)  had  the  honour 
to  more  or  less  represent.  He  (Oolouel 
Saunderson)  could  quite  conceive  that 
if  they  did  away  with  immunity  from 
crime  they  would  have  no  more  cri- 
minals. There  were  a  section  of  the  Irish 
people  who  held  certain  views  and  who 
had  adopted  certain  courses,  and  he 
could  quite  understand  that  if  their  ad- 
yice  had  been  followed  they  would  haye 
been  perfectly  satisfied,  and  they  would 
not  have  adopted  those  courses  which 
the  Government  and  the  law  in  Ireland 
at  the  present  time  wore  confronting. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
some  very  brave  statements  as  to  his  in- 
tentions. Why  did  he  not  make  those 
speeches  in  Ireland  ?  He  said  he  was 
ready  to  make  them,  but  he  never  did 
make  them  over  in  Ireland.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  really  sympathized 
with  Mr.  Dillon  and  his  views,  why 
did  he  not  get  up  in  Louth,  when  he 
was  over  there,  why  did  he  not  get  up 
at  Woodford,  when  he  was  over  there, 
and  boldly  state  that  he  sympathized 
with  the  Plan  of  Campaign  and  with 
the  resistance  which  a  certain  section  of 
the  Irish  people  were  offering  to  the 
law  of  the  land  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he 
spoke  at  Woodford  in  precisely  the 
same  sense  as  he  had  spoken  in  the 
House  that  night. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  he 
did  not  exactly  know  in  what  sense  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken.  Cer- 
tainly the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
was  ready  to  make  the  same  speech 
in  Ireland,  but  with  a  very  remarkable 
reservation  :  he  must  have  the  choice  of 
a  jury.  He  did  not  fiud  so  much  fault 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  his 
visit  to  Louth  ;  but  he  did  find  great  fault 
with  him,  considering  the  knowledge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  possessed  of 
the  affairs  in  Ireland,  for  his  visit  to 
Woodford.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  perfectly  well,  he  must  have 
known,  from  his  well  known  intelligence, 
the  condition  and  the  character  of  the 
neighbourhood  of  Woodford,  to  which 


other  part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  It 
was  the  province  of  juries  to  temper  the 
Criminal  Law  in  such  cases  as  this,  and 
to  distinguish  between  what  were  poli- 
tical and  what  were  criminal  offences. 
Their  belief  was  that  if  it  were  any 
offence  at  all  it  was  a  political  offence, 
and  a  political  offender  ought  to  have 
been  tried  before  a  jury  and  not  sent  to 
prison  like  an  ordinary  criminal.  One 
main  complaint  they  had  to  make  against 
the  Coercion  Act,  especially  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  DilloD,  was  that  men  who  had 
been  convicted  of  purely  political  offences 
had  been  treated  by  the  Government  as 
ordinary  criminals.  It  was  the  first 
time  in  history  that  a  Government  had 
treated  their  political  opponents  as  ordi- 
nary criminals.  There  was  not  in  the 
history  of  the  country  a  precedent  of 
that  kind.  Many  references  had  been 
made  to  the  Coercion  Act  of  1882,  and  it 
was  said  that  Mr.  Dillon  and  others 
were  sent  to  prison  under  it.  Yes,  but 
they  were  not  treated  as  ordinary  pri- 
soners, but  as  political  prisoners.  If  we 
could  imagine  the  two  great  antagonists 
in  this  case — the  Chief  Secretary  and 
Mr.  Dillon — side  by  side,  and  could  take 
the  verdict  of  the  country  upon  their 
case — if  the  question  could  be  put 
which  of  the  two  was  the  real  patriot 
and  the  benefactor  of  Ireland,  he  ven- 
tured to  think  that  by  a  considerable 
majority  the  verdict  would  be  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Dillon.  The  same  majority, 
however,  would  not  desire  to  treat  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  the  manner  in  which 
he  treated  his  political  opponents;  its 
desire  would  be  that  his  only  punish- 
ment should  be  the  contemplation,  in 
retirement,  of  the  wreck  and  destruction 
of  his  Irish  policy. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  he  thought  he  could  congra- 
tulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  on  taking  a  more  rosy 
view  of  the  opinion  of  the  House  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Morloy).  Apparently,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  of  o^^inion  that  the 
House  would,  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority, approve  of  the  action  of  Mr. 
Dillon  and  disapprove  of  the  action  of 
the  law  and  of  the  Government.  He 
imagined  that  to-morrow  night  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  no  longer 
be  of  that  opinion.  Then  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    informed  the  House 

Jfr.  Shaw  Zefevra 
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lie  went  to  throw  oil  upon  the  fire,  to 
incite  as  far  as  he  could — at  least  that 
was  how  he  read  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speeches — to  incite  the  tenantry 
•to  continue  resistance  to  what  he  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  belieyed  to  be  the  law  of 
•the  land.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  known,  when  he  went  to 
Woodford,  that  in  that  neighbourhood, 
in  the  course  of  seven  years,  nay,  a 
little  OTer  six  years,  there  had  been  1 1 
agrarian  murders,  64  violent  outrages, 
seyen  oases  of  firing  ioto  dwelliogs,  49 
oases  of  threatening  letters,  and  that 
there  were  95  persons  wholly  Boycotted, 
119  persons  partially  Boycotted,  and  31 
-liappy  Irishmen  under  police  protection. 
That  was  what  they  called  in  Ireland  a 
hot  neighbourhood.  Knowing  this 
perfectly  well,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  have  done,  he  went  over 
there  and  backed  up  the  efforts  which 
were  made  by  Irish  agitators  to  hound 
on  this  inflammable  and  criminal  popu- 
lation to  further  resistance  of  the  law. 
He  left  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
judgment  of  every  right-thinking  man 
m  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
country.  He  would  now  proceed  to  say 
a  word  or  two  on  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  had  had  ample 
preparation  for  the  task  he  had  to  per- 
form. Not  only  was  he  a  gentleman 
of  great  talent  and  ability  and  re- 
•  markable  ingenuity  of  intellect,  but  he 
had  also  the  assistance  of  85  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  who  were  as 
sharp  as  needles,  who  read  every  speech 
—especially  his  (Colonel  Saunderson's) — 
who  lost  nothing  that  took  place  at  any 
Petty  Sessions  Court  in  Ireland,  who 
examined  with  the  keenest  interest  all 
the  proceedings  of  the  magistrates  of 
whom  they  were  so  fond ;  and  yet,  with 
all  the  ability  which  undoubtedly  did 
exist  below  the  Gangway,  and  with  his 
own  acumen,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  out  the  very  weakest  case  that 
had  ever  been  presented  to  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  him  to  be  a  just  man 
labouring  under  difficulties  in  hot 
weather.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  say  that  in  1890,  when 
an  appeal  was  made  to  the  country,  the 
result  would  be  the  same  as  in  1880. 
He  was  glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


gave  them  two  more  years  of  life.  He 
thought,  from  the  speeches  he  had 
heard,  and  from  the  articles  he  had  read 
in  newspapers,  that  his  Party  was  on 
the  point  of  disruption,  that  a  General 
Election  was  in  the  immediate  future, 
but  now  they  found  that  they  had  two 
more  years  of  life.  He  ventured  to 
prophecy  that  this  Government  and 
this  Unionist  Party,  with  two  years  of 
life  yet  before  it,  would  have  ample 
time  to  settle  for  many  a  long  year  this 
Irish  Question.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  use  of  one  extraordinary 
argument —  he  attacked  the  Government 
for  locking  up  Mr.  Dillon ;  and  why  ? 
Because  he  said  Mr.  Dillon  was  a  man 
of  vast  power,  ability,  and  popularity. 
Well,  he  never  in  his  life  heard  such  an 
argument  as  that  for  not  looking  up  a 
man  who  broke  the  law.  Was  it  pos- 
sible that  in  the  19th  century — which 
was  supposed  to  be  a  century  of  civili- 
zation— that  because  a  man  had  suc- 
ceeded, no  matter  how,  in  gaining  power 
and  attaining  to  popularity,  which  was 
really  a  very  evanescent  property,  he 
might  with  impunity  defy  the  law  of  the 
land.  Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  have  been  serious  when  he 
made  that  the  ground  of  attack  on  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  shutting 
up  Mr.  Dillon.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  gone  on  to  ask,  how  could  you 
shut  up  a  man  who  is  received  by  de- 
putations and  Boards  of  Guardians,  and 
as  a  culminating  point,  as  a  mark  of 
power  and  popularity,  has  had  the  un- 
precedented honour  of  receiving  an 
address  signed  by  150  Members  of  Par- 
liament. 

An  hon.  Member:  No  Irish  Member 
signed  that. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  he 
was  afraid,  with  all  due  respect  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  below  the  Gangway, 
that  he  must  discount  these  150  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.  Eighty-five  were 
bound  to  sign  when  they  were  told. 
[Cries  of  ''  No,  no  ! »']  Did  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen  deny  that?  Did  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  deny  that  they  had  to  sign 
the  pledge?  [Cries  of  *'No,  no!"] 
Besides,  Mr.  Dillon  did  unquestionably 
represent  the  policy  of  the  Separatist 
Party  ,  and,  therefore,  even  if  no  Irish 
man  signed  the  address,  he  could  quite 
understand  any  Separatist  Member  sign- 
ing it,  because  Mr.  Dillon  was  the  great 
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exponent  of  the  policy  that  the  Separ- 
atist Party  had  adopted.  So  he  did  not 
at  all  wonder  at  the  Address.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  on  to 
say  that  there  had  been  a  great  deal  of 
loose  talk  about  the  Flan  of  Oampaigpd, 
and  had  defended,  so  far  as  he  (Colonel 
Sanderson)  had  understood  him,  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  on  this  ground — he 
said  the  reduction  proposed  by  the  Flan 
of  Campaign  in  many  instances  had  not 
been  so  large  as  the  reductions  granted 
by  the  Land  Court.  Now,  the  objection 
to  the  Flan  of  Campaign  by  himself 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  and  his  Friends  was 
not  that  the  reductions  the  Flan  of 
Campaign  proposed  were  in  excess 
of  tne  reductions  granted  by  the 
Land  Court.  That  was  not  the  ground 
they  had  taken  in  opposing  it ;  cer- 
tainly not.  He  was  not  now  saying 
whether  the  reductions  proposed  by 
the  Flan  of  Campaign  were  greater 
or  whether  they  were  less  than  those 
granted  by  the  Land  Court.  As  he  said, 
those  were  distinctly  not  the  grounds 
upon  which  they  opposed  the  Flan. 
They  opposed  the  Flan  of  Campaign 
because  they  submitted  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country  that  no  organization 
had  a  right  to  forde  upon  them  what 
the  law  did  not  decree.  They  refused 
absolutely  to  be  bound  by  any  organiza- 
tion in  Ireland,  whether  it  called  itself 
the  Flan  of  Campaign  or  whether  it 
called  itself  the  National  League,  and 
that  was  their  objection  to  the  Flan. 
The  Flan  of  Campaign  had  now  been 
declared  to  be  illegal  by  the  Judges  of 
the  land  ;  it  had  even  been  declared  to 
be  immoral  by  the  Fope.  \_Ironical 
eheers,!  Fancy  living  to  see  the  day 
when  non.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way opposite  would  deride  the  Fope  ? 
Why,  ne  ventured  to  say  that  a  very 
short  time  ago,  if  he  had  ventured  to 
laugh  at  the  authority  of  his  Holiness, 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  would 
have  risen  at  once  and  have  said  that  he 
was  insulting  their  religion,  and  now 
they  were  the  first  to  deride  him  when 
he  found  that  their  policy  was  opposed 
to  the  Ten  Commandments.  Those 
were  the  reasons  why  they  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House  had  taken 
objection  to  the  Flan  of  Campaign. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  him 
the  honour  to  quote  a  speech  he  had 
made  at  Ayr,  and  he  was  very  glad  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  so,  be- 

Cohnel  Saundenon 


cause  he  thought  that  was  rather  a  good 
speech.  He  (Colonel  Saunderson)  had 
made  a  statement  in  that  speech  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  men- 
tioned. He  had  not  made  that  state- 
ment in  the  heat  of  the  moment,  because 
he  generally  spoke  with  great  delibera- 
tion. He  had  stated  his  belief  that  the 
settlement  of  this  question  would  never 
ultimately  be  reached  until  they  had 
their  heel  upon  the  necks  of  these 
people,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said — and  he  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
was  sure  that  he  believed  absolutely 
what  he  did  say — that  in  saying  that  he 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  referred  to  the 
Irish  people.  He  had  never  meant  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  He  had  meant  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  oppo- 
site. [An  hon.  Membeb  :  It  is  the  same 
thing.  J  He  had  made  that  statement  in 
answer  to  a  speech  made  by  Mr.  Dillon 
himself.  Mr.  Dillon,  in  a  speech  he 
had  made  in  Dublin,  had  declared  that 
this  was  '^  a  life  and  death  struggle  out 
of  which  only  one  party  would  come 
alive."  Well,  if  anyone  came  alive  out 
of  this  struggle,  he  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
meant  to  be  the  man — that  was,  if  he 
could.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  gone  on  to  attack  the  action  of  the 
police  in  Ireland  in  what  he  had  called 
these  *'  got  up  oases."  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  know  perfectly 
well,  if  he  knew  as  much  about  Ireland 
as  he  ought  to  know,  having  been  Chief 
Secretary  in  that  country,  that  no  man 
could  come  forward  in  Ireland  to  estab- 
lish a  Boycotting  case,  except  at  the 
peril  of  his  life,  and  that  the  only  course 
that  could  have  been  adopted  was  to 
break  up  this  conspiracy  by  the  action 
of  the  police,  and  by  making  those  pro- 
secutions ;  and  whether  the  action  of  the 
Government  had  been  a  success  or  not 
he  left  the  House  to  judge  from  a  tele- 
graphic despatch  which  he  had  just  re- 
ceived to  the  effect  that  Judge  Curran,  in 
addressing  the  Grand  Jury  in  the  County 
of  Kerry — a  county  which,  he  was  sorry 
to  say,  had  had  the  worst  reputation — 
had  said  that — ''Moonlighting  had 
almost  disappeared,  and  Boycotting  was 
a  thing  of  the  past."  Well,  he  must  say 
— and  he  thought  he  spoke  for  every 
hon.  Member  on  that  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House — that  he  hailed  with 
unbounded  satisfaction  the  Motion  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  had  placed  on  the  Faper. 
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He  hailed  it  for  this  reason,  that  this 
debate  would  have  the  effect  of  crystal- 
liziDg  and  putting  into  a  permanent 
shape  the  policy  of  their  opponents. 
He  (Colonel  Saunderson)  had  spoken  a 
good  deal  about  the  country,  sometimes 
with  success  and  sometimes  with  the  re- 
verse ;  but  the  difficulty  he  had  always 
found  was  to  dress  up  and  place  before 
the  people  the  policy  of  their  opponents. 
He  used  the  words  ''dress  up"  advi- 
sedly, because  their  opponents  never 
supplied  them  with  any  clothes  of  their 
own.  Their  policy  changed  from  day  to 
day.  They  were  a  short  time  ago  wild 
about  the  Home  Eule  policy,  but  they 
had  learned  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  that  for  the  time 
being  Hpme  Eule  was  a  thing  of  the 

East,  and  that  a  new  issue  altogether 
ad  been  placed  before  the  country. 
Therefore,  they  had  hitherto  found 
great  difficulty  in  enforcing  upon  the 
people  of  the  country  that  there  were 
two  policies  placed  before  them,  and  that 
they  had  to  choose  between  them.  He 
thought  this  debate  would  make  the 
issue  clear  and  distinct.  [Cheers  and 
Laughter,']  He  was  extremely  glad  that 
he  had  at  last  said  something  with 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  could 
agree.  [An  hon.  Member:  You  are 
always  funny.]  He  and  his  Friends 
differed  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
on  the  proper  understanding  of  funda- 
mental principles.  They  differed  alto- 
gether as  to  what  the  word  ** liberty" 
meant.  [^Cheers/j  Yes,  absolutely,  he 
admitted  that.  H!e  admitted  that  he  held 
old-fashioned  views.  He  believed  that 
''liberty"  meant  what  he  always  un- 
derstood it  to  mean — what  the  Liberal 
Party  as  well  as  the  Oonservative  Party 
in  former  times  held  it  to  mean — 
namely,  that  it  was  the  right  of  every 
man  in  this  country  to  do  what  he 
pleased  within  the  boundary  of  the  law, 
and  that  to  allow  a  man  to  do  what 
he  pleased  outside  the  boundary  of  the 
law  was  not  '*  libertv,"  but  license. 
Now  the  Separatist  Party  held  entirely 
different  views  as  to  what  liberty  meant. 
So  far  as  he  understood  them,  liberty, 
in  their  minds,  meant  that  a  man  might 
do  what  he  pleased  even  outside  the 
boundary  of  the  law  so  long  as  he  hap- 
pened to  be  either  a  Nationalist  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  or  a  Member  of  the 
National  League.    He  (Colonel  Saun- 


derson) could  not  conceive  that  that 
definition  of  the  word  **  liberty  "  would 
find  permanent  access  to  the  minds  of 
the  English  people.  Then  they  dis- 
agreed altogether  as  to  the  meaning  of 
"legal  obligation."  He  and  his  Friends 
had  always  understood  that  "legal  obli- 
gation "  meant  the  obligation  of  every 
citizen  of  this  country,  or  indeed  any 
other  civilized  country,  to  obey  the  law 
until  that  law  was  changed.  But  ac- 
cording to  the  definition  of  "  legal  obli- 
gation," which  they  had  learned,  espe- 
cially from  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
if  a  law  was  a  bad  law  its  badness 
was  to  be  decided,  not  by  the  House, 
but  by  the  various  persons  in  the  coun- 
try with  whom  the  law  interfered,  and 
they  were  perfectly  justified  in  breaking 
it  and  setting  it  at  defiance.  Crime  was 
to  be  punished  with  the  utmost  severity 
—even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  would  agree  with  that — so  long 
as  it  was  free  from  the  garments  of  Irish 
Nationality;  that  was  to  say,  so  long  as 
it  was  invisible.  If  they  could  only  dress 
up  crime,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Irish 
Nationalists  or  Land  Leaguer  it  was  to 
be  altogether  above  the  law  of  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  spoke  of  the  Na- 
tional League  as  a  perfectly  legal  com- 
bination. How  could  any  man,  how 
could  any  Member  of  the  House  who 
had  held  the  position  of  responsibility 
which  had  been  held  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  hold  for  a  moment  and 
have,  he  might  say,  the  audacity  to 
state  before  an  intelligent  audience,  that 
this  National  League  was  a  perfectly 
legal  combination  in  face  of  the  fact 
that  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed  by  the 
British  Parliament  had  declared  it  to  be 
illegal.  The  National  League  had  been 
proclaimed,  and  in  many  parts  of  Ire- 
land it  had  been  suppressed,  and  yet 
they  found  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  defending  the 
action  of  Mr.  Dillon  and  other  Members 
of  the  Party  below  the  Gangway  who, 
when  they  got  down  to  parts  of  Ireland 
where  the  Land  League  had  been  sup- 
pressed and  made  speeches  there,  advo- 
cated their  action  and  said  that  the 
combination  was  a  perfectly  legal  one. 
Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby,  he  must  say, 
adopted  methods  in  his  attack  upon  the 
Government  without  parallel  in  the  his* 
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tory  of  Parliamentary  warfare.     What 
did   the  right   hon.   Gentleman   say — 
what  did  he  say  the  other  day  at  Stock- 
port ?     Why,  he  informed  his  audience 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  in  imprisoning  Mr. 
Dillon  was  doing  it  simply  out  of  spite 
to  revenge  himself  for  the  blow  Mr. 
Dillon  gave  him  at  Ayr.     [CA^^r*.]    He 
could  quite  understand  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  cheering 
that.     That  was  also  their  opinion ;  but 
he  ventured  to  say  that  no  statesman  in 
this  country  had  ever  yet  adopted  so 
mean  a  method  in  trying  to  injure  a 
political    opponent.     It    was    not    his 
(Colonel     Saunderson's)     right     hon. 
Friend  who  had  caused  the  imprison- 
ment of  Mr.  Dillon ;  it  was  caused  by 
Mr.  Dillon  himself ;  it  was  owing  to  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Dillon  had  chosen  to  state 
it  as  his  deliberate  intention  to  go  on  de- 
fying and  breaking  the  laws  which  this 
Parliament  had  passed.  He  would  say  this 
for  Mr.  Dillon,  that  he  was  above-board 
in  his  statements.   He  had  some  respect 
for  an  enemy  who  openly  stated  what 
his  intention  was  and  carried  it  out,  and 
he  would  say  this  for  Mr.  Dillon,  that  he 
had  been  very  clear  and  distinct  as  to 
what  his  intentions  were — namely,  to 
defy  the  Government  and  to  defy  this 
Coercion  Act    which    Parliament    had 
passed.     It  was  because  Mr.  Dillon  had 
thus  deliberately  violated  the  law  of  the 
land,  and  not  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  any  spite  against  him,  that 
Mr.  Dillon  now  found  himself  in  an 
Irish  gaol.     But  these  were  not  always 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the    Member    for    Derby    about    Mr. 
Dillon  and  about  the  organization  of 
which  he  was  one  of  the  chiefs.     He 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  did  not  like  to 
weary    the    House    with    quotations. 
[CriM  o/**  Go  on  !*'J    He  meant  to  go 
on,  for  it  would  be  a  pity  to  lose  any 
of    the    refreshing    eloquence    of    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.     He  had  taken 
some    trouble    with    the    speeches    of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for   Derby   and    the  right  hon.    Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
He  had  arranged  them  in  years — he 
kept  them  in  bins,  like  port  wine.     He 
had  them  in  various  vintages  which  he 
occasionally,  as  circumstances  required, 
decanted,  and  he  had  tried  to  discover, 
but  had  absolutely  failed  in  discovering, 

Colonel  Saunderson 


how  it  was  that  Gentlemen  who  liked 
the  vintage  of  1881  and  1882  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  could  swallow  and  digest  and 
smack  their  lips  over  the  vintage  of 
1888.  He  would  ask  the  House  to  listen 
for  one  moment  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  said 
about  Mr.  Dillon  and  his  organization 
in  this  House  in  1881.     He  said — 

"  We  have  heard  the  doctrine  of  the  Land 
League  explained  by  a  man  who  has  authority 
to  explain  it," 

that  was  to  say,  Mr.  Dillon — 

"and  to-morrow  every  subject  of  the  Queen 
will  know  that  the  doctrine  so  explained  is  a 
doctrine  of  treason  and  assassination.  To- 
morrow the  civilized  world  will  pronounce  its 
judgment  on  this  vile  conspiracy.*' 

That  was  the  vintage  of  1881,  and  now 
he  (Colonel  Saunderson)  would  pour  out 
a  little  of  the  1888  vintage.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  To-morrow  the  Government  were  going  to 
send  to  prison  Mr.  John  Dillon,  a  man  who  had 
done  more  to  defend  the  poor  and  the  oppressed 
in  Ireland  than  any  other  man." 

Here  they  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
standing  up  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, a  man,  according  to  the  best  au- 
thority, in  whose  veins  coursed  the  blood 
of  the  Plantagenets,  deliberately  adopt- 
ing as  the  policy  of  his  Party  the  doc- 
trines of  treason  and  assassination.  He 
could  understand  any  man  changing  his 
mind.  It  was  done  every  day.  They 
had  a  right  to  change  their  minds  as 
often  as  they  liked ;  but  he  maintained 
that  they  had  no  right  whatever  to  ex- 
pect others  to  follow  them  in  that  change 
unless  they  gave  a  logical  account  of 
how  that  change  had  taken  place ;  and 
never  yet  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
either  in  the  House  or  at  any  of  the 
many  meetings  which  he  had  addressed 
from  time  to  time,  stated  he  had  altered 
in  one  iota  the  view  he  had  entertained 
of  the  organization  he  now  employs  as 
one  of  the  chief  engines  of  his  policy. 
He  was  glad  that  Mr.  Dillon  was  the 
main  subject  of  this  debate,  and  that  it 
was  his  imprisonment  which  had  called 
forth  this  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, because  Mr.  Dillon  was  the  chief 
exponent,  the  principal  embodiment, 
and  the  very  life-blood  of  the  National 
League.  They  could  not  disassociate 
Mr.  Dillon's  speech  at  Louth  from  the 
speeches  which  he  had  made  at  other 
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places.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  said  he  thought 
that  probably  Mr.  Dillon  regretted,  or 
might  regpret,  the  words  he  had  recently 
used  in  Ireland.  He  could  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was  mistaken 
in  this  belief.  The  reason  he  said  so 
was,  that  he  happened  to  hold  in  his 
hand  three  separate  speeches  delivered 
by  Mr.  Dillon,  in  which  he  iterated  and 
re-iterated  the  same  sentiments.  He 
maintained  that  it  was  against  men  of 
this  kind  that  the  Crimes  Act  had  been 
directed,  and  ought  to  be  directed,  if 
Ireland  was  to  become  a  civilized  coun- 
try, and  was  not  to  be  handed  over  to  a 
criminal  agitation  which  was  sapping  its 
very  life-blood.  What  did  Mr.  Dillon 
say  at  the  Botunda  last  year,  in  speak- 
ing of  the  action  he  intended  to  employ  ? 
He  said — 

<*  If  there  is  a  man  in  Ireland  base  enongh 
to  back  down  and  turn  his  back  on  the  fight 
now  coercion  is  passed,  I  pledge  myself  in  the 
face  of  this  meeting  that  I  will  denounce  him 
from  public  platforms  by  name,  and  I  pledge 
myself  to  the  Government  that,  let  that  man  be 
who  he  may,  his  life  will  not  be  a  happy  one  in 
Ireland  or  across  the  seas.  I  know  perfectly 
well  what  I  mean,  and  you  know  what  I  mean." 

He  should  rather  think  they  did. 
Making  a  man's  life  not  a  happy  one  in 
Ireland  had  already  been  exemplified  by 
the  case  of  Fitzmaurice,  and  now  by  the 
case  of  his  daughter,  and  by  hundreds 
of  others  who  had  been  persecuted  and 
tormented  by  the  Defarious  organization 
which  it  was  the  bounden  duty  and 
which  he  believed  it  would  be  the  ulti- 
mate honour  of  this  Government  to  des- 
troy. But  immediately  afterwards,  in 
the  following  month,  Mr.  Dillon  went 
down  to  Limerick,  and,  showing  how 
this  subject  dwelt  in  his  mind,  said — 

"  I  say  that  the  man  who  stands  aside  in  such 
circumstEinces  is  a  dastard  and  a  coward,  and 
he  and  his  children  after  him  will  be  remem- 
bered in  the  days  that  are  near  at  hand  when 
Ireland  will  be  a  free  nation." 

What  a  happy  country  Ireland  would 
be  when  she  was  a  free  nation,  when  a 
man,  because  he  dared  to  follow  his 
own  wishes  and  opinions,  was  denomi- 
nated as  a  dastard  and  a  coward,  and  was 
held  up  to  public  execration  and  was 
hounded  on  to  death  and  destruction. 
But  he  found  that  the  same  idea  rankled 
in  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
in  a  speech  which  he  made  in  Kildare 
on  th&  28th  May  last,  it  appeared  that 
bo  held  thQ  same  opinions.  This  system 


of  intimidation  had  always  been,  and 
would  always  be,  the  backbone  of  the 
policy  of  the  National  League. 

*'  Do  we  not  know  perfectly  well  ?  "  said  the 
hon.  Member,  *'that  we  tried  every  means. 
Those  who  went  before  us  tried  good  means 
and  they  tried  bad  means,  a  good  many  of 
them,  and  they  did  not  succeed ;  and  there  never 
was  the  slightest  bit  of  success  until  we  hit 
upon  the  dodge  of  making  it  hot  for  the  man 
who  took  his  neighbour's  land." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  need  not  therefore  believe 
for  a  moment  that  the  words  that  he 
had  condemned  were  words  that  had 
sprung  unbidden  to  the  lips  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo.  They  were  the 
words  which  accurately  described  now 
as  they  had  described  all  along  the  only 
means  by  which  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  and  the  organization  which 
they  led  had  carried  on  their  work  in  Ire- 
land. Then  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  went  down  to  Louth.  In  one 
instance,  which  he  should  quote  to  the 
House,  they  would  find  that  this  prin- 
ciple of  intimidation  dogged  the  steps, 
or  did  dog  the  steps,  of  Mr.  Dillon  until 
he  was  put  out  of  the  way.  This  was  a 
case  that  occurred  on  the  estate  of  Lord 
Massereene.  Within  the  last  few  days 
a  tenant  on  the  estate  at  Oullen,  who 
had  permitted  the  time  for  the  redemp- 
tion to  expire,  paid  his  rent  and  was 
restored  to  his  holding,  the  sum  of  £12 
being  accepted  to  cover  outlay  in  the 
action.  Matthews's  rent  was  paid  by  his 
son,  James  Matthews,  vice-president  of 
the  local  branch  of  the  National  League. 
On  being  questioned  by  the  agent,  he 
said  his  father  had  paid  one  year's  rent 
into  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  He  was 
asked  to  whom  he  paid  it,  and  he  re- 
plied that  he  did  not  know,  as  his  rent 
was  paid  through  a  window  in  a  place 
in  Oullen,  and  his  father  could  not  see 
to  whom  he  paid  it.  On  being  interro- 
gated as  to  whether  he  got  a  receipt,  he 
said  that  he  did,  but  there  was  no  name 
to  it.  That  was  a  Land  League  receipt. 
It  merely  said  that  the  sum  was  sub- 
scribed to  the  Flan  of  Campaira. 
Matthews  was  accompanied  by  another 
tenant  on  the  same  estate,  named  Gal- 
lagher, who  had  been  served  with  a 
civil  bill  process  to  appear  for  judg- 
ment at  the  Drogheda  Quarter  Sessions 
last  Monday.  Gallagher  also  paid  his 
rent.  The  movements  of  these  two  men 
were  watched,  and  they  were  summoned 
to  appear  before  the  local  branch  of  the 
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National  League  on  Sunday,  June  10. 
Gallagher  denied  and  Matthews  ad- 
mitted the  payment  of  the  rent.  The 
ohairman  then  said  ''  You  are  a  second 
James  Oarey  " — a  man  whose  fate  the 
House  was  no  doubt  well  acquainted 
with.  That  was  the  way  a  man's  life 
was  made  uncomfortable  for  him  '*  even 
beyond  the  sea."  Would  this  House, 
would  this  country,  when  they  under- 
stood the  real  issue  before  them  and 
the  nature  of  this  organization,  con- 
demn the  Government  because  they 
endeavoured  to  secure  for  poor  men 
like  Gallagher  and  Matthews  that  they 
might  live  in  Ireland  without  the  danger 
of  meeting  with  the  same  fate  as  James 
Oarey  ?  He  did  not  believe  the  country 
would.  But  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  was  not  alone  in  his  determina- 
tion to  hound  to  death,  if  possible,  a 
man  who  might  disobey  the  decrees  of 
the  organization.  He  saw  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  in  his  place,  and  that  hon. 
Member  had  made  a  speech  in  which  he 
spoke  of  the  classes  he  meant  to  destroy 
in  Ireland.  On  the  29th  May  the  hon. 
Member  said — 

*'  It  is  now  or  never,  now  and  for  ever  that 
we  are  called  upon  to  make  a  stand  for  the 
liberties  of  oar  citizens  and  for  the  undying 
cause  of  Ireland.  We  will  obey  Home  to  the 
death  in  religious  matterR,  but  we  will  not 
obey  Home  in  politics.  We  will  stick  to  the 
Flui  of  Campaign  until  some  more  effectual 
plan  makes  its  appearance ;  we  will  stick  to 
Boycotting,  and  we  will  continue  to  regard 
every  land-grabber  and  every  exterminator  as 
a  public  pest  and  a  public  enemy,  more  dan- 
gerous to  society  than  a  leper." 

That  was  to  say,  if  any  unfortunate 
Irishman  happened  to  "  back  down,"  or 
to  resist  the  policy  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork,  he  was  to  be  treated 
as  a  pest  and  a  leper.  Would  the  coun- 
try venture  to  sanction  such  a  policy  as 
that  ?  The  more  these  things  rang  in 
the  ears  of  the  people  of  England  the 
more  they  would  find  them  rallying  to 
the  support  of  a  Government  whose 
object  it  was  to  render  such  things  in 
Ireland  impossible.  There  was  recently 
a  banquet  at  which  were  gentlemen  who 
had  earned  the  approval  of  their  coun- 
trymen by  breaking  the  law,  and  being, 
in  coDsequence,  imprisoned ;  and  at  this 
banquet  the  policy  of  the  separatists 
was  clearly  defined.  If  he  wanted  to 
know  what  was  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposi- 
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tion  Benches,  he  should  not  apply  for 

information  to  them,  but  to  those  who 

dictated  the  policy.     The  hon.  Member 

for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  made  a 

speech   of  his  usual  eloquence  at  the 

banquet.      He    said,    speaking  of  the 

Separatist  Party — 

'*They  had  won  the  extended  franchise  for 
Ireland,  by  the  use  of  which  they  had  attached 
to  the  Irish  cause  the  Liberal  Party.  It  was 
not,  it  appeared,  because  the  Irish  cause  was 
just,  but  because  the  extended  franchise  had 
enabled  the  Irish  Party  to  return  85  Members 
that  the  Liberal  Party  had  adopted  that  cause." 

And  then  the  hon.  Gentleman  went  on 
to  say — 

'*  That  they  had  secured  for  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  that  great  change  in  the  position  of  the 
main  body  of  the  Irish  people  by  which  they 
were  converted  from  tenants  at  will  into  legal 
joint  owners  of  the  soil." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  continued  to  say — 

*'  Such  a  vast  change  had  never  before  been 
achieved  in  the  history  of  the  world  in  so  short 
a  time,  except  by  means  of  an  armed  revolu« 
tion.  " 

And  yet  hon.  Members  would  go  about 
the  country,  and  perhaps  to  the  Isle  of 
Thanet,  and  tell  the  electors  that  they 
were  defending  the  cause  of  the  op- 
pressed  tenants  in  Ireland,  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  had  had  gifts 
conferred  upon  them  unparalleled  in 
any  country  in  the  world.  To  adopt 
the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  of  former 
years,  the  Government  were  not  fighting 
against  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  they 
were  fighting  to  deliver  them  from  a 
tyrannical  yoke.  This  was  the  task 
which  they  had  taken  in  hand,  and  in 
which  they  believed  they  would  ulti- 
mately succeed.  At  the  banquet  in 
question  many  statements  were  made; 
but  there  was  one  very  signal  omission, 
the  health  of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen 
was  not  drunk,  and  the  toast  of  the 
evening  was  ''Ireland  a  nation."  In 
the  many  speeches  which  had  been  de- 
livered by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
they  had  heard  no  word  of  ''  Ireland  a 
nation.''  He  should  like  to  hear  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  get  up  and 
state  that  *' Ireland  a  nation"  was 
the  policy  for  which  they  were  fight- 
ing. But  ''  Ireland  taking  her  place 
among  the  nations  of  the  world,  free 
from  outside  control,"  was  the  sen- 
timent of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork 
a  few  years  ago.  That  policy  had 
been  continuously  carried  on,  and  the 
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words,  if  they  meant  anything,  meant 
the  disruption  of  the  Empire.  He 
could  not  feel  a  doubt  for  a  moment 
that,  though  the  Government  might  lose 
bye-eleotions  on  false  issues,  when  the 
people  of  the  country  were  brought  face 
to  face  with  the  reality  of  the  policy 
presented  by  the  Opposition,  they  would 
not  hestitate  to  decide  in  1890,  or  when- 
ever a  General  Election  took  place,  that 
the  policy  of  the  Unionist  Party  was  the 
one  which  they  should  adopt.  It  was 
his  wish  that  that  policy  should  succeed, 
because  he  trusted  to  the  respect  for  the 
law  which  existed  in  this  country.  This 
he  believed  to  be  the  backbone  of  the 
country,  because  upon  it  were  founded 
its  greatness,  itd  freedom,  and  its  pros- 
perity ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  when 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  con- 
fronted the  people,  they  would  find  at 
the  end  of  their  path — which  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  believed  to  be  a  path  of 
shame  and  dishonour — the  condemnation 
of  the  British  people. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjoumod," — {Mr, 
William  O^Brien,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 
ORDERS    OF   TEE  DAT. 


WAYS  AND    MEANS.-COMMITTEE. 

Ways  and  MjiULsa-- considered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That,  towards  making  good  the  Sapply 
granted  to  Ber  Majesty  for  the  service  of  the 
year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1889,  the 
sum  of  £2,366,400,  be  granted  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom.*' — (Mr. 
Jackson.) 

Mb.  T.  M,  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  it  was  somewhat  remarkable  that 
at  such  an  hour  the  Government  should 
attempt  to  press  Business  of  that  nature 
without  any  kind  of  explanation.  Still, 
perhaps  there  would  be  no  objection  to 
the  Vote  being  taken,  if  it  was  known 
what  the  Government  proposed  to  do 
with  the  other  Business  down  on  the 
Paper,  in  the  short  time  that  still 
remained. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  only  asked  the  Committee  to  take  the 
Resolution  in  regard  to  two  Votes  for 
the  Army  and  Navy  which  were  taken 

YOIi.  CCCXXVn.    [third  series.] 


the  other  night,  and  as  to  which  there 
was  general  consent,  thatthere  should  be 
no  opposition.  He  deferred  those  Votes 
upon  which  it  was  agreed  opportunity 
should  be  given  for  discussion.  The 
money  was  urgently  required,  and  he 
hoped  no  objection  would  be  now 
raised 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said,  he 
must  move  to  report  Progress,  as  a  pro- 
test against  what  was  growing  to  be  a 
systematic  practice  of  taking  important 
Business  at  such  an  hour. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'  *  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Dr. 
Tanner,) 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  trusted  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  insist  on  that  Motion 
against  what  had  always  been  regarded 
as  purely  formal  Business,  and  which 
was  in  fulfilment  of  obligations  already 
entered  into  by  the  House.  No  new 
Vote  was  asked  for;  this  was  merely 
following  the  formal  procedure  with 
which  all  Members  of  experience  were 
familiar,  and  which  required  the  con- 
firmation in  Ways  and  Means  of  a  Vote 
agpreed  to  in  Committee.  There  really 
could  be  no  reason  or  motive  for  opposi- 
tion to  a  stage  always  agreed  to  as  a 
matter  of  course. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  would  not  Members  have  been 
entitled  to  move  Motions  on  the  Question 
of  the  Speaker  leaving  the  Chair  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  replied  in  the 
negative. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  an  explicit  answer, 
and  shown  that  he  was  merely  conform- 
ing to  the  Rules  of  the  House,  his  hon. 
Friend  would  do  well  not  to  press  his 
Motion.  It  was  agreed  that  one  Vote 
for  the  Army  and  Navy  should  be  taken, 
and  no  advantage  was  being  taken  by 
the  Government ;  and  his  hon.  Friend, 
with  his  usual  generosity,  would  surely 
not  persist.  If  he  did,  his  Friends 
would  be  under  the  necessity  of  voting 
against  him;  and,  after  that,  they  might 
**  expect  the  deluge." 

Dr.  tanner  said,  he  would  not 
have  attempted  to  oppose,  were  it  not 
that  the  Government  were  ready  on 
every  possible  occasion,  no  matter  what 
the  hour,  to  try  and  obtain  Vote?  for 
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large  sums  of  money  without  any  dis- 
cussion. But  there  ought  to  be  discus- 
sion ;  the  country  ou^t  to  know  what 
the  money  was  for.  The  other  night, 
when  another  Vote  came  under  discus- 
sion      

Mr.  CONTBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  said,  he  was  sorry  to  interrupt 
his  hon.  Friend,  but  he  begged  to  be 
allowed  to  claim  to  move,  ''  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  CH  airman  withheld  his  assent, 
and  declined  then  to  put  that  Question. 

Db.  TANNEE  proceeded :  If  he  quite 
understood  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  follow  uie  bad  precedent 
which  had  had  its  effect  on  the  present 
occasion,  of  applying  the  Closure,  and 
checking  discussion  when  a  Money  Vote 
was  asked  for— if  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  would  amend  his  ways  in  the  future, 
and  appreciate  these  remarks,  he  (Dr. 
Tanner)  would  show  himself  amenable 
to  reason,  and  withdraw  the  Motion.  He 
did  so,  however,  on  the  distinct  under- 
standing that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  behave  himself  well  in  the 
future. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum, 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  felt  he  owed  a 
word  of  apology  to  his  hon.  Friend  for 
hisj  impatient  interruption,  and  recog- 
nised the  impartiality  of  the  Chairman. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agned  to. 

Betohed,  That,  towards  making  g^ood  the 
Sapply  granted  to  Her  Migesty  for  the  service 
of  the  Tear  ending  on  the  diet  day  of  March 
1889,  the  sum  of  £2,366,400,  he  granted  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fand  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wed- 
ne%day, 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 

Besolutions  [21st  June]  reported. 

First  Besolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  First  Besolution." 

Mr.  CONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  there  were  several  things 
in  connection  with  the  Vote  upon  which 
both  himself  and  other  Memoers  were 
desirous  of  addressing  the  House. 

The  8ECBETABY  to  the  TBEA- 
8UBY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
it  only  related  to  the  two  Votes  he  had 
referred  to. 

J)r,  Tanner 


Mb.  CONYBEABE  maintained  his 
objection. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

BAIL  (SCOTLAND)  BILL.— [Bill  286.] 

[The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Mr. 

Solicitor  Oeturalfor  Scotland,) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  Consideration  read. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  if,  under  the  temporary  suspen- 
sion of  the  Midnight  Bule,  it  was  in- 
tended to  take  any  of  these  Bills  ? 

The  SECBETABY  to  the  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
it  was  not  intended  to  do  so. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred 
till  To-morrow. 

waltham  abbey  gunpowder  fac- 
tory BILL.— [Bill  273.] 
{Mr.  Brodrick,  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope.) 

SECOND  KEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  FINANCLiL  SECBETABY, 
WAB  DEPABTMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  said,  if  the  House 
would  agree  to  take  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill,  he  would  then  propose  its 
reference  to  a  Select  Committee.  It  was 
to  the  interest  of  the  public  as  well  as 
of  the  War  Department  that  the  ques- 
tion should  be  settled. 

Dr.  TANNEB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  ob- 
jected. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

CORONERS'  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

(Mr.  Wootton  haaceon,  Mr.  Oourley,  Mr. 

Ambroee,  Colonel  Hughee.) 

[bill  178.]    SEOoio)  READnra. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  wootton  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  said,  he  was  quite 
willing  to  agree  that  the  Bill  should  not 
apply  to  Ireland ;  hut  in  England  the 
Bill  was  much  needed. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  would  advise  the  hon.  Member 
to  moTO  the  discharge  of  the  Bill,  and 
bring  in  an  amended  Bill ;  he  would  be 
in  exactly  the  same  position. 

Second  Beading  deferred  i\\\  To-morrow. 
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LEGAL  BUSINESS   OF   THE   GOVERN- 
MENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<<  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House  Copy 
of  the  Report  of  the  Committee  appointed  by 
the  Treasury  to  inquire  into  the  system  of  con- 
ducting the  Legal  Business  of  the  Ghoyemment." 
— (Mr,  Jaekton.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  must  object  to  this,  unless  the 
Irish  information  were  included.  Surely 
it  was  very  important  to  Irish  Members. 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  rather 
misunderstood  the  Motion.  This  was  a 
Departmental  Inquiry  held  into  the  Legal 
Department  of  the  Treasury.  The  Oom- 
mittee,  after  holding  many  meetings, 
had  made  their  Report,  and  it  was 
thought  desirable  that  this  Report 
should  be  laid  on  the  Table,  so  that 
hon.  Members  interested  might  see  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No.  239.] 

BUILDINGS   (metropolis)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Whitmore,  Bill  to  restrict 
the  height  of  Buildings  in  the  Metropolis, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Whitmore, 
Mr.  Tatton  Egerton,  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick, 
Mr.  Lawson,  and  Mr.  Forrest  Fulton. 
BiU pretenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  305.] 

INTOXIOATINa     LIQUORS    (N£W     LICENOES) 

BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Sir  William  Honldsworth,  Bill 
to  suspend  the  grant  of  new  Licences  for  the 
sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  William  Houldsworth,  Mr. 
W.  F.  Lawrence,  Oolonel  Bridgeman,  Mr.  Hob- 
house,  and  Mr.  Samuel  Smith. 
BiUpretrnttdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  306.] 

PERFETUITT  LEASES   (iRELIVD)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU,  Bill  to 
enable  the  Lessees  of  Perpetuity  and  other- 
Leases  excluding  from  "  The  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1887,"  to  purchase  the  interests  in 
their  holdings,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Lea,  and  Mr.  W.  P. 
Sinclair. 
BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  307.] 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(i&.  Jaokeon,) 


Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Jackson),  in  the 
ahsence  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  whether  the  Froinsional  Order 
(No.  2)  Bill,  set  down  for  Wednesday, 
would  really  be  taken  on  that  day  ?  It 
had  been  postponed  from  day  to  day, 
in  consequence  primarily  of  the  contro- 
versy that  had  arisen  in  reference  to 
to  Salvation  Army  processions  at  Tor- 
quay. In  that  question  he  did  not 
profess  to  take  any  interest;  but,  un- 
fortunately for  him,  Tralee  was  mixed 
up  in  the  same  Bill  with  Torquay.  He 
suggested  that,  instead  of  taking  the 
Bill  on  Wednesday,  the  interval  before 
Public  Business  on  an  ordinary  Sitting 
should  be  utilized,  and  all  temptation 
to  Members  to  protract  discussion  to  the 
disadvantage  of  the  next  Business  of 
the  day  would  be  avoided.  The  ques- 
tion he  had  to  raise  concerned  an  expen- 
diture of  £5,000  at  Tralee,  and  he  was 
anxious  to  hear  what  objection  there 
could  be  to  giving  traders  of  the  town 
a  seat  on  the  Harbour  Board.  But  he 
only  desired  now  to  know  if  the  Bill 
would  really  be  brought  on  on  Wednes- 
day, or  perhaps  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  would  give  an  answer  at  the 
next  Sitting  of  the  House  ? 

Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  was  unable  to  give  the  hon.  Member 
the  information ;  but  he  would  answer 
the  question  later. 

Mb.  OONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  the  interest  of  Torquay  in 
the  Bill  was  great,  if  it  could  not  vie 
with  Tralee,  and  he  had  reason  to 
believe  that  there  would  be  long  dis- 
cussion on  the  Bill,  87  Amendments 
having  been  given  Notice  of.  Possibly 
much  of  the  discussion  might  be  avoided 
by  another  postponement. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 

Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE      OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  26th  June,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— ^»r#^  Reading^ 
Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment *  (178) ;  High  Goarts  in  IndU  •  (184). 
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Seeond  Reading— ^xxSn^gtjiE^  Nomination  (176)  ; 
Gompaniea  Clauses  Consolidation  Act  (1845) 
Amendment  (1 70) ;  Distress  for  Rent  (Dub- 
lin) (171). 

Committee — Factory  and  Workshops  Act  (1878) 
Amendment  (Scotland)  (76). 

Provisional  Order  Bills — Firtt  Reading  — 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ire- 
land)* (179);  Gas  (No.  !)♦  (180);  Local 
Government  (No.  6)*  (181);  Local  Govern- 
ment (No.  9)  *  (182) ;  Local  Government 
(No.  12)  •  (183). 

ZULULAND-RECENT  DISTURBANCES. 

QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  Seeing 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
in  his  place,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  he 
has  received  any  recent  news  as  to  the 
state  of  affairs  in  Zululand  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Lord  Knutsford): 
Having  seen  different  reports  in  the 
newspapers  from  time  to  time,  I  tele- 
graphed yesterday  to  Sir  Arthur  Have- 
lock,  Governor  of  Natal,  asking  for  in- 
formation, and  I  regret  to  say  that  I 
received  from  him  this  morning  the 
following  telegram : — 

**  Yonr  telegram  of  yesterday.  Usibepu 
and  followers  were  attacked  and  defeated  by 
Usntus  near  Ivuna  23rd  Jane  ;  it  has  conse- 
qnently  been  found  advisable  to  withdraw  police 
office  at  Ivana,  which  was  attacked  at  the  same 
time.  Usibepu  took  refuge  with  police.  No 
casualties  among  police.  Force  sent  from 
Nkonjeni  safely  returned  yesterday,  brought 
baok  all  from  Ivuna,  including  Usibepu  and 
families,  women  and  wounded  of  his  tribe. 
Have  just  conferred  with  Lieutenant  General, 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  as  to  sufficient  number  for 
force.  He  reserves  opinion  until  arrival  in 
Zululand,  whither  he  proceeds  to-morrow." 

FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOPS  ACT  (1878) 

AMENDMENT  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

{The  Earl  of  Aberdeen.) 

(no.  76.)      COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Olause  1  (Short  title)  agreed  to, 

Olause  2  (Application  of  Act). 

'  LoBB  BALFOUR  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  noble  Earl  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
that  it  could  hardly  pass  as  it  stood,  be- 
cause the  clause  said  that  the  Bill  should 
come  into  operation  on  the  Ist  of  April, 
1888 

The  Eabl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  his 
attention  had  already  been  called  to  the 
point,  and  he  proposed  to  substitute  the 
Ist  of  September,  1888,  as  the  date 
when  the  Bill  should  take  effect. 


Amendment  made. 

Olause,  as  amended  agreed  to, 

Olause  3  (Amendment  of  Factory  and 
Workshops  Act,  1878). 

Lord  BALFOUR  observed  that  he 
had  given  Notice  of  certain  Amend- 
ments, all  of  them  having  the  same  pur- 
pose in  view,  which  was  to  secure  that 
those  employed  in  factories  in  rural 
parishes  should  not  be  put  in  a  worse 

Position  than  those  so  employed  in 
urghs.  In  the  hope  that  his  Amend- 
ments would  be  accepted,  he  would  not 
trouble  their  Lordships  with  arguments 
upon  them. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  remarked 
that  the  Amendments  in  question  were 
perfectly  consistent  with  the  scope  and 
purport  of  the  Bill,  and  would  be 
welcomed  by  him.  At  the  same  time, 
he  thought  his  noble  Friend  would  agree 
with  him  in  regard  to  the  subject  to  which 
one  of  the  Amendments  referred,  that 
the  abolition  of  Fast  Days  which  prevailed 
in  the  burghs  had  not  yet  extended  to 
the  country  districts,  except,  perhaps, 
in  a  few  special  cases.  It  was  somewhat 
unusual  to  anticipate  by  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment the  growth  of  public  opinion  in 
any  particular  direction,  however  desir- 
able such  growth  of  public  opinion 
might  be.  There  was  one  other  con- 
sideration of  a  practical  character,  and 
that  was  that  they  must  be  satisfied  with 
what  they  could  get.  In  other  words, 
he  had  doubts  as  to  how  far  the  accept- 
ance of  the  noble  Earl's  Amendment 
might  endanger  the  passage  of  the  Bill 
through  the  other  House.  He  would 
suggest,  therefore,  that  the  Amendments 
should  not  be  pressed  at  this  stage,  but 
should  be  brought  up  on  Report  after 
there  had  been  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sulting those  interested  in  the  ques- 
tion. 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  his  experience 
differed  from  that  of  the  noble  Earl,  as, 
in  the  rural  districts  which  he  was 
familiar  with,  the  Fast  Days  had  been 
to  a  great  extent  given  up.  He  would, 
of  course,  accede  to  the  request  of  the 
noble  Earl.  He  understood  that  if  he 
brought  up  the  Amendments  again  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  the  form  of 
them. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  :  Neither 
to  the  form  nor  the  principle. 

Olause  agreed  to. 
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Bern  ain  in  g  Glauses  agrwd  to. 

The  Report  ot  the  Amendmentfl  to  be 
receired  on  Thwiday  the  ith  of  Jvly 
next. 

PARLIAMENT— EVIDENCE  BEFOHE  SE- 
LEOT  COMMnTEES-OBSERVATIOIIS. 
Lord  CLINTON,  in  calling  attention 
to  the  conditions  under  which  evidence 
was  ^ven  before  Select  Committees  of 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  in  certain 
cases,  said,  ha  was  extremely  aorry  to 
have  to  call  their  Lordships'  attention 
to  this  subject,  especially  as  he  had  to 
do  so  chiefly  on  account  of  a  personal 
matter.  He  thought  it  was  much  to  be 
regretted  that  the  private  affaire  of  in- 
diriduala  and  their  conduct  in  reference 
to  the  management  of  their  property 
should  be  brought  before  Select  Com- 
mitteea  without  any  previous  notice 
being  given  to  them,  and  without  their 
knowledge,  and  that,  when  such  evi- 
dence had  been  given,  the  persons  con- 
cerned should  have  no  right  to  see  it. 
A  Committee  had  lately  been  sitting  in 
"  another  place  "  on  "  Town  Holdings," 
with  the  object,  he  believed,  of  inquiring 
into  the  terms  upon  which  leases  of  land 
were  granted  to  persona  for  bnilding 
purposes.  He  heard,  by  chance,  that  hie 
own  name  had  been  very  freely  used 
before  that  Committee.  Witneases  had 
coma  forward  and  made  certain  state- 
ments with  reference  to  the  management 
of  his  property  in  the  town  of  Hadruth 
in  Cornwall,  and,  among  other  things,  it 
had  been  suggested  that  in  consequence 
of  the  agitation  on  the  subject  of  tho 
Leaseholds  Enfranchisement  Bill  he  had 
granted  leases  for  long  terms  of  years 
instead  of  on  lives.  This  was  contrary 
to  the  fact;  it   had   never    been    his 

Eractice  to  give  leases  for  lives,  though 
e  had  succeeded  to  many ;  he  altered 
the  system  long  before  the  above  agita- 
tion was  heard  of.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection whatever  to  his  conduct  being 
made  the  subject  of  public  inquiry  if  it 
served  any  useful  public  purpose ;  but 
what  he  did  object  to  was  this— that 
such  an  inquiry  should  be  conducted 
behind  his  back,  and  that  when  he 
asked  to  see  the  evidence  he  should 
be  told  be  could  not  see  it  until  it  was 
too  late  to  take  steps  to  refute  it.  Of 
course,  the  witnesses  might  have  spoken 
in  the  most  perfect  good  f^th,  and  with 
as   much   accuracy  as    witnesses   whc 


gave  evidence  of  the  business  and 
motives  of  another  man  could  pretend  to; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  they  might  have 
had  a  particular  object  in  view,  and 
coloured  their  evideuce  accordingly ;  oi 
they  might  have  a  grievance  against  the 
person  about  whom  they  gave  their 
evidence,  and  it  waa  only  b^  cross-exami- 
nation and  the  opportunities  of  reply 
that  the  value  snd  credibility  of  such 
evidence  could  be  tested.  He  would 
submit,  also,  that  when  inquiries  were 
made  as  to  private  property,  the  agent 
who  managed  that  property  should  be 
called  among  other  witnesses,  and  that  a 
Committee  ehoiild  not  rely  merely  on 
what  ha  must  be  permitted  to  call  fox 
this  purpose  second-hand  evidence.  Aa 
soon  as  he  heard  that  the  matter  had  been 
brought  before  theOommittee  he  directed 
hie  agent  to  ask  for  leave  to  be  examined 
before  the  Committee  and  to  see  ao 
much  of  the  evidence  as  afiFected  him 
(Lord  Clinton).  In  reply  to  that  appli- 
cation the  Committee  clerk,  on  the  12th 
of  June,  said — 

"I beg  to  sckDOwIedgn  the  receipt  of  yonr 
letter,  and  to  inform  you  that  it  bai  been  laid 
before  the  Select  Committee  on  Town  Holdings. 
The  evidenRB  taVen  before  a  Select  Committes 
ia  printed  for  the  uie  ot  tba  Committee  only 
until  it  has  been  reported  to  the  Haute." 
Some  persona  might  have  been  dia- 
couraged  fay  this  reply,  accepted  it  as 
&nal,  and  submitted  patiently  to  what 
would  have  been  an  injustice.  He 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  not  think 
ha  waa  unduly  impatient  when  he 
said  that  he  was  not  content  with  that 
reply.  At  all  events,  on  the  14th  of 
June,  he  addressed  the  following  letter  to 
the  Committee  clerk : — 

"  I  am  not  aware  whether  I  sa  to  condder 
your  letter  tu  a  definite  refusal  on  the  part  of 
the  Committee  to  allow  this  portion  of  the  evi- 
dence to  be  seen  ;  but,  if  M,  I  would  respect- 
(uUy  request  the  Committee  to  raconaider  their 
decision.  I  am  perfectly  aware  of  the  general 
rule  which  you  quote,  and  wbich  i«  laid  down  hy 
both  Uouaee  of  FarlUment,  hut  I  cannot  think 
that  that  rule  ia  intended  to  he  stiiclly  applied 
in  a  case  where  tho  conduct  of  an  individuat 
faai  been  called  in  queation,  and  where  evidence 
haa  been  received  which  might  reflect  upon  bis 
character.  I  underatand  that  evidence  haaheen 
given  aa  to  the  manner  in  which  my  property 
in  Redruth  and  in  other  parti  of  Cornwall  baa 
I  been  managed,  and  this  hai  been  done  without 
'  any  notioa  whatever,  aud  my  agent  knowa 
1  thingof  the  nature  of  the  evidence  "ivpnnitp 

■  what   ha   has  been  able  to  gatliei   ....... 

paper  reports.  It  is  a  aerioos  mailer  for  any- 
I  one  to  be  placed,  as  it  were,  on  hia  trial  before 
such  a  tribuiwl  as  a  Committee  of  the  House  oI 
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Commons  without  any  notice  and  without  his 
knowledge,  and  it  is  surely  unjust  that  the  evi- 
denoe  should  be  withheld  from  him  until  the 
Gommittoe  have  a^i^eed  upon  their  Report  and 
his  opportunity  of  reply  and  explanation  has 
passed  away.  I  think  I  may  therefore  fairly 
appeal  to  the  Committee  to  allow  my  agent  to 
know,  through  the  official  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, what  has  been  said  which  affects  mo, 
and  also  that  ho  may  have,  if  necessary,  the 
opportunity  of  replying  to  it." 

On  June  15  the  Committee  clerk  replied 
to  the  effect  that  a  copy  of  that  portion 
of  the  evidence  which  affected  him 
(Lord  Clinton)  would  be  sent  to  his 
ag^nt  at  Devonport.  Their  liOrdships 
would  observe  that  there  was  no  answer 
to  his  request  to  be  heard,  though,  by 
the  favour  and  courtesy  of  the  Committee, 
he  was  allowed  to  see  the  evidence.  He 
did  not  propose  to  comment  on  the  evi- 
dence that  had  been  given  with  regard 
to  his  property  and  his  conduct.  That 
was  not  the  time  or  place  for  doing  so. 
He  would  only  say  that  the  evidence  con- 
tained many  inaccurate  statements,  and 
inferences  were  drawn  from  them  and 
motives  suggested  which  were  either 
fedse  or  misleading.  It  was  most  unfair 
that  upon  such  evidence,  uncontradicted 
and  unknown  to  the  person  most  con- 
cerned, the  Committee  should  base  their 
Beport.  Several  of  their  Lordships  had 
much  the  same  complaint  to  make  as 
himself.  There  were  Lord  St.  Levan, 
Lord  Kobartes,  The  Lord  Steward,  and 
also  Sir  Eedvers  Buller.  Under  the 
present  system  individuals  might  be  put 
on  their  trial  before  a  Committee  and 
not  even  know  that  they  had  been  tried 
until  the  case  had  been  summed  up,  the 
verdict  given,  and  the  Court  by  whom 
the  case  was  tried  had  reported  to  the 
House  which  had  directed  the  inquiry. 
He  made  no  charge  against  the  Commit- 
tee, but  he  thought  that  what  h  ad  occurred 
in  this  case  showed  the  necessity  of  some 
alteration  in  the  rules  and  regulations 
with  regard  to  the  proceedings  of  Select 
Committees.  The  practice  of  their  Lord- 
ships' Committees  was  the  same  as  that 
t>f  the  other  House.  An  inquiry  into  the 
sweating  system  was  now  going  on 
upstairs.  As  a  Member  of  that  Commit- 
tee he  would  not  divulge  what  had  taken 
place ;  but  it  was  well  known  that  serious 
charges  had  been  brought  against  long- 
established  firms  and  individuals— one 
of  whom  was  a  Member  of  the  other 
House — and  no  notice  had  been  given  to 
them  that  their  conduct  was  about  to  be 

Zatif  Clinton 


impugned.  It  was  not  in  accordance  with 
the  principles  of  justice  and  the  spirit 
of  English  law  that  charges  should  be 
made  and  no  opportunity  should  be  af- 
forded to  meet  and  refute  them.  He 
thought  it  would  not  be  difficult  to  find 
a  remedy.  Witnesses  who  intended  to 
attack  individuals  should  be  asked  if 
they  had  nven  notice  of  their  intention, 
and  if  they  had  not,  their  evidence 
should  be  postponed  until  they  had  done 
so ;  the  person  concerned  should  have 
access  to  the  evidence  which  affected 
him,  and  should  have  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  explanation  and  defence. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
he  was  almost  in  the  same  position, 
though  not  quite,  as  the  noble  Lord. 
He  bad  no  personal  complaint  to  make 
of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  But  he  might  mention  that 
he  saw  in  the  newspapers  a  summary 
of  a  statement  made  before  the  Com- 
mittee in  regard  to  his  property  in 
Cornwall,  and  he  took  steps  to  see  a 
copy  of  the  evidence  that  had  been 
given.  He  found  that  evidence  full 
of  inaccuracies,  but  as  the  matter 
was  not  one  of  much  consequence  he 
took  no  further  notice  of  such  evi- 
dence. The  witness  who  gave  evidence 
as  to  the  management  of  his  property 
informed  the  Committee  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  recent  agitation,  the 
granting  of  leases  for  lives  had  been 
discontinued.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
practice  of  granting  such  leases  was 
relinquished  40  years  ago.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  witness  desired  to  be 
inaccurate,  but  he  certainly  was.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  that, 
not  only  in  the  interest  of  private  in- 
dividuals, but  in  the  public  interest, 
where  charges  against  individuals,  es- 
pecially if  they  related  to  personal 
character,  were  made,  those  individuals 
ought  to  be  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  meeting  those  charges  before  the 
Committee  drew  up  its  Report.  He 
did  not  like  to  lay  down  an  absolute 
rule,  but  he  hoped  that  a  Committee 
of  neither  House  of  Parliament  would 
be  likely  to  neglect  so  obvious  a  duty. 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  rThe  Earl  of  Onslow)  said, 
he  had  no  aoubt  that  the  proceedings 
which  had  recently  taken  place  before 
Committees  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment had  given  rise  to  a  great  deal  of 
just  dissatisfaction.    A  number  of  pri- 
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brought  forward  witnesses  of  blemished 
character.  The  question  which  he  put 
to  the  witness  was — '*  Were  you  not  re- 
duced to  the  ranks  by  court  martial  on 
one  occasion  ?  "  and  the  reply  was — 
Yes ;  for  not  obeying  orders  and  telling 
a  falsehood."  He  thought  that  he  was 
acting  well  within  his  right  in  chal- 
lenging the  credit  of  the  witness,  and 
he  was  confirmed  in  his  belief  that  the 
course  which  he  took  was  not  wrong  by 
the  fact  that  actions  for  perjury  against 
witnesses  who  had  ;been  brought  in  the 
same  way  before  the  Oommittee  were 
contemplated.  It  was  not  a  satisfactory 
practice  that  reference  should  be  made 
in  one  House  to  proceedings  before  a 
Committee  of  the  other  House,  those 
who  were  concerned  not  having  the 
power  of  immediate  reply.  Some  people 
thought,  perhaps,  that  it  would  be  well 
to  lay  down  the  rule  that  all  Committees 
should  hear  evidence  with  closed  doors. 
That  would  be  a  course  which  he  could 
not  favour,  because  the  publicity  given 
to  evidence  was  likely  to  result  in  this 
and  other  cases  in  a  considerable  amelio- 
ration of  the  condition  of  the  persons 
whose  unfortunate  lot  was  the  subject 
of  inquiry ;  and,  therefore,  however  great 
might  be  the  inconvenience  to  Members 
of  their  Lordships'  House  of  this  practice 
of  partial  publication,  it  must,  he  thought, 
be  suffered.  He  trusted  that  Select  Com- 
mittees would  never  consent  to  take 
personal  evidence  without  affording  the 
fullest  opportunity  to  those  who  were 
attacked  to  reply. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Crawbbook)  said, 
he  thought  that  Committees  ought  to  be 
very  cautious  about  hearing  evidence  . 
which  impugned  a  person's  character. 
Where  such  evidence  was  given  inci- 
dentally the  person  concerned  ought  to 
be  apprised  of  the  fact  without  a  mo- 
ments delay.  He  did  not  quite  agree  ' 
that  the  case  waa  like  an  action  or  pro- 
ceeding in  a  Court  of  Law,  where,  if 
evidence  was  given  impugning  a  man*s 
character,  the  witness  could  be  cross- 
examined  at  once,  and  the  issue  could 
be  dealt  with  there  and  then.  But  in 
Committees,  when  damaging  evidence 
was  given  incidentally,  the  same  prompt 
steps  could  not  be  taken,  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  the  duty  of  a  Committee  to 
restrain  a  witness  who  proposed  to 
tender  such  evidence.  The  advantage 
of  sitting  with  open  doors  was  that  evi- 


vate  individuals,  such  as  the  noble  Lord, 
and  various  firms  had  been  attacked, 
and  their  reputation  to  some  extent 
endangered  ;  but  he  did  not  suppose 
that  any  Committee,  either  of  this 
or  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
would  for  one  moment  wish  to  refuse  to 
those  individuals  or  to  those  firms  a  full 
opportunity,  if  they  sought  it,  of  justi- 
fying their  character  and  of  defending 
themselves.  In  the  case  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  referred,  before  a  Committee 
of  their  Lordships'  House,  he  might 
say  that  that  Committee  at  once  took 
steps  to  place  themselves  in  communi- 
cation with  the  persons  against  whom 
charges  were  made,  to  furnish  them 
with  the  evidence  given  against  them, 
and  as  soon  as  the  evidence  against 
them  was  concluded  gave  them  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  coming  forward 
to  repudiate  the  charges  which  had 
been  made  against  them.  He  had 
great  confidence  in  the  tribunal  of  public 
opinion,  and  he  did  not  believe  that 
charges,  if  refuted,  would  do  any  per- 
manent injury  to  the  character  of  the 
person  against  whom  they  were  made. 
On  the  contrary,  great  sympathy  would 
be  excited  for  such 'person.  Similar 
things  occurred  in  Courts  of  Justice. 
Charges  were  made  and  circulated  and 
remained  unref  uted  for  some  time ;  but 
by-and-bye  the  turn  of  the  party  at- 
tacked arrived,  and  the  verdict  justified 
him  and  dispelled  the  charges.  No 
doubt,  great  inconvenience  was  often 
caused  by  the  publication  of  partial 
Reports  and  by  the  comments  made 
upon  them  in  the  Press  and  in  Parlia- 
ment. He  might,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  refer  to  a  matter  affecting  himself,  as 
it  illustrated  in  a  striking  way  the  in- 
convenience attending  the  present  prac- 
tice of  publication.  An  hon.  Member 
in  ''  another  place  "  had  lately  referred 
to  a  Report  of  the  proceedings  before 
one  of  their  Lordships'  Committees,  and 
had  characterized  the  course  taken  by 
him  in  cross-examining  a  witness  as 
''  one  of  the  meanest  and  shabbiest 
tricks  ever  played."  He  thought  that 
if  the  whole  of  the  evidence,  and  not 

Eart  of  it  only,  had  been  put  before  the 
on.  Member  he  would  have  taken  a 
very  different  view.  The  witness  in 
question  was  introduced  to  the  Com- 
mittee by  a  gentleman  who  took  the 
greatest  interest  in  the  inquiry,  and  who 
challenged  anyone  to  show  that  he  had 
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denoe  affecting  a  man's  character  could 
be  published  in  the  Press,  and  the  man 
was  thus  made  aware  of  the  attack 
made  upon  him.  If  Committees  sat 
with  closed  doors  g^eat  injustice  might 
be  done  to  persons  placed  in  the  un- 
fortunate position  to  which  he  was  al- 
luding. 

SUFFRAGANS'  NOMINATION  BILL. 
{The  Lord  Chancellor,) 
(no.    176.)      SECOND   READINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing, read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbuet),  in  moying  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  its 
object  was  to  remedy  certain  defects  in 
a  previous  measure  on  the  same  subject. 

Hoved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V" 
— (7%d  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  l^ureday  next. 

COMPANIES  CLAUSES  CONSOLIDATION 
ACT  (1846)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(The  Earl  of  Roeehery.) 
(no.    170.)      SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  its  obi  ect  was  to  enable  provident 
and  industrial  societies  having  invest- 
ments in  Companies'  funds  to  be  repre- 
sented on  the  Boards  of  those  Com- 
panies by  such  of  their  members  as 
were  not  ordinary  shareholders.  The 
measure  had  passed  through  the  other 
House. 

Moved,  ''That  theBill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (7%tf  iStir/  ofRoeebery.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly. 

HIGH  COURTS  IN   INDIA   BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  constitute  and  also  to  extend  the 
juriBdiction  of  High  Courts  of  Judicature  in 
India— Was  presented  by  The  Viscount  Cross  ; 
read  1*.     (No.  184.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Five  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 

Fiscount  Oranhrt^h 
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MINUTES.]— Public  "Bills— Firtt  Reading— 
Augmentation  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment  * 
[308]. 

Third  i2«a^t>i^— Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2), 
debate  a^/oumed. 

Provisional  Order  Bills — Second  Reading — 
Local  Government  (Ireland)  (Ballymoney, 
&c.)  •  [302]. 

Third  Reading — Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  (Ireland)  •  [277]  ;  Gas  (No.  I)  •  [244] ; 
Local  Government  (No.  6)*  [266];  Local 
Government  (No.  9)  •  [274]  ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (No.  12)  *  [284],  taidipaeeed. 

QUESTIONS. 

0 

MUNICIPAL  BOROUGHS  (IRELAND)— 
THE  BALLINASLOE  AGRICULTURAL 
HALL. 

Mb.  HABEIS  (Galway,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  tiieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Ballinasloe  Agricultural  Hall,  a 
building  erected  for  public  purposes  and 
in  part  by  public  money,  is  at  present 
let  at  an  annual  rent  of  less  than  £40, 
which  if  capitalized  at  10  years'  purchase 
would  amount  to  £400 ;  whereas  a  Town 
Hall  of  like  proportions  and  suitability 
cannot  be  built  for  less  than  £3,000 ; 
and,  under  these  circumstances,  would 
the  Government  sufrgest  some  means  by 
which  the  present  Hall  could  be  trans- 
ferred on  equitable  terms  from  Lord 
Clanoarty  to  the  Town  Board,  and  by 
so  doing  save  the  town  of  Bidlinasloe 
this  unnecessary  expenditure  of  a  large 
amount  of  public  money  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity)  (who  replied)  said :  The  Town 
Clerk  of  Ballinasloe  states  that  the 
Agricultural  Hall  was  erected  by  means 
of  money  raised  by  the  issue  of  shares, 
which  he  believed  were  bought  up  by  the 
late  Lord  Clancarty.  He  also  states  that 
the  Hall  is  let  to  a  tenant  for  £30  a-year. 
The  Local  Government  Board  cannot  say 
what  the  cost  of  a  Town  Hall  of  like 
proportions  and  suitability  would  amount 
to.  They  have  no  statutory  power  to 
interfere  between  the  Commissioners 
and  the  owner  of  the  Agricultural  Hall 
in  the  manner  suggested,  that  being  a 
I  matter  of  private  agreement  altogether. 
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claim  to  serve  till  65  years  of  age,  the 
limit  of  age  fixed  by  Eegulation  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  Forty-six  retired  medical  officers 
are  at  present  employed.  The  question 
of  extending  the  system  of  re-employ- 
ment is  at  present  under  consideration. 
Such  officers  are  re-appointed  for  five 
years,  and  if  they  continue  to  be  required 
and  are  still  efficient  the  term  may  be 
extended  till  they  reach  the  age  of  65 
years. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHERS  — 
EXAMINATION  OF  CANDIDATES. 

Mb.  p.  Mcdonald  (sugo,  n.)  asked 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  candidates 
for  first  division  of  first-class  of  National 
teachers,  Ireland,  will  be  examined  next 
July  on  a  special  set  of  questions ;  and, 
if  so,  what  percentage  of  answering  will 
be  required;  and,  whether  any  credit 
will  be  given  for  length  of  efficient  ser- 
vice further  than  is  obtained  from  being 
admitted  to  the  examination  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  Sir,  the 
Commissioners  of  National  Education 
state  that  the  reply  to  the  first  inquiry 
is  in  the  affirmative.  An  answering  of 
65  per  cent,  which  is  the  same  as  last 
year,  will  be  required.  In  answer  to  the 
second  paragraph,  I  am  informed  that 
no  credit  will  be  given  other  than  is 
obtained  from  beiug  admitted  to  the 
examination. 

TURKEY    (ASIATIC     PROVINCES) -AR. 
MENIA— ARRESTS. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  called 
to  the  arrest  more  than  two  months  ago 
on  some  supposed  political  ground  of  a 
number  of  Armenians  in  Constantinople, 
several  of  whom  are  teachers  in  schools 
supported  by  the  Armenian  community ; 
whether  these  persons  were  detained  in 
prison  for  some  weeks,  no  formal  charge 
having  been  brought  against  them ; 
whether  they  have  now,  having  never 
been  tried  nor  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  proving  their  innocence,  been  shipped 
off  to  Tripoli,  where  they  are  at  present 
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As  already  stated,  they  will  give  atten- 
tion to  any  application  made  to  them  by 
the  Town  Commissioners  to  sanction  a 
loan  to  provide  a  building. 

Mr.  HAREIS  asked,  again,  if  the 
Local  Government  Board  would  have  no 
power  to  take  over  this  Hall  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  No ;  that  would  be 
a  matter  of  private  agreement. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS— VENTILATION 
OF  THE  LADIES'  GALLERY. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  it  has  come  to  his  knowledge 
that  the  ventilation  of  the  Ladies' 
Gallery  of  this  House  is  defective  ;  whe- 
ther the  present  grill  in  front  of  that 
Gallery  is  so  constructed  as  to  render  it 
difficult  for  those  sitting  in  the  second 
and  third  rows  to  either  see  or  hear; 
and,  if  he  proposes  to  have  that  Gallery 
further  ventilated,  and  to  substitute  for 
the  present  grill  one  of  a  less  obstructive 
character  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  informed  that  some  years 
ago  there  were  frequent  remonstrances 
on  account  of  the  inadequate  ventila- 
tion of  the  Ladies'  Gallery,  and  that 
it  was  then  enlarged  and  completely 
remodelled,  and  that  a  considerable 
amount  of  the  ornamental  grill  was 
removed;  aud  he  was  told  that  since 
then  there  had  been  comparatively  few 
complaints  upon  the  subject.  As  to 
seeing  and  hearing  what  was  going  on 
in  the  House,  the  ladies  on  the  back 
Benches  had  not  as  good  opportunities 
as  those  in  front ;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  this  disadvantage  was  caused  by 
the  grill,  nor  did  he  think  it  would  be 
possible  to  mend  the  matter  much  in 
that  way,  except  by  removing  the  grill 
altogether,  and,  so  far  as  he  could  as- 
certain, that  alternative  would  not  be 
generally  popular. 

WAR    OFFICE— EMPLOYMENT   OF   RE- 
TIRED MEDICAL  OFFICERS. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What 
number  of  retired  medical  officers  are 
now  re- employed  ;  what  additional  num- 
ber it  is  proposed  to  re-employ ;  and, 
whether,  subject  to  good  behaviour, 
such  officers,  when  re- employed,  have 
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kept  in  banishment ;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Govemment,  considering  not 
only  the  violations  of  justice  inTolved  in 
such  arbitrary  imprisonment,  but  also 
the  irritation  which  such  proceedings 
produce  in  the  minds  of  the  Armenian 
subjects  of  the  Sultan,  and  the  conse- 
quent dangers  to  the  peace  of  Asiatic 
Turkey,  will  endeavour  to  obtain  either 
the  release  of  these  persons  and  permis- 
sion for  them  to  return  to  their  homes, 
or  at  least  a  fair  and  open  trial  for 
them  ? 

The  under  SEORETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Our  information  is  ne- 
cessarily imperfect  on  these  matters; 
but  suspicions  of  treasonable  practices 
have,  nghtly  or  wrongly,  been  enter- 
tained by  the  Imperial  Ottoman  Govern- 
ment, and  there  have,  consequently, 
been  arrests.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  do  their  utmost  to  assist  any 
persons  who  may  have  been  arrested 
without  cause  or  wrongly  punished 
whenever  they  are  able  to  ascertain  that 
that  such  wrongs  have  been  inflicted. 
But  the  mode  ofrepresenting  any  such 
case  to  the  Government  must  be  left  to 
the  judgment  of  Her  Majesty's  Repre- 
sentatives on  the  spot,  and  be  regu- 
lated by  diplomatic  usage. 

Mr.  £RYCE  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  the  Government 
would  make  inquiries  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain whether  this  was  a  particular  case 
for  interference  by  representation  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  I  have 
no  doubt  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador 
will  endeavour,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
make  himself  acquainted  with  the  cir- 
cumstances. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  —  IN- 
STRUCTIONS AS  TO  THE  ADMISSION 
OF  THE  PUBLIC  TO  COURT-HOUSES 

• 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  any  instructions  have 
recently  been  issued  to  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary limiting  or  interfering  with 
the  ordinary  right  of  the  general  public 
to  admission  into  public  Court-houses  in 
Ireland  within  the  limits  of  reasonable 
accommodation;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  within  the  past  nine  months  the 
Constabulary  have  frequently  debarred 
the  public  £rom  enjoying  this  right  of 
access ;  if  he  is  aware  that,  at  a  public 

Jfr,  Bryce 


trial  on  Wednesday,  the  20th  instant,  at 
Liscarroll,  County  Cork,  a  respectable 
trader  of  Kanturk,  Mr.  Thomas  Linehan , 
and  several  other  parties,  were  denied 
admission  to  the  Court,  which  was  at 
the  time  not  half  filled;  and,  in  venturing 
to  assert  his  right  to  admission,  Mr. 
Linehan  was  assaulted  by  a  constable  to 
the  knowledge  of  a  District  Inspector ; 
and,  if  he  will  give  directions  to  the 
Police  Authorities  as  to  their  duty  in 
this  matter  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  Sir,  the 
Inspector  (General  of  Constabulary  re- 
ports that  no  instructions  of  the  kind  re* 
ferred  to  have  been  issued.  In  the 
particular  case  mentioned  the  County 
Inspector  reports  that  the  police  are 
ordered  not  to  allow  the  Court  to  be 
overcrowded.  Orders,  however,  were 
given  that  the  friends  of  the  defendants 
should  be  admitted.  He  also  ordered 
that  Mr.  Linehan  should  be  admitted  ; 
but  every  seat  was  then  occupied.  Mr. 
Linehan  afterwards  complained  to  the 
County  Inspector  that  he  had  been  as- 
saulted by  a  eonstable.  It  is  not  the 
case  that  the  alleged  assault  was  com- 
mitted to  the  knowledge  of  the  District 
Inspector ;  on  the  contoary,  none  of  the 
officers  present  on  duty  witnessed  it. 

Mr.  FLYNN  asked,  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  aware  that  Mr. 
Linehan  had  asked  the  County  In- 
spector to  give  him  the  name  of  the 
constable,  whom  he  pointed  out  as 
having  assaulted  him,  and  that  it  was 
refused;  and,  if  not,  would  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  make  further 
inquiries  into  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  madden  replied  that  as  to  the 
specific  matter  alleged  he  had  no  infor- 
mation ;  but  if  ^<^  hon.  Gentleman 
required  him  to  supplement  the  infor- 
mation he  should  put  a  Question  on  the 
Paper. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— COM- 
PLAINT  AGAINST  RESIDENT  MAGI8. 
TRATES. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  duty  devolving  on  Eesident 
Magistrates  in  Ireland,  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887,  of  stating  a  case  for  the 
Superior  Courts  where  the  application 
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of  the  defendant  or  his   legal  adviser  Mb.  MADDEN :  I  am  not  prepared 

is  not  a  frivolous  one,  Whether  he  has  to  state  that  myself ;  but  the  informa- 

anj    knowledge    of   the   case    of  Mr.  tion  will  appear  on  the  Eeturn  which. 

Patrick  Corcoran,   foreman   printer  to  has  been  furnished  to  the  House. 

The  Cork  Examiner^  who  was  tried   on 

January    9    last   by    Messrs.  Gardiner  POST    OFFICE    (IRELAND)  —  FEMALE 

and   Bedmond,  and   sentenced   to   two  TELEGRAPH    LEARNERS,   DUBLIN— 

months'  imprisonment,  being  two  terms  EXAMINATION. 

of    one   month   each  ;   whether   he   is  .^    ^    O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co.,  N.E.) 

V  "^JT  xTV^'i  *'^  '"^\^  fe^hta^erirrb^nt^^^^^^ 

Courts,  ^ough  application   was   made  ^^^^^             ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^\ 

by   the   defendant's  counsel,  Mr   Gar-  ^^^  ^  ^^     ^^^^  j^        foundation  fo^ 

diner    saymg^  in    reply   to    the    said  the  impression  that  the  system  of  oom- 

^^^®    '      ^  petitive    examination    by  which  these 

«*They  were  not  disposed  to  state  a  case  for  offices  are  distributed  in  England  and 

the  Superior  C^uit,  for  the  simple  reason  that  Scotland  has  been,  or  will  be,  dispensed 

II  tnev  thodg^t  the  case  was  a  friToloas  one  -xu  ■     r    i      j  o 

they  would  hare  stated  so  at  once ;  "  ^"'^  *"  Ireland  t 

./,     .              ....,               ,  ,.  ThbPOSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 

If  he  18  aware  that  the  counsel  there-  ^^^^^^  (Cambridge  University) :  The 

npon  retired  from  the   case,   and  de-  last  open  competition  for  the  situation 

chned  to  defend  his  client  upon   the  ^f  ^^^  tel^ph  learners  in  DubUn 

second    charp;    and,   if,    m   view   of  ^asheld  on  Mirc£4,  1885.     Since  that 

these  facts,  he  will  make  inquiry  into  ^^^^    vacancies    have    been    filled   by 

the  fitness  of  these  two  Resident  Magis-  transfer  from  Provincial  offices  in  Ire- 

trates  to  i^judicate  in  cues  under  the  ,^^j  ^^  j^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^  ,^^1  ^^^^^, 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)    ^j  applicants  for  such  teinsfer  whose 
^m        arkTTrtrffirix>    ninxTTiiTJAT      ^..    claims  have  to  be  considered ;  but,  sub- 

rJ^^^^}^^^^   ^^m^-^TT  •     ieot  to  B»°t  occasional  exceptions,  it  is 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dubhn  Uni-   J  ,^    ^^^  ^  ^^^^  ^^  ^■^^^   ^^^^  ^^ 

Tersity) :  It  apnears  that  Patrick  Cor-    ^.^^  ^  competition, 

coran  was  tried  on  the  9tn  of  January    *^  "^    *^  ^ 

charges,  and  was  sentenced  to  a  term  ^^  MITCHELSTOWN  IN  SEPTEMBER 

of  imprisonment  of  one  month  on  each  LAST-COMPENSATION  TO  A  POLICE- 

of  the   charges.     An   application  was  ^^^* 

made  to  the  magistrates  to  increase  Mb.  W.  O'BKIEN  (Cork  Co.,  N.E.) 
the  sentence,  which  they  refused,  being  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
of  opinion  that  tbe  sentence  imposed  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a 
by  them  was  the  proper  one.  An  ap-  fact  that  in  the  attempt  to  collect  the 
plication  to  state  a  case  was  refused,  £1,000  ordered  to  be  levied  o£P  the 
not  on  the  ground  stated  in  the  Ques-  barony  of  Condons  and  Clongibbon  as 
tion,  but  on  the  ground  that  the  ap-  compensation  to  the  policeman  injured 
plication  was  frivolous.  It  appears  on  the  occasion  of  the  fusillade  at 
from  the  Beport  before  me  that  the  Mitchelstown,  the  Sheriff's  bailiff  seized 
counsel  for  the  accused  left  the  Court  a  mare  and  foal  valued  at  £30,  the 
before  the  second  charge  was  proceeded  property  of  a  small  farmer  named 
with.  I  see  no  necessity  for  making  Kenealy,  at  Araglin,  to  satisfy  a  claim 
any  inquiry.  for  IBs.  county  cess  with  £1  costs,  and 
Mr.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.):  Are  that,  although  a  jennet  valued  at  £10 
not  Messrs.  Gardiner  and  Eedmond  the  was  proffered  in  satisfaction  of  tho 
same  magistrates  who  tried  the  Killeagh  claim,  the  bailiff  insisted  on  driving  the 
prisoners,  and  are  they  not  both  ex-  mare  and  foal  a  distance  of  seven  miles 
policemen  ?  to  Fermoy,  and  sold  them  there ;  and, 
Mr.  madden  :  They  are  the  same  whether,  in  the  event  of  legal  proceed- 
magistrates.  ings  being  taken  by  the  owner  for  ex- 
Ma.  MAC  NEILL  :  Are  they  not  both  oessi ve  and  vindictive  seizure,  the  Gbvem- 
ex- policemen  ?  ment  will  interfere  ? 
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The  SOLIOITOE  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  eaid :  The  Go- 
vernment have  no  knowledge  as  to  the 
matters  of  fact  referred  to  in  this 
Question,  county  cess  not  being  an 
Imperial  charge  over  whieh  they  have 
control.  Nor  would  they  have  any  title 
to  interfere  in  the  circumstances  referred 
to  in  the  concluding  portion  of  the 
Question. 

Me.  W.  O'BRIEN:  Will  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  give  an  undertaking 
that  the  GoTemment  will  not  protect 
these  bailiffs  for  any  illegal  seizures 
they  may  make ;  and  that  the  British 
taxpayer  will  not  eventually  have  to 
pay  this  compensation  ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  he  could  give 
no  undertaking  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Will  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
say,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  the  bailiffs 
will  not  be  defended  by  the  Gt)vernment 
in  any  legal  proceedings  that  may 
arise  * 

Mr.  madden  :  Each  case  will  be 
considered  on  its  merits  as  it  arises. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN:  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  the  Government  have  defended 
and  paid  the  law  expenses  of  bailiffs  and 
police  who  have  acted  illegally  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  illegality  has  arisen  in  this 
matter,  and  each  case  as  it  arises  will 
be  considered. 

ARMY  (IRELAND)-AUXILIARr  FORCES 

— SLIGO  ARTILLERY  MILITIA— 

EQUIPMENTS. 

Mr.  p.  M'DONALD  fSHgo,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  the  following  report  in  The  Irish 
Times  of  June  18,  from  its  military 
<K)rrespondent,  is  a  correct  description  of 
the  equipment  of  the  **  Duke  of  Con- 
naught's  Own  Sligo  Artillery  Militia": — 

**  All  the  arms,  knapsacks,  and  great  coats  of 
the  gonners  were  obsolete,  the  two  latter  simply 
rotten  and  quite  unserviceable,  whilst  the  car- 
bines of  the  oldest  pattern  were  many  grooveless 
and  all  unbrowned.  Even  on  parade,  it  was 
stated,  some  knapsacks  in  the  Brigade  fissued 
before  the  Crimean  War  to  the  then  Sligo  Rifles) 
fell  off,  so  rotten  were  straps,  buckles, and  canvas. 
The  great  coals,  also  relics  of  ante-Crimean 
days  (1852  their  date),  literally  honeycombed 
with  moths,  of  unpleasant  odour,  of  many  pat- 
terns,  with  capes  and  without  them,  and  nearly 
all  unable,  apparently,  to  retain  even  the  weight 
of  a  button,  so  many  were  deficient  of  these 
necessary  connecting  links,  were  totally  unfit 


for  issue,  and  should  have  been  condemned 
years  ago,' 

and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  take  im- 
mediate steps  to  give  this  regiment  a 
proper  equipment  ? 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.) 
asked  whether,  in  view  of  the  unsatis- 
factory state  of  Militia  equipment 
and  organization  generally,  and  the  sug- 
gestions which  were  put  before  the 
War  Office  Committee,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  collecting  more  evidence  from 
officers  of  experience  in  the  force  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
I  should  like  to  have  Notice  of  the 
latter  Question.  As  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  is  aware,  the  calling  of  evidence 
before  that  Committee  is  not  within  my 
control.  As  to  the  Question  on  the 
Paper,  I  have  received  Reports  from  the 
officer  commanding  the  Brigade  and 
from  the  Inspecting  Officer  of  Royal 
Artillery.  One  hundred  and  forty-eight 
of  the  g^eat-coats  are  old,  though  not 
BO  old  as  stated  in  the  Question ;  and 
they  have  not  yet  been  used  for  the 
regulated  number  of  trainings,  and  can 
be  made  use  of.  The  great-coats  at 
present  in  use  are  of  the  Rifle  pattern ; 
but  I  will  consider  whether  Artillery 
g^eat-coats  might  not  be  issued.  The 
arms  are  in  serviceable  condition ;  they 
are  browned  every  six  years ;  and  this 
happens  to  be  the  year  for  browning 
after  the  training. 

INLAND  REVENUE  (IRELAND) -PUBLI- 
CAN8'  LICENCES— ENNIS  QUARTER 
SESSIONS. 

Mr.  p.  MCDONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Philip  Ma- 
guire,  a  publican  in  Miltown  Malbay, 
applied  a  second  time  for  a  licence  for 
premises  built  by  himself  at  Lahinch, 
and  was  refused,  at  the  Ennis  Quarter 
Sessions  now  sitting,  being  opposed  by 
Captain  Walsh  and  Mr.  Cecil  Roche, 
Resident  Magistrates,  on  the  ground 
that  he,  with  others,  conspired  to  refuse 
refreshments  to  the  police;  and,  whe- 
ther, on  the  occasion,  Captain  Walsh 
stated  that  the  licences  of  all  the  Mil- 
town  Malbay  publicans  would  be  opposed 
at  the  next  Sessions? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (DubHn  Uni- 
versity)  (who  replied)  said :  It  is  the  case 
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that  Philip  Maguire  applied  three  times 
unsuccessfully  for  a  licence  for  the  pre- 
mises mentioned  in  the  Question  at  three 
successive  Quarter  Sessions  at  Ennis. 
At  the  recent  Ennis  Quarter  Sessions 
eight  magistrates,  including  the  Chair- 
man, decided  that  the  application  should 
not  be  entertained  until  the  Licensing 
Sessions  in  October.  I  have  no  infor- 
mation as  to  the  ground  on  which  their 
decision  was  based.  It  is  the  fact  that 
the  Eesident  Magistrates  mentioned  in 
the  Question  stated  that  the  police  would 
oppose  the  renewal  of  licences  held  by 
any  publicans  who  were  proved  to  have 
joined  a  Boycotting  conspiracy  existing 
in  the  district  referred  to. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL— CLAUSE  120,  SUB-SEC- 
TION  2— MAIN  ROADS  (METROPOLIS). 

Mb.  CREMEE  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  Whether  it  is  in- 
tended that  Paragraph  ii,  Sub-section  2, 
of  Clause  120  of  the  Local  Government 
BiU  shall  apply  to  the  Metropolis;  if 
BO,  whether  the  main  roads  referred  to 
therein  are  only  those  roads  which  were 
disturnpiked  between  the  years  1870 
and  1878,  and  what  compensatory  allow- 
ance, if  any,  will  in  that  case  be  made 
to  those  districts  of  the  Metropolis  in 
which  such  ''main  roads"  do  not 
exist? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  It  is 
intended  that  during  the  current  finan- 
cial year  payment  shall  be  made  to  the 
Yestries  and  District  Boards  in  the  Me- 
tropolis as  heretofore  in  respect  of  roads 
disturnpiked  since  1 870.  It  is  also  in- 
tended that  the  Yestries  and  District 
Boards  of  the  parishes  and  districts  in 
the  Metropolis  in  which  there  are  no 
such  roads  should  receive  a  share  of  the 
balance  referred  to  in  Paragraph  4  of 
Sub-section  2  of  Clause  1 20  of  the  Local 
Government  Bill.  The  clause  of  the 
Bill  with  reference  to  the  provisional 
arrangement  as  to  the  grant  in  respect 
of  roads  in  the  Metropolis  for  the 
current  year  may  require  some  slight 
modification  to  show  more  clearly  what 
is  contemplated,  and  this  will  receive 
attention  when  the  clause  is  reached. 

WAR  OFFICE  (CONTRACTS)— ARMY 

ACCOUTREMENTS. 
Mb.  OREMER  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 


War,  Whether  any  order  has  been  re- 
cently given  for  Slade  Wallis  accoutre- 
ments; and,  if  so,  to  whom  the  order 
was  given,  and  what  quantity  was 
ordered;  whether  the  order,  although 
given  to  Captain  Slade  Wallis,  was  exe- 
cuted by  Alexander  Ross  and  Company, 
of  Grange  Road,  Bermondsey,  who,  in 
March  last,  were  struck  off  the  list  of 
Army  contractors;  and,  whether  600 
sets  of  such  accoutrements  are  to  be 
delivered  at  Woolwich  during  the  pre- 
sent week  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,Horncastle): 
Six  hundred  pouches  of  this  pattern  were 
ordered  from  Messrs.  Ross  and  Company 
before  that  firm  was  struck  off  the  list 
of  contractors.  Another  order  has  been 
given  to  Colonel  Slade  Wallis,  who  is 
responsible  that  the  supplies  are  equal 
to  pattern.  I  have  no  knowledge  whence 
he  obtains  his  materials. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked, 
whether  the  War  Office  admitted  the 
right  of  one  contractor  to  hand  over  the 
work  to  be  performed  by  another  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  the  Go- 
vernment did  all  in  their  power  to  deal 
directly  with  the  contractor ;  but  they 
could  not  always  be  certain  as  to  who 
made  the  articles. 

Mr.  CREMER  asked,  if  the  Depart- 
ment would  receive  evidence  on  this 
subject  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  would 
be  glad  to  consider  any  evidence  that 
might  be  submitted  to  him. 

LITERATURE,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART— 
THE  ROYAL  NORMAL  SCHOOL  OF 
SCIENOE~THE  PHYSICAL  LABORA- 
TORY. 

Sir  henry  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  he  is  able  to  state  that 
steps  have  been  taken  to  make  provision 
for  the  temporary  accommodation  for 
the  Physical  Laboratory  at  the  Royal 
Normal  School  of  Science,  imperatively 
demanded  by  the  requisition  of  the  site 
of  the  present  building  by  the  authori- 
ties of  the  Imperial  Institute  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University) :  After 
consultation  with  the  Treasury  and  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  it  has  been 
agreed  to  provide  accommodation  for  the 
Physical  Laboratory.  A  large  room  ' 
will  be  erected  for  this  purpose  oa  tb^^ 
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gronnd  now  in  tha  poBMirion  of  the 
QoTernment  to  the  north  side  of  th» 
oomdor  leadiiiR  from  Exhibition  Boad 
to  the  Soience  Qallerie*. 


SiE  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hytho) 
asked  the  Baoretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  as  the  Imperial  fortreae  in 
the  Uid-AUantio,  Bermnda,  remeins 
stiU  without  cahle  oommnnication  with 
the  rest  of  Her  Majesty's  Doniinions,  he 
has  considered  that,  in  case  of  nnez- 
peoted  Tar,  the  Governor  of  Bermnda 
would  be  without  information  of  a 
andden  attach ;  and,  whether,  conaider- 
ing  that  the  ooat  of  a  cable  between 
Bermnda  and  Halifax  would  be  oom- 
paratively  trifling,  and  might  be  re- 
couped bj  the  oommerdal  messagee  of 
traders  and  others  having  businees  with 
the  Island,  he  will  take  the  necessary 
steps  to  lay  the  cable  ? 

Thx  P08TM  A8TEE  OENEEAL  (Mr. 
Baikeb]  (Cambridge  University)  (who 
replied)  said :  I  invited,  and  on  the 
30th  of  April  received,  tenders  for  the 
laving,  working,  and  maintenanoe  of  a 
cahle  between  Halifax  and  Bermuda. 
These  tenders  are  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  CFovemment. 

Sib  EDWABD  WATBIIN :  This  is  a 
gieatquestionof  national  defence.  Oould 
not  the  work  be  pnshed  on  in  a  bnsineaa* 
like  war  ? 

Mb.  BAIKES:  The  work  will  be 
pushed  on  when  the  Qovemment  has 
approved  of  the  tender. 

C0MMIS8I0NBE8  OF  IBIBH  LIQHT8- 

TOET      I8LAHD      LIGHTHODSB 

TELEOEAPHIO      COMMUNICATION 

WITH  THE  MAINLAND. 

8m   EDWARD   WATKIN  (Hythe) 

asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 

What  further  steps,  if  any,  have  been 

taken  in  the  protection  of  life  and  pro- 

Eerty  to   connect  the  Improved   light- 
ouses  on  Totr  Island  bj  electric  cable 
with  the  mainland  P 

The  PRESIDENT  or  th»  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Miohajel  Hioks-Budb) 
(Bristol,  W.)  (whoreplied)  said,  he  had 
reason  to  know  that  Lloyds'  were  in 
oommnnication  with  the  Postmaster 
Oenerol  on  the  subject  of  telegrtphio 
oommuoication  with  Tory  Island,   and 


added  that  Lloyds'  Signal  Station  Bill 
was  still  before  Parliament 

EXCISE  DUTIES  (LOCAL  PDRP0SE8) 
BILL— THE  VAN  AND  WHEEL  TAX. 
Sra  UGHTHED  KAT-SHUTTLE- 
WOHTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Looal  Government 
Board,  What  is  the  total  amount  which 
it  is  estimated  will  be  received  in  Eng< 
land  and  Wales,  and  in  Lancashire 
(including  the  county  boroughs),  from 
the  Van  and  Wheel  Tax  ;  and,  whether 
statistics  on  this  subject  will  be  distri- 
buted to  Members  before  the  House  is 
called  upon  to  discuss  in  Committee  the 
clauses  of  the  Local  Government  Bill 
relating  to  main  roads? 

Th«  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
total  amount  which  it  is  estimated  will 
be  raised  in  England  and  Walee  from 
the  Van  and  Wheel  Tax  is  £168,000, 
and  from  the  Horse  Tax  £940,000,  or 
£700,000  in  all.  No  accurate  estimate 
can  be  given  of  the  yield  of  the  tax  in 
Lancashire  or  any  other  county  taken  by 
itself. 

PUBUO  OFFICES— THE  BECEIVEB  AND 
ACCOUNTANT  QENBEAL'S  OFFICE- 
ANNUAL  LEAVE. 

Mb.  PIGKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
8.W.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
What  period  of  annual  leave  is  autho- 
riied  by  the  Treasury  for  the  clerks  in 
the  Beoeiver  and  Accountant  General's 
Office? 

ThbPOSTMASTEB  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baixbs)  (Cambridge  University) :  Id 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I 
have  to  state  that  the  period  of  leave 
enjoyed  by  the  clerks  In  the  Receiver 
and  Accountant  General's  Office  is  one 
month  in  the  course  of  the  year.  In 
this  privilege  hitherto  a  share  has  not 
been  granted  to  five  officers  who,  though 
called  clerks,  have  never  been  employed 
on  clerical  duties.  But  as  I  am  unwill- 
ing to  perpetuate  what  may  be  thought 
an  invidious  distinction,  I  have  directed 
that,  in  future,  the  same  privilege  shall 
be  extended  to  these  officers. 


Mk.  W.  REDMOND    (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
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Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  folio  wring 
facts  in  regard  to  the  treatment  of  a 
man  in  Colney  Hatch  Asylum  : — 

"  John  Stickley,  an  old  man  of  SB,  was  re- 
moved to  the  asylum  last  Saturday  from  Ham- 
mersmith Police  Court.  He  was  then  in  a  feeble 
condition  and  perfectly  quiet.  On  Monday  his 
friends  were  informed  that  he  was  seriously  ill, 
and  on  Tuesday  he  was  dead.  At  the  time  of 
his  death  he  had  a  broken  jaw  and  had  lost  a 
tooth,  and  the  jury  find  that  his  death  was 
accelerated  by  these  injuries  ;  " 

whether  there  is  any  evidence  to  prove 
whether  the  injuries  were  caused  after 
the  man  entered  the  asylum ;  and, 
whether  the  G-oTernment  will  order  an 
inquiry  into  the  whole  matter  ? 

The  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The  facts 
are  stated  with  substantial  accuracy  in 
the  hon.  Member's  Question.  The  jury 
found  that  Stickley 's  injuries  were  re- 
oeiyed  after  he  entered  the  asylum.  The 
Lunacy  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
the  Committee  of  Visitors  of  the  Colney 
Hatch  Asylum  have  intimated  to  them 
their  intention  to  hold  a  searching  in- 
quiry into  all  the  ciroumstances  attend- 
ing the  death  of  this  patient.  The  in- 
quiry is  to  begin  on  Friday,  and  the 
Commissioners  have  requested  to  be  at 
once  informed  of  the  result. 

ARMY— PRELIMINARY  EXAMINATIONS 
—ERRORS  IN  EXA.MINATION  PAPERS. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hoi- 
born)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  at  the 
recent  Army  preliminary  examination 
held  on  the  ISth  and  14th  of  June,  there 
was  an  error  in  the  17th  question  in  the 
arithmetic  paper,  inasmuch  as  one  num- 
ber was  written  with  two  decimal  points 
'13*56  grains)  ;  that  in  the  examination 
or  admission  to  the  Boyal  Military  Aca- 
demy, Woolwich,  held  on  the  20th  of 
June  and  the  following  days,  there  were 
two  mistakes  in  the  algebra  paper,  inas- 
much as  in  Question  8 

i  1 

(4+/16)     +  (4+  v/16) 

was  inserted  instead  of 

(4  +  ^Tb)     +  (4  -  ^T5) 

as  it  should  probably  have  been  written  ; 
and  in  Question  12  :  <*  Is  the  sum  of  the 
first  r  oo-efficients  in  the  expansion  of 
(1  —  ar)— II,  &c."  instead  of  "Is  the  co- 


i 


efficient  of  xr  in  the  expansion  of 
(1  —  x)—ut  &c. ;  "  that  the  supply  of 
papers  in  the  trigonometry  examination 
was  insufficient  to  accommodate  the 
number  of  candidates  who  presented 
themselves,  in  consequence  of  which 
some  papers  had  to  be  torn  in  half,  so 
that  while  some  candidates  had  the  op- 
portunity of  seeing  at  the  same  time  all 
the  questions  proposed,  others  had  not 
the  same  advantage ;  and,  whether  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners  will  take 
these  irregularities  into  due  oonsidera* 
tion  before  publishing  the  results  of 
those  examinations,  and  will  take  steps 
to  prevent  their  recurrence  in  future  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  With  regard  tfb  the  double 
decimal  point,  the  error  arose  in  striking 
off  copies,  the  proof  having  been  correct. 
No  candidate  would  suffer,  at  it  was 
immaterial  which  point  was  taken,  and 
either  answer  would  be  accepted  as 
correct.  As  regards  the  Woolwich 
paper,  Question  8  as  printed  was  unob- 
jectionable, and  those  who  worked  it 
correctly  obtained  full  marks,  while 
those  who  assiimed  it  to  be  misprinted 
and  worked  it  correctly  on  that  assump- 
tion also  obtained  full  marks.  There 
was  practically  no  difference  or  difficulty 
between  the  two  forms  of  the  question. 
There  was  no  mistake  in  Question  12, 
which  was  perfectly  correct  as  it  origi- 
nally stood ;  but  notice  was  given  in  the 
examination  room  before  the  candidates 
began  to  work  the  paper  of  a  slight 
alteration  introduced  in  the  interest  of 
the  candidates  to  make  it  easier.  As 
regards  the  deficiency  in  the  number  of 
examination  papers,  only  six  candidates 
were  affected.  A  slight  allowance  of 
time  was  offered  them  in  compensation, 
of  which,  however,  only  three  availed 
themselves.  I  need  only  add  that  I  am 
sorry  that  mistakes  of  this  kind  have 
arisen,  because  this  is  twice  within  a 
week  that  I  have  had  to  answer  Ques- 
tions of  this  kind.  I  have  requested 
that  greater  care  shall  be  taken  in 
future. 

THE  MAOISTRAOY  (IRELAND)— RESI- 
DENT  MAGISTRATES  —  APPOINT- 
MENTS. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  How  many  Besi- 
dent  Magistrates  have  been  appointed 
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since  the  present  Government  took 
Office? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity)  (who  replied)  said  :  Ten  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  have  been  appointed 
since  the  present  Government  succeeded 
to  Office. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Will  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  say  how  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell)  came  to  say  last  evening 
that  there  were  only  three  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

ULSTER    CANAL    AND  TYRONE 
NAVIGATION  BILL. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
When  the  Ulster  Oanal  Bill,  as  revised 
by  the  Select  Committee,  will  be  taken 
on  the  Report  stage;  are  the  Goyern- 
ment  in  charge  of  the  Bill ;  if  not,  who  is ; 
and,  what  opportunity  will  be  given  for 
preparing  and  discussing  Amendments 
to  it? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
(Leeds,  N.)  in  reply,  said,  he  believed 
it  was  proposed  to  take  the  Bill.  He 
thought  it  would  be  unusual  to  give  any 
opportunities  for  discussing  Amend- 
ments beyond  those  that  usually  occur. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  intend  to  put 
down  a  great  number  of  Amendments ; 
and  as  there  will  be  a  Morning  Sitting 
on  Friday  for  the  Local  Government 
Bill,  that  would  be  an  inconvenient 
time.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  prevail  on  the  promotors  to  post- 
pone the  Bill  to  next  week  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  suggested  that  the 
Amendments  should  be  put  down  im- 
mediately. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS— PARTY 
AGENTS-ELIGIBILITY  OF  CLERKS 
OF  THE  PEACE  OR  COUNTY  TREA- 
SURERS. 

Mb.  p.  stanhope  (Wednesbury) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  Clerks  of 
the  Peace  or  County  Treasurers,  being 
public  servants,  are  entitled  to  act  as 
party  agents  in  the  Bevision  Courts  or 
as  candidates'  agents  at  Parliamentary 
elections  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthxws)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  statutory  provision  oir 

M-.  T.  M.  Healy 


rule  of  law  which  would  prevent  a  Clerk 
of  the  Peace  or  a  County  Treasurer  from 
acting  as  an  election  agent.  The  Clerk 
of  the  Peace,  however,  being  charged 
with  certain  important  functions  in  con* 
nection  with  the  registration  of  voters, 
could  not  properly,  in  my  opinion,  act  in 
any  way  as  an  agent  in  tne  Revision 
Courts. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887- JUDGMENTS 
IN  THE  KILLEAGH  CASE-SHORT- 
HAND  WRITER'S  NOTES. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  can  state 
the  reason  why  the  G-ovemment  have 
refused  to  lay  upon  the  Tahle  a  Copy  of 
the  shorthand  writer's  notes  of  the 
Judgment  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
in  the  Elilleagh  habeas  corpus  cases, 
seeing  that  a  copy  of  the  Chief  Baron'a 
address  to  the  jury  in ''  Blunt  v.  Balfour  " 
has  been  laid  upon  the  Table ;  whether 
the  Government  will  reconsider,  in  the 
light  of  the  Killeagh  decision,  the  cases 
of  such  prisoners  as  the  Milltown  Mai- 
bay  men,  whose  sentences  lor  refusal  to 
supply  goods  have  been  confirmed  on 
appesd,  and  who  are,  therefore,  deprived 
of  further  legal  remedy ;  would  it  be 
possible,  under  the  County  Courts  Acts, 
for  Hules  to  be  framed  by  the  County 
Court  Judges,  so  that  the  convictions 
they  affirm  under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  Act  should  in  all  cases  refer 
to  the  evidence  on  which  the  convictions 
were  grounded,  so  that  it  may  be  pos- 
sible for  prisoners  under  sentence  after 
appeal  to  test  the  legality  of  their  im- 
prisonment by  habeas  corpus  ;  will  any 
steps  be  taken  in  fulfilment  of  the  pledge 
of  the  right  hon.  G-entleman,  last  year 
reported  in  Barnard^  vol.  815,  p.  284, 
as  follows : — 

"  There  wiU  be  an  appeal  in  every  case  to  a 
County  Court  Judge,  and  if,  on  legal  techni- 
calities, the  County  Court  Judge  is  objected  to, 
the  Government  will  be  prepared  to  consider  a 
plan  for  giving  an  appeal  in  cases  in  which  a 
legal  difficulty  may  be  involved  to  a  still 
higher  tribunal ; " 

and,  if  he  can  state  how  many  persons 
are  still  confined  under  sentences  con- 
firmed on  appeal  for  conspiracy  to  com- 
pel and  induce  others  to  do  or  abstain 
from  doing  certain  acts? 
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The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said  :  It  would  be 
obviously  neither  possible  nor  expedient 
to  lay  on  the  Table  copies  of  the  Judg- 
ments in  all  the  cases  which  come  before 
the  Courts  under  the  Act  of  last  year. 
There  is  an  obvious  distinction  between 
the  Charge  of  the  Chief  Baron  in  the 
case  of  '*  Blunt  v,  Byrne,"  which  has 
general  application  to  the  combination 
known  as  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  the 
Judgments  in  the  Killeagh  habeas  cor- 
ptu  case,  which — except  so  far  as  they 
dealt  with  legal  questions  of  habeas  cor- 
pus and  certiorari — were  only  applicable 
to  the  particular  parts  of  the  case  before 
the  Court.  In  answer  to  the  second 
paragraph,  I  have  to  say  that  the  de- 
cision in  the  Killeagh  oases  does  not  af- 
fect the  cases  of  the  prisoners  referred  to 
in  the  Question.  The  facts  of  the  cases 
were  entirely  different,  and  the  pri- 
soners have  availed  themselves  of  the 
right  of  appeal.  It  would  not  be  within 
the  power  of  the  Court  and  Judges 
to  adopt  the  course  suggested  in  the 
third  paragraph.  The  matter  referred 
to  in  the  first  paragraph  has  already 
been  dealt  with  by  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
man  when  this  Question  appeared  first 
on  the  Paper.  There  are  at  present,  so 
far  as  can  be  ascertained  from  the  re- 
cords at  head  quarters,  10  persons  con- 
fined under  sentence  for  ooiupiracy  con- 
firmed on  appeal.  There  are  also  four 
persons  confined  for  inciting  to  con- 
spiracy. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  by 
whose  desire  the  Paper  was  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  of  Commons  con- 
taining the  Judgment  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  in  "  Blunt  r.  Byrne ;"  and  I  wish 
to  ask  him  was  it  not  a  decision  at 
Nisi  Prius  binding  practically  on  no- 
body ;  and  was  not  that  decision  in  the 
case  of  the  Killeagh  prisoners  a  decision 
in  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  final  so  far 
as  they  were  concerned,  and  so  far  as 
any  Court  was  concerned ;  and  why  a 
decision  that  was  binding  on  nobody 
was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
while  the  Government  refuse  to  give  us 
an  authoritative  decision  in  regard  to  a 
very  great  matter  of  public  interest  ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  that  if  the 
Judge's  Charge  in  "  Blunt  v.  Byrne  ** 
was  binding  on  no  one,  he  could  only 
express  his  astonishment  that  it  was 
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moved  for  by  an  hon.  Member  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  should  have 
said  binding  on  any  Court. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT( Derby): 
The  Solicitor  General  is  not  asked  a 
Question  as  to  why  the  Judgment  in 
**  Blunt  V.  Byrne"  was  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  but  he  is  asked  why  the 
Judgment  in  the  Killeagh  case  is  re- 
fused ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  in  his  previous 
answer  he  stated  distinctly  that  in  the 
Charge  of  the  Chief  Baron,  the  general 
combination  known  as  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  dealt  with,  and  that  was  a 
subject  of  the  greatest  public  import- 
ance; whereas  in  the  Killeagh  oases 
the  judgments  so  far  as  they  went  out- 
side the  legal  questions  of  habeas  corpus 
and  certiorari — [Mr.  T.  M.  Healy: 
Oh !] — were  only  applicable  to  the  facts 
of  the  particular  case  before  the  Court. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  asked, 
did  not  the  Killeagh  cases  deal  with  the 
questions  of  exclusive  dealing,  and  the 
principles  applicable  to  that  case  and  the 
evidence  proper  to  support  it  ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  no  general  prin- 
ciples were  laid  down;  and  the  judgments 
were  easily  accessible  to  the  public, 
for  they  were  fully  reported  in  the 
public  Press;  and  they  did  not  deal 
with  the  conspiracy  known  as  Boycot- 
ting in  the  sense  in  which  the  Judgment 
in  ''Blunt  v.  Byrne"  dealt  with  the 
combination  known  as  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked,  did  not  the  Judgment  in  the 
Killeagh  cases  lay  down  what  were  the 
proper  rules  to  be  observed  in  charges 
of  conspiracy  and  exclusive  dealing 
under  the  Crimes  Act;  and  whether, 
under  those  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  think  it  important  to  make 
public  the  solemn  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  No,  Sir.  It  lays 
down  no  general  rules  on  that  branch 
of  the  case ;  it  simply  deals  with 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  if  he 
will  tell  the  House  what  is  the  objection 
to  lay  the  notes  upon  the  Table ;  and  I 
wish  to  ask  him  whether  at  the  public 
expense,  because  the  views  of  the  Go- 
vernment were  in  harmony  with  the 
decision  in  "Blunt  v,  Balfour,"  the 
notes  of  the  Judgment  were  laid  on  tb^ 
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Table,  and  why  he  objects  to  follow 
the  same  course  in  the  Killeagh  case, 
which  was  no  more  amply  reported  in 
the  newspapers  than  was  the  Blunt  and 
Balfour  case;  and  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  refuses  to  lay  the 
Judgment  on  the  Table  will  he  at  least 
lay  the  portion  of  the  Judgment  dealing 
with  the  question  of  conspiracy  and  ex- 
clusive dealing? 

Mb.  madden  said,  the  objection 
was  the  obvious  one,  that  all  Judgments 
could  not  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House ;  that  some  discrimination  must 
be  observed  as  to  what  Judgment  should 
be  laid  upon  tbe  Table.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  lay  on  the  Table  Eeports 
of  all  the  Judgments.  Some  rule  must 
be  laid  down.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hbaly: 
What  rule?]  The  rule  was  that  a  Judg- 
ment dealing  with  certain  principles, 
such  as  that  he  had  stated,  might  fairly 
be  laid  upon  the  Table ;  while  a  Judg- 
ment dealing  with  the  facts  of  a  parti- 
cular case  might  fairly  be  refused  to  be 
laid  on  the  Table. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  Will  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  be  kind  enough  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  this  Judgment, 
upon  which  we  may  fairly  base  our 
decision  when  we  come  to  vote  the  sala- 
ries of  Resident  Magistrates  ? 

[No  reply."! 

Mb.  speaker  called  upon  Mr.  J. 
M.  Maclean  to  ask  the  next  Question. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  rose. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  wish  to  ask  you, 
Sir,  whether  the  Judgment  in  this  kil- 
leagh case  was  directly  quoted  by  the 
Ohimoellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Solicitor  General  and  other  Members  of 
the  Government  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  last  night ;  and  whether,  if  that 
is  so,  thev  are  not  bound,  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  House,  to  lay  a  copy  upon 
the  Table  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  That  does  not  come 
under  the  Rule  ;  but  I  suppose  that  the 
Judgment  will  be  accessible  to  hon. 
Members.  [C7rw«  o/*'No!"]  Of  course, 
if  it  were  not,  and  if  it  were  only  an 
official  document,  and  they  have  quoted 
from  it,  they  would  be  bound  to  lay  a 
copy  upon  the  Table. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  move  for  the  production  of 
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the  documents  quoted  by  the  Govern* 
ment  last  night  in  the  debate. 

Subsequently, 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
expression  of  opinion  which  had  been 
given  from  the  Ohair,  the  Government 
would,  without  formal  Motion,  lay  on 
the  Table  the  Judgments  in  the  Killeagh 
case? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  better  put  his 
Notice  of  Motion  on  the  Paper,  and  then 
the  Government  will  decide  as  to  the 
course  they  ought  to  take. 

EAST  INDIA  (MR.  W.  TAYLER,  OF 

PATNA). 

Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  If  he  is  aware  that  after  Mr. 
Tayler,  ex-Oommissioner  of  Patna,  hctd 
declined  the  inquiry  offered  him  into  his 
judicial  conduct  at  Patna,  Lord  Canning 
nevertheless  insisted,  iu  the  interest  of 
public  justice,  that  an  inquiry  should  be 
held  into  certain  cases  connected  with 
the  Patna  riots,  and  called  upon  the 
Sudder  Court  of  Bengal  to  revise  the 
sentences  passed  by  Mr.  Tayler  on  per- 
sons who  still  remained  alive,  in  order 
to  remedy  substantial  injustice  where 
such  should  appear  to  have  been  com- 
mitted; that  the  Sudder  Court  accord- 
ingly, on  June  29,  1859,  forwarded  to 
the  Government  of  Bengal  a  Judgment 
which  the  Court  had  recorded  after  an 
examination  of  the  papers ;  and,  whether 
a  copy  of  the  judicial  record  of  proceed* 
ings  in  this  case  can  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  along  with  the 
Correspondence  moved  for  yesterday  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kensington 
(Sir  Roper  Lethbridge)  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  JoHj>f  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
My  attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter 
from  the  Registrar  of  the  Sudder  Court 
to  the  Government  of  Bengal  of  the  29th 
of  June,  1859,  forwarding  a  Judgment 
of  that  Court  on  the  cases  of  21  persons 
then  alive  who  had  been  tried  and  con- 
victed by  Mr.  William  Tayler  for  com- 
plicity in  the  Patna  riots  of  the  Srd 
of  Jidy,  1857.  After  carefully  g^ing 
through  the  records  of  the  trials,  the 
Court  thought  the  evidence  altogether 
insufficient  to  sustain  the  conviction  of 


12S5 


Inland  Fisheries  {  June  26,  1888} 


(Seotlund), 


128& 


18  of  the  prisoners.  In  another  case 
the  Court  thought  the  evidence  unsatis- 
factory, and  recommended  that  his  sen- 
tence should  be  remitted.  In  the  two 
remaining  cases  the  conviction  was  up- 
held. There  is  no  objection  to  the  pro- 
duction of  these  documents  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  move  for  them. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  MR. 
CULLEN,  DIVISIONAL  MAGISTRATE, 
DUNDALK. 

Mb.  M'CAETAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  on  Wednesday  last,  when  the  people 
were  quietly  and  peaceably  moving  from 
the  Dundalk  Kail  way  Station,  where 
they  had  met  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and  his  friends,  Mr. 
CuUen,  Divisional  Magistrate,  ordered 
the  dragoons  and  constabulary  to  stop 
the  procession,  and  thereby  caused  con- 
siderable confusion  and  disorder  during 
which  several  persons  were  thrown 
down  and  injured;  and,  whether  Mr. 
CuUen  had  received  instructions  from 
Dublin  Castle  to  act  in  this  way  ? 

Thk  KOLICITOR  general  for 
IRELAND  ^Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University)  (who  replied)  said :  This 
Question  being  put  down  without  Notice, 
I  have  not  had  time  to  obtain  a  specific 
Report  as  to  the  proceedings  at  the 
period  of  time  to  which  the  Question  re- 
fers. The  Police  Reports  now  available 
deal  with  the  disturbances  which  pre- 
vailed later  in  the  day. 

INLAND  FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND)- 
A8SAULT  AT  ST.  BOSWELL'S. 

Mb.  a.  L.  brown  (Hawick,  &o.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is 
the  case  that  on  May  3,  Mr.  William 
Gibbie,  skinner,  Galashiels,  was  fishing 
on  the  Tweed  near  St.  Boswell's,  when 
Mr.  Andrew  Goodfellow,  gamekeeper  to 
Lord  Polwarth,  ordered  him  to  desist, 
and,  on  his  refusing  to  do  so,  assaulted 
him ;  whether  on  the  same  day  Gibbie 
gave  information  of  the  assault  to  Con- 
stable Telfer,  of  Langlee,  who  reported 
it  to  the  Fiscal ;  whether  on  the  same 
day  Goodfellow  gave  information  of 
assault  against  Gibbie,  and  whether  the 
Fiscal  at  once  instituted  proceedings 
against  Gibbie,  who  was  tried  on  May 
1 7  and  acquitted ;  whether  on  the  day 
of  the  trial  Gibbie  made  complaint  to 


the  Fiscal  against  Goodfellow,  and  whe* 
ther  the  Fiscal  intimated  to  Gibbie'e 
agent  on  May  31  that  he  did  not  intend 
to  take  up  his  complaint ;  whether 
Gibbie  and  his  Friend  Thomas  Young, 
who  was  witness  of  the  assault,  have 
since  made  affidavit  before  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace  stating  the  facts  of  the  case, 
and  forwarded  the  same  to  the  Lord 
Advocate,  asking  him  take  up  the  com* 
plaint ;  and,  whether  he  intends  to  in- 
stitute proceedings  against  the  game- 
keeper for  the  alleged  assault  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Androw*8  Universities) :  It  is  the  fact 
that,  on  the  date  mentioned,  a  man, 
named  Gebbie  not  Gibbie,  was  fishing 
in  the  Tweed  near  St.  Bos  well's,  at  a  place 
where  he  had  no  right  to  fish ;  and  on 
being  requested  to  desist  by  the  game- 
keeper, Andrew  Goodfellow,  he  refused 
to  do  so,  whereupon  a  scuffle  ensued,  in 
which  the  gamekeeper  was  severely  in- 
jured, a  rib  beine  fractured.  It  is  also 
the  case  that  Gebbie  informed  Constable 
Telford  of  the  alleged  assault,  but  no 
charge  was  made  by  him  until  after  he 
was  charged  by  the  police  with  the  as  • 
sault  on  Goodfellow,  though  he  passed 
two  police  stations  on  his  way;  and 
when  lodging  his  complaint  with  Tel- 
ford, he  said  that  Goodfellow  had  not 
struck  him  at  all.  Goodfellow  gave  in- 
formation of  the  assault  upon  him  imme- 
diately after  the  occurrence,  and  Gebbie 
was  tried  on  May  ]  7,  but  the  charge 
was  found  **  not  proven."  Although  I 
have  no  definite  information  on  the 
points  mentioned  in  the  fourth  para- 
graph, I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  their 
correctness.  On  May  31  a  man  named 
John  Johnston,  Secretary  of  the  Tweed 
Fisheries  Acts  Repeal  and  Angling  Law 
Reform  League,  wrote  to  me  enclosing 
two  affidavits.  I  made  full  inquiry  into 
the  case,  and  satisfied  myself  that  there 
was  no  ground  for  any  prosecution  of 
Gt)od  fellow,  and  informed  Johnston  of 
this  decision.  The  counter-charge  was 
evidently  an  after-thought.  There  was 
no  injury  done  to  Gebbie,  although  he 
had  a  trifling  scratch  on  his  neck.  I  da 
not  intend  to  take  any  proceedings. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by  Mr. 
A.  L.  Brown, 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALDsaid,  he 
thought  probably  the  Procurator  Fiscal 
proceeded  on  the  fact  that  one  man  had 
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broken  ribs  and  one  man  was  not  in- 
jured. 

FINANCE.  &C.-SCOTCH  CONTIBDTIONS 
TO  THE  EXCHEQUEa 

Me.  mark  STEWAUT  (Kirkcud- 
bright) asked  Mr.  ChaooeUor  of  the 
Ezoheqaer,  with  refersnoe  to  the  corre- 
spondeoce  between  faimeelf  and  the 
Beoretar;  for  Scotland  on  Local  Taxation 
(Parliamentary  Paper,  0.  5118),  On 
vhat  principle  does  he  base  hie  calcu- 
latione  that  the  share  of  Scotland  is 
one-third  of  the  whole  Probate  Duty — 
namely,  £1,420,000,  to  be  devoted  to 
the  relief  of  local  taxation,  will  onlj 
amount  to  fIS6,000 — namely,  11  per 
oentj  what  in  the  proportion  percent, 
and  amount,  it  is  proposed  to  give  to 
England  and  Ireland  respeotively ;  and, 
whether  the  present  grant  to  medical 
relief  and  to  lunatic  poor  (seeing  there 
is  no  mention  of  these  grants  in  the 
correspond ence)  will  be  continned  during 
the  present  year  as  heretofore  ? 

ThbCHANOELLOH  of  the  EXOHE- 
QTJES  (Mr.  Ooschkn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  first  Question,  I  can  only  give 
him  the  same  answer  which  I  gave  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell)  on  the 
28rd  of  April  last,  that  the  figure  of  1 1 
per  cent  is  based  upon  a  veiy  complex 
oalonlation,  involving  the  use  of  several 
independent  sets  of  figures,  the  rseults 
of  one  set  being  checked  by  those  of 
another.  I  added  that  the  net  result 
was  nearer  10  than  11  per  cent,  and  that 
I  had  every  reason  to  believe  that  the 
figures  I  adopted  were  favourable  to 
Scotland.  In  reply  to  his  second  Ques- 
tion, I  have  to  say  that  the  proportion 
of  ^vbateDuty  to  be  given  to  I^gland 
and  Wales  is  80  per  cent,  and  to  Ire- 
land  9  per  cent.  The  amount  of  Probate 
Duty  to  be  given  to  England  and  Wales 
will,  on  this  calculation,  be  £1,11^6.000, 
and  to  Ireland  £127,000,  in  1SS8-9. 
My  answer  to  his  third  Question  is,  Yea. 

AFBIOA  (CENTRAL)  —  CONSUL  JOHN- 
STON, OF  OPOBO. 
Mb.    W.    REDMOND    (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  it  is  true  that 
Oonsul  Johnston,  of  Opobo,  is  coming  to 
England ;  and,  whether  it  is  true  that 
this    Oonsul    has    recently   concluded 
Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Macdonald 
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Treaties  with  certain  Natives  in  the  in 
terior  of  Africa  without  first  submitting 
the  terms  of  the  Treaties  to  the  Govern- 
ment at  home  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jaues  FBROueaoN)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Mr.  Johneton  has  ar- 
rived in  England.  He  has  from  time  to 
time  concluded  Treaties  in  the  interest 
of  British  commerce  with  Native  Chiefs 
under  a  general  authority  to  do  so  given 
to  Her  Majesty's  Consul  in  1864,  and 
in  a  prescribed  form,  which  has  been  laid 
before  Parliament. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  gave  Notice 
that  on  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  he 
should  move  a  reduction  in  Consul 
Johnston's  salary. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1S81— 
CASE  OF  "OWEN  WYNNE,  LAND- 
LORD, V.  JAMES  U'ZEOWN,"  MANOR- 
HAMILTON. 

Me.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  order  made  by 
the  County  Court  Judge  at  Manor hamiU 
ton  Quarter  Sessions  on  October  18, 
1887,  in  the  case  of  "Owen  Wynne, 
landlord,  v.  James  M'Keown,"  tenant, 
which  is  as  follows  : — 

"Orderof  Court.— If  the  dafendant  psji  one 

J'Vtx't  reot  on  or  b«fore  lUh  November  1887, 
st  him  be  reatorod  to  hie  holdinf;,  I  reaerre 
further  coniideratioD  ai  to  the  rest  uf  etreais  ;  ' ' 
whether  he  is  aware  that  James 
M'Keown  has  recently  suffered  14  days' 
imprisonment  on  a  charge  of  forcible 
entry  and  detainer  of  the  house  from 
which  he  had  been  evicted  by  the  land' 
lord,  though  he  pleaded  that  he  had 
offered  a  year's  rent  to  the  agent,  Mr. 
George  Hewson,  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  the  County  Court  Judge's  order; 
whether  Mr.  George  Hewson  denied  oa 
oath,  at  the  recent  trial  of  M'Keown, 
the  existence  of  any  such  order ;  whe- 
ther Mr.  Qeorge  Hewson,  both  before 
and  after  giving  evidence  against 
M'Keown,  did,  as  a  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
ait  on  the  Bench  with  Colonel  Turner, 
R.M.,  and  Mr.  Moloney,  R.M.,  partici- 
pating in  the  work  of  the  Petty  Sessions; 
whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
will  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
George  Hewson ;  and,  whether  the 
Government  will  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  making  some  coniponeation  to 
Mr.  M'Keown  for  unmerited  punishment 
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and  the  grave  loss  sustained  by  his 
family  ? 

The  SOLTCITOE  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  detailed  the 
various  proceedings  in  the  matter,  and 
said  that  if  Mr.  M'Keown  felt  aggrieved 
he  could  bring  an  action  for  damages, 
but  the  Government  had  no  intention  of 
compensating  him. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
CASE  OF  "SARAH  MAGUIRE  v. 
OWEN  WYNNE,"  MANORHAMILTON. 

Mb.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  when  at 
the  late  sitting  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners, Mr.  E.  0.  M'Devitt  in  the  chair, 
at  Manorhamilton,  County  Leitrim,  the 
case  of  *' Sarah  Maguire  v.  Owen 
Wynne "  came  on  for  hearing,  the 
Chairman,  without  any  inspection  of 
the  holding,  or  inquiry  into  the  question 
of  the  tenant's  improvements  on  the 
evidence  of  the  landlord's  valuation, 
fixed  the  judicial  rent  on  the  basis  of 
the  old  rent ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
G-overnment  will  afford  facilities  to 
Sarah  Maguire  for  a  re-heaiing  of  her 
case  ? 

Thk  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said,  he  had 
applied  for  the  necessary  information, 
and  he  would,  when  he  received  it, 
communicate  with  the  hon.  Member. 

Mil.  CONWAY  said,  he  would  repeat 
the  Question  on  Thursday. 

BUSINESS  OF   THE  HOUSE. 

Mb.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  shortly 
to  ask  the  House  that  the  whole  Sittings 
on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Session  may  be  allotted 
to  Government  Business  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  It  is 
probable  that  the  Government  will  have 
to  ask  the  House  for  further  facilities 
for  dealing  with  Government  Business. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  whether  these  facilities  would 
touch  Wednesdays  as  well  as  Tuesdays 
and  Fridays  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  could 
not    say   what   course   he  Bhould   be 


obliged  to  take  until  he  made  the  an- 
nouncement. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  his  facili- 
ties extended  to  Wednesdays,  would 
consider  the  point  urged  by  him  early 
in  the  Session — that  the  operation  of 
the  New  Rule  practically  deprived  pri- 
vate Members  of  any  opportunity  of 
proceeding  with  Opposed  Bills  ? 

SMALL  HOLDINGS— THE  SELECT 
COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
If  the  Select  Committee  on  Small  Hold- 
ings will  be  empowered  to  inquire  into 
the  subject  with  regard  to  Scotland  as 
well  as  England ;  and,  if  Scotch  Mem- 
bers will  be  represented  on  the  Com- 
mittee ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  do 
not  see  any  objection  to  Scotland  being 
included  in  the  Reference  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Small  Holdings.  If  such 
inclusion  is  made,  Scotch  Members  will 
be  represented  on  the  Committee. 

MOTIONS. 

NOTICES  OF  MOTION  AND  ORDERS  OP 

THE  DAY. 

Ordered^  That  the  Order  for  resuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Motion  relating  to 
**  The  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887,"  have  precedence  this  day  of  the 
Notices  of  Motion  and  other  Orders  of  the  Day. 
^(Mr,  William  Henry  Smith.) 

SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE,  SUSPENSION 
OF  THE  STANDING  ORDER. 

Ordered,  That  the  proceedings  on  the  Motion 
relating  to  "  The  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  1887,"  if  under  discussion  at 
Twelve  o'clock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted 
under  the  Standing  Order  "Sittings  of  the 
House."— (Jfr.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

ORDERS    OF   THE    DAY. 


CRIMINAL     LAW     AND     PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887. 

RESOLUTION.      [aDJOXTBNED   DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [25 tU  June], 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,    tho 
operation  of  '  The  Criminal  Iaw  and  Procedur<^ 


1291         Criminal  law  and  (COMMONS |      ProceJmre,  ^c.  Act,  \S^7.   12912 


(Ireland)  Act,  1887,'  and  the  manner  of  its 
administration,  undermine  respect  for  Law, 
estrange  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
are  deeply  injarious  to  the  interests  of  the 
United  Kingdom." — {Mr.  John  Morley,) 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co.,  N.K.) : 
8ir,  I  bope  tbe  bon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Nortb  Armagb  (Colonel  Saunder- 
son)  wbo  registered  that  terrible  vow  to 
place  bis  beel  on  our  necks,  will  not  be 
offended  witb  me  if  I  say  tbat  tbe  speecb 
we  listened  to  last  night  seems  to  me 
not  to  demand  any  very  protracted 
attention  except  from  persons  in  searcb 
of  amusement.  Wbatever  else  may  be 
said  of  tbe  Irisb  Question,  I  tbink  we 
are  pretty  well  agreed  on  botb  sides  of 
tbe  House  now  tbat  it  is  no  laugbing 
matter  any  way.  Tbe  bon.  Member  for 
Soutb  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  did 
deliver  a  very  clever  speecb,  a  bigbly 
artful  composition,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
bave  to  tbink  tbat  tbe  bon.  Member 
was  engaged  in  not  uncongenial  work 
in  attacking  an  absent  man  and  in  fixing, 
or  in  attempting  to  fix,  tbe  stigma  of 
successful  villany  upon  tbe  name  and 
upon  tbe  work  of  Jobn  Dillon.  Tbe 
bon.  Member  bad  one  otber  cbaracter- 
istic,  and  tbat  is  tbat  somebow  or  otber 
be  always  attacks  tbe  Tory  Govern- 
ment wben  be  can  do  tbem  no  barm, 
and  always  comes  to  tbeir  rescue  wben- 
ever  bis  services  are  of  tbe  smallest 
value.  Tbe  bon.  Member's  speecb  last 
nigbt  was  stuffed  witb  two  topics.  He 
abused  tbe  Plan  of  Campaign,  of  course, 
and  be  trotted  out  once  more  tbe  two 
stock  borrors  from  tbe  County  of  Kerry, 
wbicb  bad  already  done  duty  in  tbe 
speecb  of  tbe  Chancellor  of  tbe  Excbe- 
quer,  and  in  tbe  speecb  of  tbe  bon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Armagb.  Wby 
two  alone  ?  It  seems  tbat  nobody  can 
exceed  tbat  number  even  in  tbe  County 
of  Kerry.  I  claim  tbat  we  on  tbese 
Bencbes  are  at  least  as  bonestly  dis- 
gusted witb  tbese  abominable  tbings  in 
Kerry  as  Gentlemen  opposite  or  the  bon. 
Member  for  Soutb  Tyrone.  I  confess 
tbat  it  sometimes  strikes  me  tbat  tbe 
Unionist  orators  seen  to  be  not  at  all 
disinclined  to  dabble  tbeir  sleek  bands 
in  tbe  blood  of  tbose  miserable  creatures 
in  Kerry.  Wben  I  saw  tbe  crocodile 
tears  sbed  over  Norab  Fitzmaurice  by 
tbe  bon.  Gentleman  and  by  bon.  Gen- 
tlemen  on  tbe  otber  side  of  tbe  House, 


I  could  not  belp  tbinking  of  tbe 
tbousands  and  bundreds  of  tbousands  of 
Norab  Fitzmaurices  wbom  Irisb  land- 
lordism bas  flung  out  to  die  on  tbe  road- 
side or  to  meet  perbaps  a  worse  fate  in 
tbe  streets  of  New  York,  witbout  one 
word  of  protest  or  one  tear  for  tbeir  fate 
from  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Is  it 
candid,  is  it  bonest  for  the  Member  for 
Tyrone  lo  mention  tbe  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  tbese  crimes  in  Kerry  in  tbe 
same  breadth,  as  if  tbere  were  some 
connection  between  tbem  ?  Tbe  bon. 
Member  knows  as  well  as  I  do  that 
tbere  was  no  more  connection  between 
tbe  two  things-[Crw<  0/  "Ob!"]— 
yes,  I  repeat  there  is  no  more  connec- 
tion between  tbe  two  tbings  than  tbere 
is  between  tbe  proceedings  of  this  Parlia- 
ment and  a  murder  in  tbe  New  Cut. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  may  jeer 
wbo  can  do  notbing  else.  I  tell  tbem 
tbat  tbey  will  not  conceal  from  tbe 
Englisb  people  tbo  fact  tbat  tbe  one 
county  in  Ireland  from  wbicb  tbey  can 
produce  even  tbeir  two  borrors,  to  work 
upon  Englisb  feeling,  is  tbe  one  county 
in  Ireland  wbere  tbe  Plan  of  Campaign 
bas  never  started.  Let  tbem  jeer  as 
tbey  like.  I  tell  tbem  tbat  tbe  County 
of  Kerry  is  tbe  one  county  wbere  tbe  in- 
fluence of  tbe  National  League  bas  at 
all  times  been  weakest  and  most 
paralyzed.  Not  one  great  public  meet- 
ing bas  been  beld  in  tbat  county  for 
years.  Not  one  prominent  Member  of 
tbe  Irisb  Party  bas  set  foot  in  Kerry  for 
years  past.  Kerry  bas  been  left  in  the 
undisputed  possession  of  tbe  Moon- 
lighters and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  a  pretty  Arcadia  tbey  bave 
made  of  it.  Instead  of  our  baving  any- 
tbing  to  blusb  for  in  connection  witb 
tbe  crimes,  borrors,  and  tbe  atrocities 
in  Kerry,  it  is  our  bigbest  testimony. 
It  is  tbe  witbers  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment tbat  are  wrung  by  tbem  and 
not  ours.  Kerry  is  tbe  one  county  in 
tbe  whole  Soutb  of  Ireland  where 
tbe  Plan  of  Campaign  was  never 
started,  and  yet  it  is  tbe  one  county 
in  Ireland  wbere  murder  and  Moon- 
ligbfing  are  most  ripe.  In  every  part 
of  Ireland  wbere  for  tbe  last  year 
or  two  we  bave  been  carrying  on 
our  operations,  wo  defy  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  trace  to  us  any  crime  or 
stain  of  blood.  Yes ;  no  campaign  of 
ours  bas  been  stained  witb  blood.  Tbere 
was  tbe  case  of  an  armed  emergency 
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man  who  was  superintending  an  evio- 
tioD,  helped  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  shot  down   an    unfortunate 
tenant.   But  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  confessed  their  crime,  and  agreed 
to    give    compensation    in    an    action 
brought  by  the  relatives  of  the  mur- 
dered man.      They  confess  that  they 
were  trespassers,  and   went   there   to 
commit  a  murder.     If  the   man  they 
killed  had  arms,  and  had  known  that  he 
had  the  power  of  England  at  his  back, 
he  would  have  been  perfectly  justified 
in  killing  his  assailants.     But,  Sir,  I 
will  pass  from  that.    All  this  disgusting 
claptrap  about  crime  in  Ireland  is  what 
American  politicians  call  the  policy  of 
the  *'  bloody  shirt,"  and  its  object  is  to 
bring  war  and  hatred  between  people 
who   desire  to  live  at  peace.    Thank 
God,  at  home  as  well  as  in  America  that 
policy  is  seen  through  and  discredited, 
and  it  is  played  out.     To  come  to  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  I  should  have  sup- 
posed that  the  conscience  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tyrone  would  have  twitted 
him  with  reference  to  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign.   The  hon.  Member  told  us  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  responsible  for 
the  passing  of  the  Crimes  Act.   I  retort 
on  the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  respon- 
sible for  the  passing  of  that  Act  more 
than  any  man  living.      If,  when   the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  intro- 
duced a  Bill  to  suspend  evictions  in 
Ireland  under  certain  conditions  in  the 
Autumn  Session  of  1886,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tyrone  had  adopted  the  same 
tone  which  he  took  a  few  months  after- 
wards towards  the  Tory  Land  Bill  of 
last  Session,  he  and  his  Liberal  Unionist 
Friends,  powerless  for  all  else,  would 
have  easily  prevailed  on  a  Tory  Govern- 
ment to  legislate  that  autumn,  and  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  would   never  have 
existed.     What  did  the  hon.  Member 
do?     He  scoffed  at  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork's  statement  that  there  was  any 
urgent  crisis  to  be  dealt  with,  and  in  the 
name  of  the  farmers  of  Ulster  he  denied 
ihere  was  any  special  emergency  such 
as  there  was  in  1880-81,  and  said  that 
the  farmers  were  perfectly  well  able  to 
meet  their  engagements.   A  few  months 
afterwards  the  hon.  Member  came  cring- 
ing to  this  House,  declaring  that  the 
landlords  would  repeal  the  Union   as 
sure  as  fate.     Let  them  read  his  hyste- 
rical letters  to  The   Times,  crying  out 
''God    help    and    save    the    unhappy 


people."  Is  that  a  trustworthy  guide 
in  the  affairs  of  the  farmers  ?  He  will 
learn  better,  no  doubt,  next  Session, 
and  the  Tory  Government  will  learn 
better.  But  it  has  been  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  that  has  taught  them  better. 
I  think  it  was  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  and  those  he  acted  with 
who  were  directly  responsible  for  leaving 
the  farmers  of  Ireland  defenceless  that 
winter,  and  who,  therefore,  were  more 
directly  responsible  even  than  the 
hitherto  unsuspected  author  of  the 
Plan.  It  was  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
which  first  taught  you  wisdom,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  tried 
last  night  insidiously  to  conceal  that  the 
men  the  Government  are  endeavouring 
to  crush  in  Ireland  to-day  are  the  men 
who  have  taught  them  that  lesson.  I 
will  dwell  for  a  moment  on  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member,  because  he  looked 
upon  this  point  as  one  of  vital  impor- 
tance. With  all  the  artifice,  and  among 
all  the  tricks,  and  not  very  creditable 
tricks,  of  which  I  have  to  complain  is 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone.  What  did  the  hon. 
Member  say  ?  In  the  first  place  he  had 
the  audacity  to  talk — and  I  noticed  that 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  cheered 
enthusiastically  the  compliment— of  the 
Land  Courts  being  opened  under  the 
Act  of  last  year  by  Her  Majesty's  Tory 
Government.  The  hon.  Member  knew 
as  well  as  I  know  that  they  were  opened 
in  the  teeth  of  the  views  and  grimaces 
of  Lord  Salisbury.  Then  he  told  us 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  on  the  Mas- 
sereene  Estate  was  indefensible,  because 
the  judicial  tenants  could  get  their 
abatements  and  the  non- judicial  could 
go  into  Court  to  have  their  rents  fixed 
under  the  Act  of  last  Session.  I  ask, 
again,  was  it  honest  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  give  uninformed  persons  in 
England  an  impression  which  he  knew 
to  be  diametrically  opposed  to  the  fact  ? 
He  knows  that  not  merely  the  Masse- 
reene  dispute,  but  every  prominent  dis- 
pute that  is  still  outstanding  under  tho 
Plan  of  Campaign,  arose  before  the 
Tory  legislation  of  last  Session,  and 
arose  out  of  a  state  of  circumstances 
which  this  House  and  the  Government 
had  solemnly,  and  on  the  Statute  Book, 
declared  to  bo  oppressive  and  indefen^ 
sible.  Let  me  dwell  on  this  point  for 
a  moment,  for  I  consider  it  to  be 
of  tha  utmost  importance.    This  fallacy 
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underlay  the  hon.  Member's  speech  last 
night,  from  beginning  to  end.  and  ought 
to   be  completely  and   speedily   demo- 
lished.    What  was  the  fact  as  to  the 
Massereene   dispute  and  all  the  other 
disputes  which  were    outstanding  and 
which  have  been  enumerated  ?    Every 
prominent  dispute  under  the   Plan   of 
Campaign  which  the  hon.  Member  enu- 
merated with  such  glee — the  Ponsonby 
dispute,   the   Massereene   dispute,    the 
Coolgreaney  and  Lugganstown  disputes, 
arose  before  the  Gt>vernment  legislation 
and  because  they  refused  to  legislate. 
I  defy  the  Chief  Secretary — I  dare  say 
he  will  pick  himself  up  to  answer  me  in 
the  course  of  the  evening — I  defy  the 
Chief  Secretary  or  any  hon.  Gentleman 
to  point  to  any  single  great  estate  where 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  put  in 
operation  on  which  the  tenants  were  free 
to  take  full  and  free  advantage  of  the 
Act  of  last  year.    I  defy  him  to  name 
one.      I  am  sorry  to  emphasize  these 
things,  but  I  feel  bound  to  do  so,  and  I 
challenge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
to  deny  that ;  in  point  of  fact,  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  is  now  being  used,  not  to 
extort  coneessions  in  the  future,  but  in 
order  to  secure  the  advantages  which 
the   House  conceded  last  year  to  the 
general  body  of  tenants  in  Ireland — to 
secure  those  advantages  to  the  tenants 
ou   those  very   estates   whose  courage 
and  whose  self-sacrifice  wrung  the  con- 
cession from  a  reluctant  Tory  Govern- 
ment, and  from  the  sceptical  Member 
for  South  Tyrone.      I  hold  that  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  doing  in 
Ireland  at  the  present  moment  is  not 
dealing  with  crime  or  any  widespread 
conspiracy  against  rent.     There  is  no 
such  thing;  he  is  engaged  in  victimizing 
and  crushing,  if  he  can  do  it,  a  couple 
of  dozen  bodies  of  tenants  in  Ireland 
whose  struggles  have  forced  Lord  Salis- 
bury to   swallow  his  views  as  to  the 
finality  of  judicial  rents.    They  are  the 
object    of  vengeance   because  they  are 
right  and  because  they  are  unconquer- 
able.    Whatever  ridiculous  and  vague 
abuse  may  be  showered  upon  the  Plan 
of    Campaign   by  persons    who    know 
nothing  of  its  operations  —  and  if  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  were  crushed  out  of 
existence  to-morrow   morning    I    defy 
anyone  to  point  out  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    would    have  succeeded   in 
doing  except  to  ruin  and  exterminate 
this  couple  of  dozen  of  bodies  of  Irish 
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tenants,  whose  courage  and  self-sacrifice 
won  the  Act  of  last  Session.     What  all 
the   detestable   cant  about   the   crimes 
of  Irish  Members    and   the  successful 
villany  of  John  Dillon  comes  to  is  this 
— that  they  have  refused  to  desert  those 
men,  and  that  they  have  declared  that, 
so  long  as  they  live,  they  will  not  stand 
by  and  see  them  struck  down  and  ruined 
or  offered  up  victims  as  a  holocaust  to 
the  vindictive  feelings  of  the  landlords 
because  they  won  the  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion, and  because  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
has  proved  too  much  for  them.     That  is 
the  work,  the  brave  work,  that  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman   is   engaged   upon  in 
Ireland,   and   for   doing    which   he   is 
lauded  as  the  modern  Quintius  Curtius. 
It  is  at  the  bidding  of  the  Irish  land- 
lords that  the   right   hon.   Gentleman 
is  engaged  in  crushing  out  of  existence 
poor    unarmed   Irish    tenants    because 
they  have  shown  themselves  to  be  more 
than  a  match  for  him.     That  is  the  tre- 
mendous   task    which    the   right   hon. 
Gentleman's  soldiers  and  police  and  re- 
movable magistrates   are   engaged   in, 
aod  it  is  a  task  which,  up  to  this  hour, 
they  have  most  absolutely  failed  in  ac- 
complishing— 80    resolutely   and   igno- 
miniously  failed  in  accomplishing  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  his  agents, 
have   been    obliged  to   skulk   over   to 
Borne  to  invoke  the  good  offices  of  the 
Holy  Inquisition  to  strengthen  the  Im* 
perial  arm  of  England.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer asked  me  last  night  whether  there 
would  be  any  Plan  of  Campaign  under 
an  Irish  Parliament,  and  I  venture  to 
tell  him  that  there  would  not,  and  I 
will  go  a  little  further  and  make  bold 
enough  to  say,  that  if,  when  the  Tory 
Government  found  it  necessary  to  pass 
the  Act  of  last  Session,  they  had  honestly 
insisted  that  the  Campaigners  should 
be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  that  Act 
instead   of   excluding    them    from  the 
pale  of  the  law,  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
would  have  disappeared  long  ago.     But 
instead  of  taking  that  course,  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  preferred  to  show  an 
iron  hand,  to  hunt  down  like  wild  beasts 
those  tenants  who  had  been  too  much 
for  him  in  playing  Quintius  Curtius,  and 
for  the  landlords,  and  to  lend  himself  to 
abominable  methods  of  government  as 
impotent  as  they  are  cruel.     I  am  in  a 
position  now  to  repeat  my  challenge  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  four  months 
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ago,  to  point  out  one  single  instance 
where  he  has  conquered  the  Plan  of 
Oampaign  with  all  his  bayonets  and  all 
his  plank  beds.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
his  forlorn  hope  speech  of  last  night,  yen- 
tuied  upon  a  half-hearted  hint  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  has  broken  down  on 
the  Massereene  estate.     But  if  that  is  the 
case,  what  is  the  meaning  of  the   25 
writs  of  ejectment,   which   have    been 
issued  by  Lord  Massereene  during  the 
last  few  days,  and  of  the  Rob  Eoy  Mao- 
gregor  raids  which  have  been   made 
upon  the  tenants'  cattle.      The    hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  who  held  a 
better  brief,  did  not  venture  to  follow 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  that  extent. 
He  was  content  with  taking  up  the  more 
modest  position  that  the  Plan  had  not 
yet,  and  he  appeared  to  derive  some 
consolation  from  the  fact,  actually  suc- 
ceeded in  every  single  instance.     The 
fact  is  that  the  Plan  has  only  succeeded 
in  19  cases  out  of  every  20.     The  hon. 
Member,   however,   did  not  point  out 
that  the  landlords  have  not  succeeded  in 
crushing  down  the  Plan  in  any  single 
instance.     The  hon.   Member  has  ex- 
pressed g^eat  sympathy  for  the  suffer- 
ings of  the  tenants  who  have  entered  upon 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.     I  may  console 
the  hon.  Member  by  telling  him  that 
the  Plan   is  getting   on,  and  that  its 
supporters  may  use  with  regard  to  it  the 
famous  Italian  phrase,    which  used  to 
be  so  popular  among  the  **  No  Popery  '* 
Party  in  England,  **  E pure  si  muove.*^ 
Let  me  mention  this.     Even  since  Mr 
Dillon's  imprisonment  last  week  rents 
have  been  reduced  under  the  operation  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  from  6«.  to  9«.  in 
the  pound  in  Boscommon  and  in  Gal  way, 
while  obnoxious  agents,    such   as  Mr. 
Kendal,  who  acted  in  a  merciless  man- 
ner, have  been  dismissed.    As  the  hon. 
Member  has  wasted  so  much  compassion 
upon  the  tenants  who  have  been  evicted 
it  may  soothe  his  feelings  to  learn  that 
after  nearly  two  years*  operation  there 
have  only  been  280  tenants  evicted  upon 
Campaign    estates  out  of    more    than 
60,000  who  have  fought  and  won  under 
the  banner  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
that    every  one    of   those  280  evicted 
tenants  is  now  in  a  comfortable  home, 
and     that     everyone     of     them     will 
yet  go   back   in   triumph  to   their   old 
homes  before  the  landlords  have  done 
with   their  successful   villany.      I  de- 


sire to  refer  briefly  to  the  facts  of  the 
Massereene  estate.     The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  had  the  hardihood  last 
night  to  describe  the  occupiers  on  that 
estate  as  quite  a  thriving  lot  of  tenants. 
Sir,  the  hon.  Member  on  one  occasion 
described  the  harvest  of  1886  as  a  beau- 
tiful one,  and  yet,  within  a  couple  of 
months  afterwards,  he  came  down  to 
this  House  to  complain  of  the  action  of 
the  landlords  in  enforcing  their  claims 
for  rent  and  threatened  to  break  down 
the  union.    I  admire  the  hon.  Member's 
courage  in  running  away   much  more 
than  I  do  his  antics  as  the  jumping 
oat  in  politics.     There  is  only  one  intel- 
ligible theory  with  regard  to  the  hon. 
Member's  oscillations  and  gyrations  on 
the  Irish  Land  Question,  and  it  is  that 
while  he  always  abuses  the  landlord  in 
safe  generalities,  he  invariably  betrays 
the  tenants  when  the  question  is  a  prac- 
tical one.     The    question    before    the 
House  is — Are  the  Massereene  tenants 
right  or  wrong— is  their  claim  to  a  re- 
duction of  rent  an  honest  or  a  dishonest 
one  ?    I  must  apologize  for  referring  to 
the  subject  after  the  clear  and  lucid 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre),  who  went  over  and  in- 
vestigated the  facts  on  the  spot.    The 
Irish  people  will  always  hold  the  courage 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  grateful 
remembrance.     The  evidence  I  have  on 
the  subject  is  a  triumphant  vindication 
of  the  honesty  of  the  tenants  and  of  my 
hon.  Friend  John  Dillon.    Lord  Masse- 
reene has  dismissed  his  agent  for  pro- 
posing that  the  rents  upon  his  estates 
should  be  reduced,  and  he  then  placed 
himself  body  and  soul  in  the  hands  of  a 
firm  of  Orange  emergency  solicitors,  who 
added  to  their  business  of  solicitors  the 
business  of  common  bailiffs.    But  even 
those  persons  informed  Lord  Massereene 
that  he  was  wrong  in  refusing  to  make 
the  abatement  proposed  by  his  agent, 
and  that  the  tenants  were  right  in  in- 
sisting upon  demanding  it.     The  hon. 
Member  for    South   Tyrone    told    the 
House    yesterday     that    Lord   Masse* 
reene  is  now  willing  to  make  reductions 
all  round  upon  the  scale  of  the  reduc- 
tions which  are  being  made  in  the  Land 
Court. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  that  what  he  had  stated  yesterday 
was  that  Lord  Massereene  was  now  deal- 
ing with  the  arrears  upon  his  estate 
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upon  the  same  scale  as  the  Commis- 
Bioners  were  dealiDfz^  with  the  rents. 

Mk.  W.  O'BRIEN :  I  will  come  to 
that  point  of  the  arrears  presently,  and 
probably  in  a  way  the  hon.  Member 
may  not  anticipate.  What  I  am  dealing 
with  now  is  the  undoubted  fact  that 
Lord  Massereene  has  now  agreed  to  give 
abatements  on  the  scale  of  those  given 
by  a  Land  Oommission  appointed, 
picked,  and  packed  by  a  Tory  Govern- 
ment for  the  express  purpose  of  dis- 
crediting the  Plan  of  Campaign  on  the 
Massereene  property.  Those  Oommis- 
sioners  found  themselves  obliged  to 
award  reductions  of  rent  at  least  equal 
to,  and,  in  some  cases,  greater  than, 
those  the  tenants  were  asking  for  under 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Here,  then, 
we  have  the  landlord,  the  agent,  and 
the  Land  Commissioners  vindicating 
the  tenants.  In  face  of  facts  like  these, 
how  can  any  man  have  the  hardihood  to 
talk  to  the  Irish  Kepresentatives  of  dis- 
honesty or  immorality,  or  affect  to  treat 
as  an  injured  innocoDt  this  degraded 
lord,  against  whom  Sir  Bedvers  Buller 
— I  challenge  that  officer  to  deny  it — 
was  obliged  to  warn  the  Castle  officials 
as  a  drunken  and  disreputable  sot? 
''These  be  your  gods,  0  Israel."  These 
are  the  cherubim  and  seraphim  from 
whom  the  Irish  Representatives  and 
Irish  people  are  asked  to  learn  morality. 
Those  are  the  men  whom  the  Govern- 
ment honour  while  they  put  a  felon's 
garb  on  John  Dillon.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  is  anxious  that  I 
should  attack  the  question  of  Lord 
Massereene's  offer  as  to  arrears.  Cer- 
tainly it  was  one  of  the  crafty  devices 
by  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  sought  to 
delude  the  House  and  evade  the  real 
question.  The  bon.  Gentleman  spoke 
last  night  as  if  Lord  Massereene's  pre- 
sent offer  as  to  arrears  was  a  matter 
antecedent  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
Why  has  Lord  Massereene  agreed  to 
score  out  the  arrears  ?  Because  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  has  taught  bim 
wisdom.  What  are  the  terms  of  that 
aettlement  ?  Lord  Massereene  is,  indeed, 
now  willing  to  make  the  abatement 
which  be  refused  point  blank  to  make 
when  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  adopted 
on  his  estate.  He  is  only  willing,  how- 
ever, to  make  it  on  condition  that  the 
unfortunate  tenants,  whose  demand  he 
now  acknowledges  to  be  just,  should  be 
crubhed  to  the  earth  with  law  costs  that 
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were  incurred  in  teaching  him  to  be 
honest.  But,  worst  and  most  cruel  of 
all,  he  insisted,  and  now  insists  abso- 
lutely as  a  term  of  settlement,  that  a 
certain  list  of  prescribed  men — whom, 
as  it  were,  he  sets  out  in  a  sehedule — 
shoud  be  exempted  from  all  the  benefits 
of  the  settlement.  What  is  the  mean- 
ing of  that  ?  The  settlement  is  the  price 
Lord  Massereene  is  prepared  to  pay  in 
order  to  get  these  particular  men  into 
his  power — to  ruin  them,  to  make  ex- 
amples of  them,  to  root  them  out,  and  to 
evict  them.  Why?  Because  they  are 
what  he  calls  the  ringleaders — that  is  to 
say,  because  they  are  the  bravest  and 
most  self-sacrificing  tenants,  who  risked 
everything  in  order  to  stand  by  their 
poorer  brother  tenants,  and  to  compel 
Lord  Massereene  to  do  through  the 
Court  what  he  had  refused  to  do  under 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  The  object  is 
to  visit  vengeance  upon  these  men,  to 
drive  them  away,  and  to  terrorize  every 
weak  creature  in  the  country-side;  to 
cause  these  men  to  desert  their  poorer 
neighbours,  in  order  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  may  be  able  to  brag  of  one 
victory  over  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
This  is  the  plot  which  John  Dillon  frus- 
trated by  his  speech  at  Tullyallen ;  and 
and  I  think  that  Mr.  Dillon  might  safely 
stake,  not  only  his  liberty,  but  his  life, 
upon  the  verdict  of  any  12  Englishmen 
as  to  whether  all  this  villany— luckily 
unsuccessful  villany — and  all  the  in- 
justice of  the  landlords  and  the  officials 
wbo  concocted  the  plot,  were  not  worthily 
baffled  by  the  man  who  infused  his  own 
brave  and  indomitable  spirit  into  the 
campaigners.  I  am  sorry  that  I  should 
have  occupied  the  time  of  the  House  so 
long,  and  that  I  should  have  spoken 
with  so  much  heat ;  but  as  long  as  my 
voice  can  be  heard,  neither  John  Dillon 
nor  the  Plan  of  Campaign  will  lack  a 
defender.  All  the  proceedings  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  Ireland,  as  enume- 
rated by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley),  in  his 
speech  last  night,  remaiDS  to  this  hour 
unanswered  and  unanswerable  in  every 
particular.  It  now  becomes  a  matter 
for  the  attention  of  EDglishmen,  Scotch- 
men, and  Welshmen,  rather  than  of 
Irishmen,  to  say  how  they  like  the  policy 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  in  Ireland — to 
say  whether  they  are  proud  of  the  policy, 
the  black  vans,  the  bread-and- water 
diet  of  the  Representatives  of  the  Irish 
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people.  They  have  now  to  say  whether 
they  are  satisfied  with  the  results  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  system  of  go- 
vernment hy  gibes  and  gendarme 
Judges,  and  with  his  candid  and  in- 
genious method  of  answering  plain 
questions.  Judging  by  the  honest  and 
hearty  words  uttered  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Ayr  Burghs  (Mr.  J.  Sinclair), 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the  Scottish 
people  are  not  quite  satisfied.  I  doubt 
•very  much  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  Idtogether  satisfied  himself,  or 
whether  he  is  as  self-satisfied  as  the 
House  could  remember  him  to  be  once 
upon  a  time.  I  confess  that  when 
the  Chief  Secretary  took  the  extraordi- 
nary course  last  night  of  entrusting 
the  reply  to  the  damning  indictment  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I 
could  not  help  thinking  of  Achilles 
bestriding  the  prostrate  form  of  Fatro- 
clus.  Achilles  was  not  in  particularly 
good  form  last  night.  He  was  happy 
to  think  that  Fatroclus  would  revive 
that  evening.  No  doubt  he  had  made 
a  last  and  gallant  rally  for  this  debate ; 
but  he  thought  the  most  devoted  ad- 
mirer of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
own  that  he  was  not  altogether  the  sort 
of  man  he  used  to  be  when  he  first  took 
up  the  Crimes  Act,  and  when  he  used 
to  make  those  brilliant  sarcasms  at  the 
expense  of  the  Irish  Members  and  the 
Irish  people.  There  is  one  infallible 
test  as  to  what  is  thought  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  success  in  a  quarter 
best  qualified  to  judge — the  Irish  land- 
lord party.  The  other  day  The  Dublin 
Daily  EjtpresB  got  hold  of  a  rumour  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  going  to 
resign.  The  Dublin  Daily  Express  in- 
stantly jumped  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  rumour  must  be  true,  and  forthwith 
preached  a  handsome  funeral  oration 
over  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  body. 
When  the  news  reached  Castlerea,  where 
a  Crimes  Court  was  sitting,  one  of  the 
removable  magistrates,  Mr.  Beckett, 
immediately  said  to  the  Crown  Prose- 
cutor— "  Mr.  Burke,  do  you  propose  to 
proceed  any  further?"  Mr.  Beckett 
was  one  of  the  gentlemen  of  whose 
legal  competency  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
is  sufficiently  satisfied.  Mr.  Beckett 
thought  it  was  high  time  to  '*  hedge." 
He  evidently  has  his  doubts  about  the 
promised  20  years  of  resolute  Gt)vern- 
mont.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 


quer has  advised  the  friends  of  the 
Government  not  altogether  to  despair, 
but  Mr.  Becket  is  evidently  not  even  so 
sanguine  a  man  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  There  is  one  subject 
to  which  I  must  allude,  though  it  can 
only  be  one  of  pain,  and  perhaps  I  have 
said  more  than  I  ought  to  have  said  on 
the  subject;  but  I  cannot  altogether 
forget  that  it  is  not  so  long  ago  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary roused  the  merriment  of  the  Tory 
Gentlemen  of  England  by  delicate 
allusions  to  the  weak  hearts  and  sen- 
sitive nerves  of  some  of  us.  I  might 
possibly  retort  that,  on  the  whole,  our 
hearts  and  nerves  have  stood  the  strain 
as  well  as  those  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. At  all  events,  I  do  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  alto- 
gether conceal  his  own  feelings  in  this 
matter.  I  congratulate  him,  at  any 
rate,  upon  this — that  he  has  learnt  at 
last  that  the  government  of  Ireland  is, 
at  all  events,  a  serious  matter.  I  desire 
to  speak  in  no  vindictive  spirit  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  because,  unfor- 
tunately, we  have  seen  too  many  Chief 
Secretaries  for  Ireland  pass  along  that 
same  miserable  path,  and  my  feeling  is 
one  of  sorrow  for  them,  for  they  are 
attempting  a  fatal  and  an  impossible 
task.  It  is  not  their  fault,  they  are  not 
to  blame ;  they  have  been  set  to  do  the 
impossible,  and,  sooner  or  later,  with 
the  measured  certainty  of  a  Greek 
tragedy,  they  will  find  that  out.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  an  able  man 
and  a  clever  man ;  but  I  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  beaten  and  a 
broken  man  to-day.  He  has  been  beaten 
from  pillar  to  post  through  every  clause 
of  his  Crimes  Act,  from  the  Star  Cham« 
ber  clause  to  the  newsvendor,  and  from 
the  newsvendor  back  again,  and  has 
almost  ceased  to  attempt  to  suppress 
the  National  League,  has  almost  ceased 
in  the  suppressed  districts  to  continue 
to  annoy  the  League  which  two  months 
ago  he  told  this  House  was  a  thing  of 
the  past,  but  of  whose  influence  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  last  night 
declared  to  be  ubiquitous.  If  worse 
things  have  not  happened  in  Ireland  it 
is  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  dared  to  let  loose  the  landlords 
upon  those  8,000  or  10,000  tenants  who 
are  at  their  mercy  at  this  moment  under 
the  existing  clauses  of  the  Land  Act  of 
last  year.      His  Crimes  Act   has  not 
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frightened  one  small  boy  in  Ireland — 
not  even  one  small  girl.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
bragged  last  night  that  he  would  have 
the  majority  when  the  debate  was  over. 
Of  course  he  will ;  he  is  bound  to  have 
it  The  Liberal  Unionists  are  in  the 
position  of  men  in  a  condemned  cell; 
they  will  naturally  vote  for  abolishing 
capital  punishment;  they  are,  at  all 
events,  in  favour  of  postponing  the  day. 
As  far  as  the  Irish  people  are  concerned, 
they  stand  exactly  where  they  stood  in 
the  beginning — where  they  and  those 
who  went  with  them  will  stand  to  the 
end.  Chief  Secretaries  may  come  and 
Chief  Secretaries  may  go  ;  but  the  Irish 
cause  goes  on  for  ever.  We  have  con- 
fidence in  God  and  in  the  future,  in  our 
leaders,  and  in  the  Irish  people  and 
their  undying  aspiration ;  we  have  con- 
fidence in  the  great  human  heart  of  the 
British  masses  and  the  British  millions, 
who  have  only  to  know  the  working  of 
coercion  to  loathe  and  discard  it  for  ever. 
Every  day  that  confidence  is  growing, 
every  day  the  common  struggle  in  which 
we  are  joined  as  comrades  is  knitting 
the  two  nations  together  by  bonds  which 
nothing  can  sever,  and  in  that  firm  con- 
fidence the  Irish  people  will  go  on,  cheer- 
fully sufi'ering,  holding  their  ground  and 
biding  their  time  until  the  hour— the 
inevitable  hour — when  the  ill-assorted 
majority  who  condone  the  horrors  of 
coercion  here  to-night  will  have  to  face 
the  judgment  and  the  condemnation  of 
every  man  who  believes  that  Ireland 
can  be  united  to  England  for  ever  by 
sympathy  and  trust,  but  never  by  a 
bungling  and  hateful  tyranny. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  Whatever  anxiety  we  may  have 
entertained  as  to  the  strength  of  the 
hon.  Member's  heart  and  nerves  when 
he  commenced  his  passionate  declama- 
tion, there  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the 
strength  of  his  lungs.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber commenced  his  observations  by  in- 
forming the  House  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  last  night 
was  not  deserving  of  any  reply  except 
in  the  opinion  of  those  who  desired 
amusement.  I  am  not  surprised  at  the 
hon.  Member  expressing  that  opinion, 
because,  for  my  own  part,  I  venture  to 
say  that  a  more  powerful  and  able 
speech  than  that  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
Jiant  Member  for   North  Armagh    has 

Mr.  Jf^.  ffBficn    ' 


never  been  delivered  upon  this  subject, 
and  this  is  no  doubt  a  very  convenient 
excuse  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  abstaining  from  replying  to  it.  It 
affords  another  illustration — if  further 
illustration  is  wanted — of  the  manner 
in  which  the  Nationalist  Party  when- 
ever they  are  challenged  in  this  House 
invariably  shirk  the  issues  placed  be- 
fore them.  The  hon.  Member  has 
directed  an  unworthy  taunt  at  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Bussell).  He  would  have  us  to  believe 
that  it  is  because  Mr.  Dillion  is  unable 
to  be  in  his  place  that  the  hon.  Member 
attacked  him  in  a  manner  in  which  he 
would  not  have  attacked  him  if  he  had 
been  here.  What  right  has  he  to  make 
such  a  charge  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  ?  No  one  who  has 
watched  the  career  of  the  hon.  Member 
will  be  prepared  to  say  that  he  would 
get  up  in  his  place  and  make  charges 
against  Mr.  Dillon  which  he  would  not 
make  if  the  hon.  Member  were  here.  It 
is  a  calumny  on  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  which  I  think  even  his 
opponents  among  whom  he  sits  would 
repudiate  with  just  indignation.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  -  East  Cork 
turned  next  to  the  pathotio  description 
of  the  Boycotting  of  Norah  Fitzmaurice, 
and  there  were  no  bounds  to  the  hon. 
Member's  scorn  and  the  sneers  in  which 
he  indulged  at  the  ''  crocodile  tears  "  in 
connection  with  this  subject.  Let  me 
remind  him  of  what  happened.  I  think 
I  may  touch  even  the  hon.  Member 
before  I  have  done.  The  hon.  Member 
is  one  of  the  ardent  supporters  of  the 
National  League,  and  I  do  not  wonder, 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member  detests 
this  **  disgusting  cant "  with  reference  to 
the  case  of  Norah  Fitzmaurice.  What  has 
happened  in  this  case  ?  The  father  of 
Norah  Fitzmaurice  was  one  of  the  un- 
happy men  condemned  by  the  National 
League.  We  know,  on  the  authority  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
that  crime  always  dogs  the  footsteps  of 
the  League;  and,  undoubtedly,  the 
knowledge  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman possessed  about  the  state  of  the 
League  has  been  ju8ti6ed  on  this  occa- 
sion. On  the  12th  of  June,  1887,  the 
Lixnaw  branch  of  the  National  League 
passed  the  following  resolution : — 

'*  Whereas  James  Fitzmaurice  still  persists 
in  ollowiog  his  cattle  to  graze  on  the  farm  from 
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which  his  brother  was  evicted  and  refases  to    Member   is  unable    to  deny    this,    be 
give  any  explanation  to  the  League "—  stands    convicted  out   of  the   mouth  of 

his  own  associate.  The  hon.  Mem* 
ber  professes  to  wish  for  peace ;  but  the 
conditions  of  the  peace  he  desires  are 
evidently  an  Irish  Parliament  doing  by 
legislation  what  is  sought  to  be  done  by 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  satisfying 
one  class  by  plundering  another.  No 
doubt  then  there  would  be  peace ;  but 
that  is  a  peace  which  I  hope  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  English  people  will 
never  consent  to  for  a  single  moment. 
Let  me  now  turn  to  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member  in  reference  to  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
told  us  last  night  that  there  had  been  a 
great  deal  of  loose  talk  about  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  We  have  to-night  heard 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork,  and  I  would  like  to 
contrast  it  with  other  opinions.  The 
Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  judicially 
declared  to  be  distinctly  illegal  by  the 
Judges.  It  was  condemned  by  Mr. 
Justice  O'Brien,  and  Mr.  Justice  John- 
ston, who  was  Solicitor  General  in  the 
Administration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
entirely  concurred  in  that  condemnation. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  it  has  also  been  de- 
nounced by  the  head  of  their  own 
religion.  I  will  say  nothing  of  the 
Pope  to-night  but  this — that  when  the 
hon*  Mr.  O'Brien,  talks  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  having  gone  skulking  to  the 
Pope  for  his  assistance,  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  what  happened  was  this — So  far 
from  the  Government  sending  anyone 
to  the  Pope,  it  was  the  Pope  who  sent 
his  own  agent  to  Ireland  to  make  his 
own  inquiries  for  himself.  Dr.  0*Dwyer 
has  declared  that  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign is  a  violation  of  a  moral  law 
of  justice  and  charity,  and  its  practice  a 
breaking  of  the  Commandment — '*  Thou 
shall  not  steal."  That  being  so,  why  is 
it  that  Mr.  Dillon  wears  a  felon's  garb  ? 
Mr.  Dillon,  or  any  man  who  receives  or 
orders  the  reception  of  rents  taken  under 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  is  in  the  position 
of  a  receiver  of  stolen  goods,  and  de- 
serves all  he  gets.  The  only  note  of 
dissent  came  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork,  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  on  the  17th 
of  February,  said  something  in  the 
House  which  greatly  surprised  me,  and 


what  right  had  they  to  ask  for  any  such 
explanation  from  any  free  man  in  a  free 
country,  or  what  would  be  a  free  coun- 
try were  it  not  for  the  tyranny  of 
National  League.  As  he  refuses  to  give 
any  explanation  to  the  League  in  ex- 
tenuation of  his  conduct — 

'*  We  hereby  call  upon  the  public  to  mark 
him  as  a  landgrabbor  of   the   most  inhuman 

type." 

Then  follows  the  usual  thing  that  ''dogs 
the  footsteps  of  the  League,"  and  this 
man  was  brutally  and  inhumanly  mur- 
dered. I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 
no  longer  sneer  at  the  crocodile  tears 
that  have  been  shed  over  the  case  of 
Norah  Fitzmaurice.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber asked,  what  have  you  to  say  about 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  others  who 
have  been  cast  out  to  die  by  cruel  land- 
lords? No  one  has  ever  denied  that 
there  has  been  great  hardships  in  past 
days  imposed  by  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land ;  but  all  that  has  been  changed. 
["  Oh !  "]  Not  changed?  [**No,  no !  "] 
Then  I  suppose  there  has  been  no 
legislation,  no  judicial  rents,  no  lower- 
ing of  even  judicial  rents?  What  is 
meant  by  saying  there  has  been  no 
change  ?  There  has  been  change,  and 
such  change  that  Irish  tenants  are  now 
in  possession  of  advantages  greater  than 
are  enjoyed  by  any  other  tenantry  in 
the  civilized  world.  Hon.  Members  op- 
posite know  well  that  what  I  am  saying 
is  perfectly  true.  If  hard  cases  occur 
now  they  are  owing  to  the  tyranny  of 
the  National  League,  and  the  hon. 
Members  who  are  its  leaders.  In  illus- 
tration, let  me  call  attention  to  a  speech 
made  by  a  certain  Mr.  Dennis  Kilbride 
at  a  meeting  of  the  National  League  in 
Dublin  on  the  29th  of  March,  1887,  in 
the  presence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork,  who  did  not  contra- 
dict the  statement  that  was  made.  The 
incident  shows  what  the  real  objects  of 
the  National  League  are.  The  hon. 
Member  would  have  us  believe  that  it 
steps  in  to  prevent  cruel  hardships  to- 
wards tenants ;  but  what  was  it  that 
Mr.  Kilbride  blurted  out  with  the  hon. 
Member  by  his  side  ?  He  was  speaking 
of  the  Luggacurran  tenants,  and  he  said 
they  differed  from  most  other  tenants  in 
this  respect— that  they  were  perfectly 
able  to  pay  their  rents.    If  the  hon. 
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I  took  down  his  words  aa  the  tine.  My 
Iteariog  of  it  was  confirmed  by  the 
reports  in  The  Timtt  and  Daily  N$u>t. 
Tho  ri^ht  hon.  Qentlemaa  said — 

"  Far  be  it  from  me  to  tuiert  that,  nocea- 
Buily,  such  a  PUn  in  the  abttract  it  an  avil." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  There  ie  a  alight  error 
in  the  reports  cauaed  by  the  omission  of 
the  word  "not." 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  I  am  afraid  the 
memory  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  is 
not  strictly  accurate.  I  am  well  aware 
of  what  occurred.  I  was  so  struck  by 
the  remark — so  horrified  at  it— that 
the  very  next  day  I  spoke  about  it  at  a 
meeting  connected  with  the  Doncacter 
election  ;  and  I  know  it  was  afterwards 
corrected  in  Baniard,  and  this  morning 
I  have  referred  to  Iiantard,  and  I  find 
the  passage  corrected  in  this  way — 

"  Far  ^>*  it  from  me  to  deny  that,  necM- 
■oriljr,  such  *  PUn  in  the  abatnwt  it  an  eril." 
— (3H«Marrf,  [3ii]770.) 

Mr.  X.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  is  referring 
to  a  past  debate. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  OHAPLIN  :  But  there  is  a  wide 
difference  between  an  assertion  and  a 
denial.  If  this  corrected  version  is  the 
true  version,  why  did  not  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  correct  the  newspaper  re- 
ports on  the  following  day  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  not 
in  the  habit  of  reading  the  reports  of 
speeches  on  the  day  after  their  delivery  ; 
but  I  availed  myself  of  the  first  oppor- 
tunity of  correcting  this  speech  for 
authentio  publication,  and  then  I  waa 
astonished  to  find  this  error,  whioh  is 
absolutely  absurd  to  anyone  who  wilt 
read  the  context. 

Mr.  OHAPLIN:  Then  I  am  to  infer 
that  theright  hon.  Oentleman  is  now  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign is  an  evil  which  he  oondemna.  I 
am  very  glad  to  think  so,  because  it  was 
always  a  marvel  to  me  bow  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  abstain  from 
condemning  in  the  most  emphatic  terms 
a  system  of  sheer  plunder.  I  am  glad 
to   have   obtained   a    remarkable    and 

Katifying  admission,  because  we  now 
ow  nowthe!attitude  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  towards  the  plan  of  Cam- 
paign.  The  difficulties  oi  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  this  matter  must  have  been 
TSiy  great ;  his  struggles  to  eeaape  from 
^r.  CHapUn 


this  terrible  position  have  been  some- 
times almost  pitiable.  How  did  he  try 
to  get  out  of  it  when  addressing  the 
Nonconformist  ministers.  He  said  that 
the  real  authors  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
were  the  present  Government,  because 
they  refused  Mr.  ParDell's  Bill  and  his 
own  modest  proposal,  and  he  added — 
"  Th  en  came  distress,  then  evictions,  then 
Bodyke,  and  then  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign." But  unfortunately  in  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  a 
matter  of  fact  the  plan  was  issued  on 
the  17th  of  October,  1886,  and  the 
Bodyke  evictions  were  not  till  May, 
1887,  or  eight  months  after  the  Flan  of 
Campaign  first  saw  the  light.  Instead 
of  Bodyke  causing  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, it  waa  the  Plan  which  caused 
the  Bodyke  evictions,  because  from  the 
first  there  was  every  disposition  to  deal 
fairly  with  the  tenants  to  the  extent  of  not 
requiring  any  rent  from  those  who  were 
too  poor  to  pay  any,  and  satisfactory 
settlements  would  have  been  arrived  at 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  mischievous  in- 
terference of  outsiders.  I  am  anxious 
to  say  a  word  now  upon  the  Motion 
before  the  House.  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  in  the  slightest  degree  regret 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
On  the  contrary,  I  am  glad  that  right 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  at  last  taken 
oourage  Xa  themselves,  and  have  ven- 
tured to  arraign  the  Government  in  this 
House,  where  they  can  be  met  and 
answered  on  the  spot,  instead  of  adopt- 
ing a  plan  which  is  much  more  usual 
with  them.  That  plan  is  a  very  simple 
one ;  it  is  to  try  and  blacken  the  cha- 
racter and  reputation  of  the  Government 
and  of  their  supporters,  who  sit  behind 
them,  by  every  kind  of  false  assertion 
and  by  every  species  of  unscrupulous 
misrepresentation,  repeated  upon  plat- 
forms over  and  over  again  all  over  the 
oountry,  not  only  with  regard  to  the 
Government  and  the  administration  of 
Ireland,  but  also  with  regard  to  the 
pledges  by  whioh  their  majority  waa 
obtained,  and  the  way  in  which  those 
pledges  are  being  carried  out,  or  rather, 
as  they  say,  have  not  been  carried  out, 
from  that  time  until  now.  We  have  to- 
night a  Besolution  whioh  is  as  suQl- 
oieotly  clear  and  sufficiently  distinct,  but 
it  neither  charges  the  majority  of  that 
House  with  having  broken  their  pledges, 
nor  is  there  any  such  charge  supported 
by  the  terms  of  the  Motion.     We  have. 
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been  told  that  the  passing  of  the  Grimes 
Act,  and  its  administration  in  Ireland 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  was  under- 
mining respect  for  law  in  Ireland.  But 
what  is  the  test,  what  is  the  measure  of 
respect  for  law  in  any  given  country  ? 
The  test  is  surely  the  way  in  which  law 
is  being  observed  or  broken  in  that 
country.  When  was  the  highest  average 
of  crime  in  Ireland  of  late  years?  From 
the  month  of  September,  1881,  to  May, 
1882,  the  Administration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  enjoyed  the  high  distinction  of 
having  the  highest  number  of  crimes 
that  had  been  recorded  in  Ireland  for 
many  years.  In  those  nine  months 
there  were  4,389  crimes,  which  culmi- 
nated in  the  murder  of  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish,  in  May,  1882,  for  which  I 
have  always  thought  that  the  Leader  of 
the  GK>vemment  of  that  day  must  be 
held  more  responsible  than  any  other 
man  in  England.  \Crie9  of  **  With- 
draw ! "]  Over  and  over  again  ap- 
peals had  been  made  from  that  side  of 
the  House— rCriM  of  *'  Order  !  "  and 
"  Withdraw !  ]— to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  ask  ]rarliament  for  powers  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  day,  and  in  so  far  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  refrained,  until 
that  terrible  calamity  occurred,  from 
asking  for  powers  which  Parliament 
would  have  immediately  accorded.  I 
place  more  responsibility  upon  the  Head 
of  the  Government  than  upon  any  other 
man  in  the  Ministry.  [  Cries  o/  *  *  Oh !  "] 
An  Act  giving  further  powers  was  intro- 
duced and  carried  immediately  after  the 
event;  and  now,  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
talk  of  the  Orimes  Act  undermining 
respect  for  the  law,  I  would  ask  them  to 
consider  what  happened.  From  the 
moment  of  the  passing  of  the  Orimes 
Act  in  1882,  the  number  of  crimes  de- 
creased from  4,389  in  the  previous  nine 
months  to  1,130  in  the  following  eight 
months,  and  the  monthly  record  also 
steadily  diminished  from  401  in  May  to 
85  in  the  month  of  December,  1882. 
That  is  our  experience  of  the  effect  of 
the  Crimes  Act  in  the  past.  What  is 
the  position  now  ?  The  last  Crimes 
Act  was  passed  in  July,  1887.  In  the 
six  months  prior  to  the  passing  of  that 
Act,  there  wore  484  crimes ;  in  the  six 
months  since  there  have  been  399 
crimes ;  and  a  similar  declension  will  be 
Been  to  have  taken  place  in  the  following 


months  for  which  we  havethe  accounts. 
If  those  figures  show  anything  at  all, 
they  show  that  under  the  administration 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  respect  for  law 
is  gaining  rather  than  losing  ground  in 
Ireland  at  the  present  time.  I  acknow* 
ledge  that  the  improvement  is  not  as 
great  or  as  rapid  as  we  could  wish,  but 
it  is  quite  as  rapid  as  can  be  expected, 
when  wo  remember  the  exceptional 
difficulties  in  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  placed.  Hitherto,  thank 
God,  all  parties  in  the  State  have 
united  in  giving  their  best  support  to 
the  Government  of  the  day  in  the  first 
elementary  duty  of  maintaining  law  in 
every  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions. 
Theright  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  deny 
that  when  he  sat  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
he  received  the  warm,  loyal,  and  cordial 
support  of  every  Member  of  the  Conser- 
vative Opposition  in  fulfilling  the  diffi- 
cult task  which  ho  had  then  before  him 
in  the  government  of  Ireland.  What 
is  the  position  to-day?  The  Leaders 
of  the  Opposition,  and  their  supporters 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  so  far 
from  giving  support  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  seem  to  be  filled  with  one  idea, 
and  that  is,  how  to  thwart  and  hinder 
and  embarrass  him.  And  not  only  that, 
but  they  never  cease  to  give  encourage- 
ment by  every  means  in  their  power  to 
the  opponents  of  the  law  in  Ireland.  It 
seems  as  if  they  felt  sometimes  positively 
afraid  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  successful  in  making  Ireland  tran- 
quil ;  it  seems  as  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
could  not  afford  to  see  Ireland  quiet,  and 
that,  if  by  any  means  whatever,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  should  be  successful  in  con- 
ducting the  government  of  that  country, 
there  would  be  an  utter  destruction  of 
the  political  schemes  and  Party  of  the 
right  hon  Gentleman.  When  we  come 
to  contrast  the  administration  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  with  that  of  any  one 
of  his  Predecessors  in  any  Government 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
and  when  we  consider  that  the  highest 
number  of  crimes  was,  as  I  have  shown, 
4,389  during  the  administration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  the 
highest  under  the  administration  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  not  more  than 
1,000,  hon.  Members  will,  I  think, 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  there  has 
been  no  undermining  of  respect  for  the 
law  by  the  present  Government,   and 
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that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  opposite 
was  Buccessful  in  undermining  that  re- 
speot  at  least  eight  times  as  much  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  It  is  not  the  ad- 
ministration of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  undermines  respect  for  law  in  Ire- 
land; it  is  something  very  different. 
It  is  the  conduct  of  the  Leaders  and 
the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Opposi- 
tion. I  will  give  an  instance  to  the 
House  of  the  way  in  which  the  game  is 
carried  on  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  I' acknowledge  it  is  peculiar 
and  most  ingenious.  Everybody  knows 
the  enormous  political  influence  which  is 
wielded  by  the  Nonconformist  Ministers 
of  this  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  not 
▼ery  long  ago  met  a  large  assemblage 
of  these  gentlemen  and  made  a  speech 
to  them  in  London.  What  happened  ? 
Those  poor,  simple-minded,  truth-loving 

gentlemen  sat  at  the  feet  of  their 
Gamaliel  with  the  firm  conviction  that 
every  word  he  was  telling  them  was 
gospel  truth.  They  swallowed  every- 
tiiing  he  told  them,  and  they  in  turn 
retailed  the  stories  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  their  flocks  as  soon  as 
they  returned  to  meet  them.  And  so  in 
all  parts  of  the  country  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  engaged  in  trying  to 
undermine  respect  for  the  Government 
as  well  as  for  the  law  in  Ireland. 
What  was  this  doctrine  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  preached  to  the  Noncon- 
formist Ministers — what  was  the  burden 
of  his  song  ?  He  had  taken  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  words,  and  it  was 
this — 

''  That  they,  as  the  majority  of  the  present 
House  of  Commons,  have  abandoned  and  for- 
feited all  the  pledges  by  which  that  majority 
was  returned. 

He  made  that  assertion,  as  he  told  them, 
''  as  a  deliberate  statement." 

'*  Their  pledges,"  he  said,  *<  have  been  cast  to 
the  winds,  and  I  Bay  now  they  have  no  moral 
tiUe  to  represent  England  and  no  legal  title  to 
represent  ireland«  Wales,  and  Scotland." 

I  want  to  know  what  are  the  pledges 
that  have  been  broken.  I  will  give 
them  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own 
words — 

'*  To  renounce  coercion  and  to  promise,  at  any 
rate,  a  liberal  concession  of  Home  Rule  was  the 
platform  on  which  the  majority  stood  at  the  last 
election." 

And  again  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
J&?.  CAaplin 


I  stated  in  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.   W. 
Eobertson,  of  The  Ayrshire  Poet^  dated 
the  4th  of  Jime, — **They  had  promised 
no  coercion  and  plenty  of  local  govern- 
ment."    [Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone:  Hear, 
hear!]      He    noticed    that   the    right 
hon.  Gentleman  cheered  that;  but  he 
did  not    know    what    was    to  follow, 
or   he   did  not   think  he   would   have 
cheered    so    readily.      These    are    the 
pledges  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
charged  us  with  breaking.    I  deny  them 
altogether.     I  say,  and  affirm  it  here  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  that  the  charge 
is  absolutely  false ;  and  out  of  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman's  own  mouth    I    will 
prove  the  absolute  truth  of  what  I  am 
stating.     I  am  not  going  to  quote  from 
some  reckless  speech  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  I  am  not  even  going 
to  quote  from  a  post-card  or  telegram 
written  in  a   hurry,    or  from  a  letter 
written  deliberately  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     I  am  going  to  quote  from 
the  most  solemn  document  which  it  is 
possible  for  any  man  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's    position    deliberately    to 
have  penned  ;  I  am  going  to  quote  from 
his  manifesto  to  his  constituents  while 
still  Prime    Minister  of  England,  and 
which  is  dated  the  10th  of  June,  1886. 
That  manifesto  the  House  will  remem- 
ber was  addressed  not  only  to  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman's  constituents,  but  to 
the  whole  country,  and  to   them   and 
before  them  he  put  clearly  the  issue  of 
the  General  Election.      What  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  now  ?    I  beg 
the  House  to  recollect  that  the  charge 
against  us  is  that  since  the  last  election 
we  have  broken  our  pledges.     [Mr.  W. 
E.    Gladstone:     Quote.]     I    beg    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.     I  wish 
to  explain  that  since  the  General  Elec- 
tion his  charges  were  to  this  effect,  that 
we  had  before  the  election  promised,  '^no 
coercion  and  lots  of  local  government." 
What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
before    the    election?    These    are    his 
words — 

*^Two  clear,  positive,  and  inteUigible  plans 
are  before  the  world ;  there  is  the  plan  of  the 
Government,  and  there  is  the  plan  of  L#ord 
Salisbury.  Our  plan  is  that  Ireland,  under  well 
considered  conditions,  should  transact  her  own 
affairs :  his  plan  " — 

Let  the  House  bear  in  mind  the  plan  of 
Lord  Salisbury,  the  leader  and  mouth- 
piece of  the  majority  who  were  pledgee} 
to  "  no  coercion" — . 
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"Is  to  ask  Parliament  for  moro  repressive 
powers,  and  to  enforce  them  resolutely  for  20 
years.'* 

What  is  the  House  of  Commons  to  think 
of  that  to-night?  What  will  England, 
and  what  will  the  people  who  love  truth 
and  fair  dealing,  think  of  that  to- 
morrow? The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  heard  the  statements.  I  invite  him 
to-night  to  reconcile  them  if  he  can. 
[^Laughter J]  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
appear  to  think  it  a  very  easy  thing.  It 
is  very  easy  for  them  to  laugh,  and 
they  invariably  do  so  whenever  they  find 
charges  that  are  not  easy  to  answer 
brought  either  against  themselves  or 
their  Leader.  If  one  of  those  charges 
were  true,  the  other  must  be  false. 
Our  pledges  could  not  be  pledges  of 
coercion  and  non-coercion  at  one  and 
the  same  time.  I  wish  to  know  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  adopts  at  the 
present  moment  ?  [  Cries  of  **  Both  !  "] 
For  my  part,  I  do  not  hesitate  for 
a  single  moment  to  affirm  that  the 
false  charge  is  the  one  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  makes  against  us  now 
and  has  made  against  us  through- 
out the  country  during  the  last  six 
weeks — namely,  that  we  have  forfeited 
and  broken  all  our  pledges.  Of  course, 
I  do  not  charge  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  one  instant  with  deliberately 
making  false  assertions.  I  would  be 
the  last  person  in  the  House  to  do  so. 
I  am  quite  willing  and  quite  ready  to 
place  a  much  more  charitable  construc- 
tion on  his  words,  and  that  is,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  forgotten  that 
his  memory  has  been  failing  him  of  late 
— [  CrieB of  "  Oh! "  '*  Shame !  "  and  inter- 
ruption']  —  and  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  really  remember 
— ^Menewed  interruption  and  cries  of 
**  Order !  "J — that  really  he  does  not 
remember  the  statements  he  has  made 
before  and  cannot  be  held  responsible  for 
what  he  says  upon  this  subject.  That  is 
my  charge  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  am  well  aware  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  fortified  himself  with 
regard  to  the  charge  of  breaking  their 
pledges  on  the  matter  of  Local  Govern- 
ment, by  quoting  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  which  he 
delivered  in  that  House,  and  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  declared  that  the  Party 
on  that  side  of  the  House  were  pledged 
to  give  to  Ireland,  simultaneoudy  with 

VOL.  CCOXXVn.    [TniBD  spRiKs.] 


England  and  Scotland,  any  measure  of 
Local  Government  that  might  be 
brought  in  for  those  countries.  Now,  I 
have  myself  already  pointed  out  on  a 
former  occasion,  although  I  have  not  been 
able  to  do  so  in  this  House  for  want  of 
time,  that  there  was  absolute  incon- 
sistency between  the  pledges  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  attitude  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Those  pledges  were  given 
subject  to  two  conditions — namely,  that 
there  should  be  the  same  fulfilment  of 
legal  obligations  in  Ireland  as  there  was 
in  England,  and  that  there  should  be 
the  same  state  of  peace  and  tran- 
quillity in  Ireland.  If  that  were  so,  I 
contend  that  I  have  successfully  shown 
that  the  charges  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  levelled  against  us  before 
the  Nonconformist  Ministers  of  the 
country,  of  breaking  our  pledges  in  re- 
gard to  coercion  on  the  one  hand,  and 
in  regard  to  Local  Government  on  the 
other,  are  absolutely  false.  I  have 
shown  that  out  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  mouth  and  out  of  his  manifesto 
of  1886,  and  I  hope  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  do  me  the  favour  of  at- 
tempting to  show  how  bcth  of  his  state- 
ments can  possibly  be  true. 

Mr.  Vf,  E.  GLADSTONE:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  do  not  feel  my  temper  to  be 
severely  tried  by  the  rather  violent  at- 
tacks of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down,  who  says  that  I,  more 
than  any  other  man,  am  responsible  for 
the  dreadful  crime  which  darkened  the 
month  of  May,  1882,  and  who  alleges 
that  I  habitually  make  in  the  country 
or  here  ''false"  charges— an  epithet 
which  I  think  I  have  carefully  avoided 
on  every  occasion  in  speaking  of  my 
opponents.  The  avoidance  of  such  an 
epithet  is,  if  I  may  so  say,  a  characteristic 
of  civilized  political  controversy.  I 
have,  however,  not  the  least  desire  to 
interfere  with  the  liberty  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  and  if  I  felt  inclined 
to  be  angry  with  him  at  all  it  would  be 
with  that  large  infusion  of  charity 
which  induced  him,  after  attempting  to 
show  that  I  had  made  inconsistent  ac- 
cusations, to  explain  them  by  a  reference 
to  the  accruing  infirmities  of  age.  I 
shall  not  pretend  to  determine  to  what 
exact  degree  I  am  suffering  from  those 
infirmities ;  but  I  may  venture  to  say  that 
while  sensible  that  the  lapse  of  time  is 
undoubtedly  extremely. formidable  and 
affects  me  in  more  than  one  particular,  yet 
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I  hope  that,  for  a  little  while  at  any  rate, 
I  may  remain  not  wholly  unable  to  cope 
with  antagonists  of  the  calibre  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  has  kindly  and  generously 
given  me  my  choice  between  two  accu- 
sations which  he  says  are  incompatible 
and  contradictory.  I  decline  to  avail 
myself  of  the  option  so  handsomely  ac- 
corded to  me.  I  adhere  in  the  fullest 
sense  of  every  word  to  both  of  those 
accusations.  There  is  one  qualification 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
mention.  I  made  it  clear  in  the  speech 
which  he  has  quoted  that  while  I  made 
against  the  majority  as  a  body  the  dis- 
tinct charge  to  which  he  has  referred, 
I  did  not  make  it  against  every  indi- 
vidual of  that  majority,  because  I  recol- 
lected that  there  were  exceptions.  I 
think,  if  I  remember  right,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  was  an 
exception.  If  my  memory  serves  me, 
I  recollect  that  at  the  period  of  the 
Election  my  right  hon.  Friend  referred 
to  coercion  as  a  policy  which  he  would 
be  inclined  under  certain  circumstances 
and  under  certain  conditions  to  support. 
But  as  regards  the  body  in  general,  I 
haye  made  that  charge,  and,  please  God, 
I  will  make  it  again.  I  do  not  intend. 
Sir,  to  be  drawn  aside  from  the  business 
of  to-night.  I  meet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  fairly  when  I  say  that  I  hold 
myself  responsible  for  both  of  these  ac- 
cusations, presuming  to  differ  from  him 
on  what  he  thinks  their  contradictory 
character.  In  my  firm  conviction,  of 
course,  with  all  due  deference  to  his  su- 
perior judgment,  they  are  both  of  them 
true,  both  of  them  historical,  both  of 
them  rational,  both  of  them  within  the 
facts.  It  is  impossible  within  the  nar- 
row limits  assigned  to  this  debate  for 
each  speaker — perhaps  for  any  speaker 
— to  traverse  the  whole  field  of  an  in- 
dictment so  wide  as  that  which  has  been 
brought  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  against  the  Grimes  Act 
and  its  administration  in  Ireland.  There 
is  a  general  understanding,  I  believe, 
that  the  debate  shall  close  to-night.  In 
my  opinion,  for  such  a  subject  to  have 
been  fully  and  satisfactorily  discussed,  it 
would  have  required  three  times  the 
period  which  is  assigned  to  it.  Not- 
withstanding that,  I  am  making  no 
complaint  at  the  course  pursued  by  Her 
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Majesty's  Government  in  this  matter, 
although  I  did  regret  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  found  him- 
self in  duty  obliged  to  threaten  us  with 
what  would  happen  in  case  the  debate 
should  be  unduly  prolonged.  He  has 
pointed  to  the  consequences  that  would 
ensue  in  regard  to  the  mutilation  and 
the  possible  loss  of  a  measure  to  which 
we  attach  great  value.  But  that  is  a 
passing  matter.  I  am  aware  it  is  desired 
m  the  present  state  of  Public  Business 
— and  I  think  it  does  great  honour  to 
the  Irish  Members  that  they  should  con- 
cur in  the  arrangement — that  we  should 
be  content  with  placing  fairly,  although 
inadequately,  the  charges  which  we  have 
to  make,  and  that  we  should  then  revert 
to  the  consideration  of  the  great  public 
matters  that  we  have  to  dispose  of.  I 
state  this,  however,  simply  as  an  intro- 
duction to  a  separate  statement.  With 
the  exception  of  one  particular  subject 
— namely,  what  I  deem  to  be  the  ex- 
tremely important  case  of  Killeagh — I 
do  not  intend  to  enter  into  details  upon 
the  several  portions  of  this  matter. 
They  were  treated  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  John  Morley)  in  a  manner 
which,  if  not  complete — and  complete  it 
could  not  be — was  wonderfully  compre- 
hensive, lucid,  able,  and  concise,  and  I 
am  ready  in  what  I  pass  over  to  be 
bound  by  the  statement  which  he  made. 
Now,  Sir,  I  am  compelled  first  to  reite- 
rate the  complaint,  though  I  will  not 
dwell  upon  it,  that  information  has  been 
withheld  which  ought  to  have  been  given 
to  us.  I  found,  in  fact,  upon  that  with- 
holding of  information,  upon  the  manner 
in  which  information  has  been  given, 
upon  the  illusory  and  inaccurate  cha- 
racter of  the  statements  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  a  charge 
which  I  think  we  can  sustain,  and  for 
which  I  make  myself  responsible — ^whe- 
ther intended  or  not,  it  has  amounted 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  an 
endeavour  to  oust  the  House  of  Com- 
mons from  its  proper  jurisdiction  in 
watching  the  operation  of  exceptional 
laws,  and  in  making  provision,  wherever 
circumstances  seem  to  require  it,  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  sanctity  of  private 
rights.  Now,  Sir,  I  remind  the  House 
that  we  were  refused  information  on  the 
depositions  connected  with  the  imprison- 
ment of  Mr.  Dillon.    We  have  been  ab- 
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Bolutelyrefused  wholesale  information  in 
the  case  of  conspiracy.  We  have  been  re- 
fused information  on  the  subject  which  of 
all  others  was  best  calculated  to  test  the 
success  of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government — namely,  information  re- 
lating to  derelict  land.  We  obtained, 
it  is  true,  a  Eeturn  on  the  Motion  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  John  Morley)  of 
the  cases  of  persons  tried  under  the 
Crimes  Act.  And  what  a  statement  it 
was  which  was  presented  to  us.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  think  it 
is  the  duty  of  each  Member  for  himself 
to  compile  statistics,  and  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  give  every  opposition 
they  can  to  supplying  us  with  knowledge 
in  a  state  in  which  we  can  use  it.  So 
chaotic  and  so  slovenly  a  Eeturn  on  a 
subject  of  such  importance,  without 
dates  of  time,  without  notification  of 
place,  without  classification  of  the  2,000 
offences,  so  as  to  enable  us  to  know  how 
many  there  were  of  one  class,  and  how 
many  there  were  of  another,  I  do  not 
think  I  ever  knew  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment ;  and,  when  it  is  presented,  it  is  at 
the  beginning  of  a  debate  which  is  to 
terminate  on  the  second  night.  A  graver 
matter  still  remains.  Information  was 
refused  in  regard  to  the  deplorable  and 
disgraceful  transactions  at  Mitchelstown. 
A  less  grave  matter,  but  one  which 
illustrates  the  position  in  which  we  are 
placed,  was  the  refusal  to  give  us  any 
information  with  respect  to  the  transac- 
tion at  Ennis.  And  how  are  we  placed  f 
We  hear  statements  made  in  this  House. 
We  recite  them  elsewhere.  I  heard  a 
statement  made  in  this  House  which  I 
thought  challenged  and  deserved  in- 
quiry— namely,  that  officers  in  command 
of  Her  Majesty's  Forces,  and  especially 
of  Cavalry,  sent  into  a  certain  yard, 
which  the  Government  described  as 
densely  packed  with  people,  a  portion  of 
that  Cavalry.  A  more  unwise,  a  more 
blameworthy  proceeding,  although  there 
was  no  intention  of  charging,  I  could  not 
have  supposed.  It  was  also  stated  that 
there  was  a  charge  of  the  cavalry  in  the 
yard.  That  was  at  the  time  not  admitted 
by  the  Government;  but  that  the  Cavalry 
were  sent  into  the  yard  they  never  ques- 
tioned for  a  moment.  I  made  the 
charge  in  a  speech  at  a  public  meeting, 
that  the  Cavalry  were  sent  into  that  yard, 
and  I  admit  there  were  words  of  mine 
which  might  have  been,  understood  in 
the  sense  that  I  gavo  credit    to    the 


I  statement  that  the  Cavalry  did  make  the 
charge.  That,  however,  was  quite  an 
incidental  part;  the  substance  of  the 
charge  I  meant  to  make  was,  that  the 
Cavalry  were  sent  into  the  yard.  For 
that  charge  there  was  no  foundation. 
The  Cavalry  were  not  sent  into  the 
yard.  A  particular  Hussar  went  into 
the  yard  and  seems  there  to  have  mis- 
conducted himself  to  the  injury  of  one 
or  two  perfectly  innocent  persons.  What 
happened  ?  Our  prayer  in  this  House 
was  for  inquiry.  We  made  none  of 
these  charges  as  proved  facts.  They 
were  reported  in  the  newspapers.  We, 
seeing  them  there,  prayed  for  inquiry. 
We  were  refused  all  inquiry ;  and  this 
officer,  for  whom  I  have  a  great  respect, 
for  I  believe  him  to  be  an  honorable  and 
a  liberal-minded  man — that  is,  I  believe 
him  to  have  been  an  honourable  ai^d 
liberal-minded  man — Colonel  Turner- 
writes  a  letter  to  the  newspaper  denounc- 
ing me  as  a  person  totally  void  of  the 
sense  of  truth  and  justice,  because  I  had 
made  a  charge,  which  charge  was  made 
in  this  House  and  not  denied  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  That  is  the 
position  in  which  we  are  placed  because 
of  this  almost  systematic  refusal  of 
accurate  information  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  a  case  of  this 
vital  importance.  I  must  point  out  in 
all  fairness,  that  when  he  said  that  I  had 
stated  this  matter  in  defiance  of  what 
had  been  stated  by  the  Government  in 
the  House  of  Commons  on  the  12th  of 
April,  he  completely  admitted  that  the 
Cavalry  had  been  sent  into  the  yard 
densely  packed  with  people.  Well,  sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  made 
a  statement  which  I  may  take  notice  of 
in  order  that  I  may  come  nearer  to  the 
vital  parts  of  this  case.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  two  oases  of  murder 
in  Ireland  in  which  the  Crimes  Act  had 
been  useful — one  by  the  change  of 
venue,  and  the  other  by  the  use  of  the 
private  inquiry.  Every  man  in  thia 
House  rejoices  in  those  two  solitary  cases 
in  which  the  Crimes  Act  has  been 
of  use ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  think,  and  seemed  to  wish 
the  House  to  think,  that  these  were 
the  main  matters  for  which  the  Crimes 
Act  had  been  passed.  Why,  Sir,  was 
there  any  difficulty  in  this  House  last 
year  made  by  my  hon.  Friends  near  me 
or  by  myBQU  ou  MXxft  c^'b^vs^  ^'l^xw^^s^ 
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criminal  jurisdiction?  Nothing  of  the 
sort.  My  right  hon.  Friend,  I  think  in 
the  very  first  speech  he  made  upon  the 
Bubject,  said  that  he  was  perfectly  ready 
to  entertain  the  consideration  of  pro- 
visions for  the  hondfide  corroboration  of 
the  Oriminal  Law.  I  expressed  my  con- 
currence with  him,  and  I  believe  he 
actually  pointed  in  principle  to  these 
yetj  two  questions,  the  change  of  venue 
and  the  clause  of  private  inquiry.  I 
know  that  that  clause  of  private  inquiry 
took  a  long  time ;  but  why  did  it  take 
a  long  time?  It  was  because  of  the 
bungling  and  inefficient  manner  in 
which  it  had  been  drawn,  so  that  when 
it  came  into  this  House  it  consisted  of 
80  lines,  and  by  the  time  it  received  the 
sanction  of  the  House  in  Committee  it 
consisted  of,  I  believe,  120  lines.  Sir, 
there  should  have  been  no  difference  of 
opinion  between  us  on  these  matters; 
but  what  was  our  contention  from  the 
first  ?  It  was  that  this  was  not  a  Crimes 
Act  at  all.  It  was  not  framed  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  down  crime.  It  was 
a  Combination  Act.  It  professed  to  go 
against  conspiracy.  It  was  really  aimed 
against  combination,  and  we  shaU  see 
how  it  has  been  applied  in  these  matters. 
But  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  the  issue  to  be  taken  on  the 
subject  of  the  two  murder  cases,  as  to 
which  there  are  not  two  opinions  in  this 
House,  and  wishes  it  to  be  supposed 
that  this  is  the  question  now  raised  on 
which  the  House  ought  to  decide — 
against  these  two  cases  of  murder  I 
point  to  the  2,000  cases  in  which  Her 
Majesty's  Irish  subjects  have  been  pro- 
secuted by  the  Government  and  in  which 
hundreds  of  them,  unless  I  am  very 
much  mistaken — I  believe  I.  might  say 
by  far  the  larger  majority  of  those  2,000 
— ^have  had  to  suffer  the  anxiety  of  trial 
and  the  penalty  of  imprisonment,  and 
you  cannot,  by  pointing  to  two  cases  of 
murder  in  which  particular  provisions 
that  nobody  would  have  objected  to  on 
principle  have  been  put  in  operation, 
escape  the  issue  on  the  general  adminis- 
tration of  the  Crimes  Act.  Now,  Sir,  I 
shall  not  attempt  after  the  powerful 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  to  speak 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  or  Mr.  Dillon^ 
but  I  shall  remark  on  the  manner  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Chaplin)  treats 
me  with  respect  to  the  Plan  of  Oam- 
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paign.  Having  quoted  a  line  and  a- 
half  from  a  speech  of  mine  he  thereupon 
expands  it  by  his  great  power  of  para- 
phrase, and  thus,  making  me  responsible 
for  the  padding  he  puts  in,  he  is  good 
enough  to  express  his  lively  satisfaction 
at  my  admission  of  fair  and  sound  doc- 
trines which  are  in  reality  the  offspring 
of  his  own  fertile  brain.  I  was  certainly 
not  less  than  half-an-hour  in  the  month 
of  February  in  giving  fully  and  carefully 
my  views  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I 
am  not  going  to  enter  into  it  at  large  at 
present,  what  I  am  going  to  do  is  this, 
to  state  in  one  single  sentence  what  I 
believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  the  smallest  idea  of,  and,  what  I  do 
not  know,  whether  the  Government 
thoroughty  comprehend — namely,  what 
is  the  real  contention  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men sitting  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  have  to  meet  with  respect  to  tho 
Plan  of  Campaign?  I  shall  state  it 
without  a  word  of  comment,  and  the 
contention,  as  I  understand  it,  is  this — 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  framed 
when  Parliament  had  refused  to  make 
any  legislative  provision  for  the  necessi- 
ties uf  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  in  the 
year  1886,  and  that  it  met  the  case  by 
making  demands  upon  the  landlords 
equal  or  inferior  to  tnose  which,  in  the 
Act  of  1887,  the  Land  Commission  had 
acknowledged  to  be  just.  That  is  the 
true  state  of  the  question.  It  is  idle  to 
travel  round  and  round  it  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chaplin)  has  done ; 
it  is  idle  to  advance  against  it  the  naked 
doctrine  that  it  is  the  law  and  that  the 
law  shall  be  obeyed.  ["  Oh,  oh !  "  j  I 
know  there  are  those  in  this  House  to 
whom  it  seems  to  be  a  cardinal  principle 
and  a  sacred  duty  to  make  no  investiga- 
tions of  Irish  history,  no  more  than  they 
think  right,  or  of  the  general  opinion 
of  the  world  as  to  the  relations  between 
Ireland  and  England.  But  that  is  not 
so  in  Ireland.  The  recollections  and 
the  traditions  of  Irish  history  are  burnt 
into  the  very  soul  of  the  people.  We 
know  how  the  traditions  of  Marlborough 
survived  from  generation  to  generation 
on  the  Continent,  and  you  ought  to  know 
how  the  saying,  **The  Curse  of  Crom- 
well," has  lived  from  generation  to 
generation  in  Ireland.  These  things 
are  known  and  felt  there.  The  Irish 
people  are  aware  what  are  the  horrors, 
what  are  the  atrocities  almost  incredible, 
that  h^ve  been  done  in  Ireland  in  the 
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name  of  law — the  tortures,  tlie  murders, 
the  crimes  of  every  description  which 
'when  they  have  not  been  done  under 
the  name  of  law  have  been  covered 
'by  subsequent  acts  of  indemnity,  and 
who  can  suppose  that  a  people  whose 
whole  souls  are  full  of  these  painful  and 
grievous  recollections  can  come  to  the 
consideration  of  the  law  in  the  same 
mind  and  the  same  spirit  as  the  Judge 
sitting  upon  the  Bench  ?  In  expecting 
it  you  show  your  ignorance  of  human 
nature,  your  incapacity  lor  statesman- 
ship.  The  principles  on  which  you  act 
have  never  guided  wise  legislative  as- 
semblies, which  have  always  made  al- 
lowances for  those  things  and  for  the 
circumstances  which  determine  the  cha- 
racter of  national  emotions  and  recollec- 
tions, and  which  have  been  aware  that  the 
cases  in  the  mixed  condition  of  human 
affairs  are  not  unfrequent.  Unhappily, 
Ireland  is  perhaps  the  most  conspicuous 
country  in  the  world  where  law  has  been 
on  one  side  and  justice  on  the  other. 
You  do  not  consider — you  do  not  seem 
to  think  it  worth  while  to  consider — the 
facts  of  Mr.  Dillon's  case.  I  will  not 
discuss  the  matter  at  large  after  the 
vindication  he  has  received  from  the 
powerful  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  of  North-East  Cork  ;  but  I  will 
refer  briefly  to  some  of  the  incidents  of 
^r.  Dillon's  case,  and  first  among  them 
I  must  say  that  it  is  a  strange  irony  of 
fortune  that  Mr.  Dillon  should  be  lec- 
tured on  the  subject  of  illegality  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North  Ar- 
magh (Colonel  Saunderson) — the  man 
who  has  announced  that  if  Parliament 
think  proper  to  pass  a  certain  law  he  will 
lift  his  hand  in  violence  to  resist  it  and 
encourage  his  countrymen  to  do  the 
same.  If  Mr.  Dillon  wishes  to  serve  an 
apprenticeship  in  illegality  I  recom- 
mend him  to  the  master  opposite ;  but 
the  apprenticeship  will  be  long  and 
arduous,  and  Mr.  Dillon  will  have  to 
mount  the  ladder  step  by  step  before  he 
reaches  the  elevation  on  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  has  been  comfort- 
ably planted  long  ago.  I  want  the 
House  to  consider  how  it  was  that  Mr. 
Dillon  became  amenable  to  the  law,  for, 
after  all,  our  prime  duty  here  is  not  to 
measure  in  scales  of  gold  the  wisdom  or 
even  propriety  of  every  individual  or 
his  conduct,  but  to  bring  to  account  the 
Government  of  the  Queen — those  who 
are  responsible,   those  who  sway  the 


majority  in  this  House,  those  who  have 
at  their  back  the  Army,  and  the  Consta- 
bulary, and  that  other  instrument  of 
justice  apparently  in  some  cases  not  less 
pliable  and  effective — namely,  the  Eesi- 
dent  Magistrates.  I  wish  to  examine, 
then,  when  Mr.  Dillon  became  amenable 
to  the  law.  Mr.  Dillon,  I  feel  bound  to 
assume — I  do  not  wish  to  go  into  the 
judicial  decision — I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther it  is  a  direct  judicial  decision  or 
not ;  but  I  shall  assume  that  he  was 
amenable  to  the  operation  of  the  law. 
He  was  amenable  in  County  Louth,  but 
he  was  amenable  to  its  operation  sub- 
ject to  going  before  a  jury.  Now,  that 
is  of  all  things  what  Her  Majesty's 
Government  most  dread.  Lord  Spencer 
administered  his  Crimes  Act  from  1882 
to  1885,  and  he  administered  it  with  all 
the  success  that  can  possibly  attend  suoh 
a  measure,  and  in  that  Qrimes  Act  we 
had  taken  powers  for  going  past  the 
jury  in  a  straightforward,  upright,  and 
honourable  manner,  in  the  light  of  day, 
in  case  the  necessity  should  arise.  It 
never  did  arise,  and  the  Act  was  ad- 
ministered without  departure  from  the 
principle  of  trial  by  jury.  What  has 
been  done  here  ?  An  act  is  done  in  a 
county  of  Ireland,  a  county  which  has  a 
pure  and  splendid  reputation  so  far  as 
outrage  is  concerned.  I  am  told  that  as 
to  Louth  it  may  be  said — as  I  am  happy 
to  say  it  may  be  said  of  many  parts  of 
Wales— that  long  years  have  passed 
since  an  outrage  has  been  committed  in 
that  county.  Yet  Louth  was  subjected 
to  the  indignity  of  being  proclaimed 
under  the  Crimes  Act  in  order  that  Mr. 
Dillon  might  not  have  the  benefit  of  a 
jury.  These  are  the  acts — this  is  one 
of  the  acts — which  provoke  men  to  say 
that  they  are  not  only  harsh,  not  only 
are  they  cruel,  but  they  are  mean.  Of 
them  any  Government  ought  to  be 
ashamed,  and  if  it  were  possible  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  by  those  re- 
searches of  which  he  is  so  fond  to  find 
that  something  of  the  kind  was  done 
by  a  Liberal  Government — {^Cheers.'] 
— Oh,  yes,  that  is  a  delightful  prospect, 
is  it  not?  I  say,  if  he  could  find 
such  a  thing,  I  would  not  stoop 
to  apologize  for  such  an  act.  If 
I  had  a  share  in  it  I  would  take  a  full 
share  of  the  responsibility,  and  perform 
whatever  penance  you  might  choose  to 
impose.  The  County  Louth  has  been 
proclaimed  in    order  that  Mr.   Dillon 
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might  be  deprived  of  his  rights  as  a 
British  subject  which  he  possessed  at 
the  time  he  made  his  speech.  Is  that 
the  way  in  which  you  propose  to  pro- 

E agate    respect   for   the   law    in   Ire- 
md  ?     Is  that  the  way  in  which  you 
think  you  will  draw  the  heart  of  Ire- 
land nearer?     Nearer  to  what?    Not 
to  the  heart  of  England,  for  these  two 
great  hearts,  I  rejoice  to  eay,  are  al- 
ready morally  joined  in  one,  but  nearer 
to  Dublin  Castle,  nearer  to  the  Viceroy, 
nearer  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  nearer  to 
the  Tory  and  Dissentient  majority.     It 
is  necessary,  under  the  high  sense  of 
duty  that  governs  the  administration  of 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman,    that  Mr. 
Dillon  should  be  subjected  to  the  indig- 
nity of  being  put  into  prison  costume. 
What,  says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the     Member    for    Lincolnshire    (Mr. 
Chaplin)  ?  **  Serve  him  right."     Serve 
him  right !    Is  it  right,  then,  to  insult 
a  Gentleman  of  his  character  ?    Suppose 
an  accident  happened  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh  in 
the  contingencies  which    might  arise, 
and  which  he  has  foreshadowed.     I  do 
not  believe  that,    among  his  strongest 
opponents  below  the  Gangway,  there  is 
one  that  would,  for  a  moment,  tolerate 
this  indignity  should  be  put  upon  him. 
But  this  has  been  done  to  Mr.  Dillon. 
Why  ?    On  the  ground  of  the  high  and 
inflexible    morality  which  is    so  cha- 
racteristic, as  we  all  know,  of  the  Irish 
Secretary  that  he  cannot  help  observing 
upon  the  want  of  it  in  other  people.     His 
high  morality  will  not  endure  the  unequal 
treatment  in  two   cases.    Is  it   equal 
treatment  ?    Is  the  prison  dress  for  Mr. 
Dillon  the  same  thing  as  the  prison  dress, 
for  the  man  with  the  frieze  coat  ?    Is  it  ? 
Is  it  the  same  thing?    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  says  it 
is.  I  say  it  is  not  the  same,  and  I  appeal 
to  an  authority  better  than  myself,  and 
better  than  the  authority  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  for  if  it  is  the  same 
infliction,  I  put  these  two  questions — 
Why  did  Parliament  provide  in  England 
that  every  person  for  the  ofi'ence  of  sedi- 
tion should  cease  to  be  subject  to  this 
indignity,    and  should  become  a  first- 
class  misdemeanant  ?    And  why  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  troubled 
with  a  stifle,  unbending  conscience,  bend 
that  conscience  in  the  case  of  the  priest  ? 
If  the  prison  dress  be  the  same  thing  for 
Mr.  Dillon  and  the  frieze  coat,  is  it  the 
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same  thing  for  Mr.  Dillon  and  the  priest? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  dared 
to  put  the  prison  dress  upon  the  priest. 
He  receded  from  it  not  because  he  was 
merciful,  but  because  he  was    afraid. 
[  Chetrs  and  Laughter.']     1  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  enjoys  that.     I  believe 
he  has  said  he  had  no  option — that  the 
law  prescribed  it,  and  that  the  law  must 
be  obeyed.     Then,  I  ask,  why  was  the 
law  violated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  case  of  the  priest?     How 
can  he  reconcile   his  conduct  to    Mr. 
Dillon  and  other  Members  of  this  House 
with  his  conduct  to  the  priests,  or  with 
the  policy  which  has  long  ago  dictated 
the  adoption  of  a  wise  and  gentle  and 
humane,   but  perfectly  protective,  law 
for  the  treatment  of  prisoners  committed 
for  sedition  in  England  ?    What  did  the 
Judge  say  in  the  case  of  Mr.   Dillon  ? 
He  inflicted   the    maximum    sentence. 
But   why?     Because  of  Mr.    Dillon's 
g^eat  influence.     Therefore,  he  said — 
I  will  inflict  the  maximum  sentence." 
But  how  has  Mr.  Dillon  used  his  influ- 
ence ?    Go  back  with  me  to  the  memor- 
able and  melancholy  day  at  Mitchels- 
town.     [Laughter, 2   I  heard  that  laugh. 
It  must  have  been  involuntary,  for  it  is 
shocking  to  suppose  that   it  was  any- 
thing else.     Go  back  to  the  melancholy 
day  at  Mitchelstown,  and  to  the  great 
outrages  of  the  officers  of  the  Constabu- 
lary and  the  men  under  their  command, 
and  the  deaths  of  three  innocent  men. 
It  was  Mr.  Dillon,  in  my  belief,  who 
prevented,  by  the  use  of  his  great  in- 
fluence, a  terrible  accumulation  of  that 
disaster,  and  that  use  of  his  influence 
ought  to  have  been  recollected  when  he 
was  taken  to  task  by  the  Judge  and  the 
maximum    punishment    inflicted    upon 
him,  because  in   some  other  case,  the 
Judge  differed  from  the  use  he  had  made 
of  the  influence.     I   make  no  special 
complaint  of  the    Judge  in   this  case. 
I  cannot   say  as  much    in   respect   of 
another  case  to  which  I  shall  come  by- 
and-bye.     But  the   Judge  in  this  case 
said — **  Mr.  Dillon  is  a  man  of   great 
influence  over  his  fellow-countrymen." 
By  that  he  meant  over  the  Irish  people. 
The  Judge  was  perhaps  hardly  aware 
that  Mr.  Dillon's  influence  is  not  limited 
to   Ireland.     There  are   millions  upon 
millions  of  people  in  this  country — I  be- 
lieve the  large  majority  of  the  people 
of  England,  as  well  as  of  Scotland  and 
Wales — to  whom  there  could  be  on  the 
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occasion  of  a  public  assembly  no  more 
welcome  tidings  than  that  they  were 
about  to  be  addressed  by  Mr.  Dillon, 
and  there  is  hardly  one  whose  entrance 
among  them  would  call  forth  more  en- 
thusiastic acclamation.  Now,  Sir,  I  will 
venture  to  say  that  it  is  a  terrible  state 
of  things  that  a  man  of  Mr.  Dillon's  cha- 
racter, his  qualities,  and  his  position  is 
thus  treated.  It  is  a  state  of  things  which 
ought  to  bring  about  much  reflection 
and  which  cannot  be  disposed  of  by  a  ma- 

i'ority  to-night  in  this  House.  "Well,  Sir, 
'.  am  now  goiug  into  the  case  of  Killeagh. 
After  the  daring  statement  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Madden)  last  night,  and  the  yet 
more  daring  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land on  a  former  occasion,  I  wish  to 
set  out  the  whole  case  to  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  must  not  suppose  that 
the  slight  reference  to  it  with  which  he 
was  provided  has  in  any  degree  disposed 
of  it.  The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  came  a  little  nearer  to  the  point 
when  he  stated  that  the  men  who  were 
imprisoned  at  Killeagh  had  been  found 
guilty  of  conspiracy  at  Common  Law  for 
the  purpose  of  starving  the  police. 
Found  guilty  of  conspiracy  at  Common 
Law  ?  By  whom  were  they  found  guilty 
of  conspiracy  at  Common  Law  ? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  fDubHn  Uni- 
versity) :  I  did  not  state  tnat  the  men 
had  been  found  guilty  of  conspiracy  at 
Common  Law.  What  I  did  state—and 
as  my  authority  I  refer  to  the  judgment 
of  the  Court — was  that  the  Judges  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  said  there  was 
before  them  evidence  upon  which  a  jury 
might  have  found  them  guilty  of  a  con- 
spiracy at  Common  Law. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  read  a 
report  which  has  all  the  appearance  of 
care  and  precision ;  but  I  am  extremely 
glad  to  hear  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemau,  and  I  at  once 
withdraw  what  I  intended  to  say  on  this 
subject.  But  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  have  the  goodness  to  re- 
fer to  the  newspaper  to  which  I  referred 
this  morning — namely,  The  Times — he 
will  find  that  he  has  been  most  seriously 
misrepurted,  for  the  words  I  have  used 
are  precisely  those  which  are  to  be  found 
there.  I  will  now  pass  altogether  from 
that  topic.     Well,  Sir,  I  come  to  what 


was  said  by  the  Lord  Chief  Baron,  and 
I  dwell  the  more  readily  upon  this  case 
because  although,  of  course,  it  does  not 
present  the  entire  indictment  to  the 
House  which  it  has  made  against  the 
administration  of  the  Crimes  Act,  yet  it 
presents  what  I  think  is  the  most  im- 
portant part  of  the  case  and  goes  to  the 
very  centre  and  core  of  it,  because  our 
main  contention  in  the  debates  of  last 
year  was  that  this  Act  was  not  a  Crimes 
Act  at  all — that  is  to  say,  that  crime  was 
a  secondary  and  partial  subject  within 
its  purview;  that  it  was  really  a  Con- 
spiracy Act,  and  under  the  name  of  a 
Conspiracy  Act  it  was  a  Combination 
Act,  and  was  intended  to  put  down  law- 
ful and  legitimate  combination.  Now, 
Sir,  let  us  follow  the  legality  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, the  competency  of  the  tribunal, 
and  the  language  of  the  Government  in 
the  case  of  Killeagh.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  has, 
I  think,  stated  very  nearly  what  was 
said  by  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  in  the 
first  part  of  his  remarks.  But  he  left 
out  certain  words  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  which  I  think  may  be  accurately 
represented  thus.  The  Lord  Chief  Baron 
was  fully  of  opinion  that  common  action 
had  been  proved,  and  upon  this  common 
action  he  rather  thought — that  was  his 
expression — there  would  have  been  evi- 
dence from  which  a  jury  would  have 
concluded  that  the  real  object  was  to 
injure  the  police,  and  that  upon  evidence 
of  that  kind  an  indictment  might  be 
brought  and  the  jury  might  give  a  ver- 
dict. Yery  well,  let  us  suppose  that  is 
so.  Then  I  want  to  know  what  is  the 
state  of  the  law  in  Ireland  ?  I  accept  it 
without  question.  It  is  not  for  me  to 
attempt  to  affirm  or  deny  it ;  my  business 
is  to  accept  it.  The  statement  of  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron  is  that  if  four  men  com- 
bine at  Killeagh,  where  there  is  believed 
to  be  a  conspiracy  existing,  and  are 
proved  by  common  action  to  have  refused 
to  deal  with  the  constabulary,  a  jury 
might  convict  them  of  a  criminal  offence 
upon  evidence  which  tended  to  prove  as 
much  as  that.  Now,  suppose,  not  a  case 
of  four  men  who  deal  in  goods  and  with- 
hold their  goods  from  the  constabulary, 
but  a  case  in  England  of  400  men  deal- 
ing in  labour  and  withholding  their 
labour.  I  believe  I  might  go  a  great 
deal  further  and  say  **  who  break  their 
contract.''  Even  that  would  not  be  an 
overstatement.     But  in    the   one   caso 
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or  tlie  other — and  I  believe  I  may 
safely  go  to  the  more  extreme  supposi- 
tion of  a  breach  of  contract — the  400 
men  would,  every  one  of  them,  stand 
scatheless  in  a  Court  of  Justice.  The 
four  men  were  sent  to  prison.  Where 
is  the  equality  of  Irish  rights  ?  This  is 
what  we  asked — what  we  pressed  for 
last  year,  what  we  were  called  factious 
for  pressing  for.  This  is  what  the  Go- 
vernment sternly  refused.  In  England 
the  artizan  is  protected  by  the  law  in 
respect  of  the  disposal  of  the  commodity 
which  he  has  to  dispose  of.  In  Ireland 
you  have  refused  to  protect  him  by  the 
law  in  respect  of  the  very  same  thing, 
and  at  the  same  time  you  tell  us  you 
will  not  hear  of  an  Irish  Legislature  to 
deal  with  Irish  affairs ;  that  the  true 
principle  is  that  which  at  Westminster 
and  within  the  walls  of  Parliament  con- 
secrates the  principle  of  equality  of 
rights.  Then  the  Lord  Chief  Baron 
goes  on — because  the  part  of  his  speech 
to  which  I  have  referred  is  entirely 
incidental — 

"Another  offence  may  possibly  have  been 
committed.  But  the  question  we  have  to  con- 
sider is  whether  a  certain  particular  offence, 
which  we  will  go  on  to  consider  and  define,  has 
been  committed  or  not." 

What  they  had  to  consider— these  are 
the  words  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron — was 
whether  the  common  purpose  was  that 
this  refusal  to  deal  should  be  accom- 
plished either  by  compulsion  or  by  in- 
fluence which  he  had  called  undue 
influence.  I  call  the  particular  attention 
of  the  House  to  these  words,  because 
everything,  in  fact,  turns  upon  them.  I 
may  dismiss  altogether  the  word  **  com- 
pulsion "  in  this  case,  because  there  had 
been  no  charge  of  compulsion.  I  have 
been  favoured,  not  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  but  by  the  labour  and  care 
of  a  Member  of  this  House,  with  the 
bulky  copies  of  the  depositions,  and  I 
have  read  the  whole  of  them  ;  and  they 
all  of  them  charge  in  one  and  the  same 
phrase  that  the  offence  was  joining  in  a 
conspiracy  to  induce  certain  persons  not 
to  deal.  Then,  said  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron — "  that  is  the  question  we  have 
to  consider."  What  does  he  say  upon 
it  ?  He  was  bound  to  say  that  he  did 
not  find  one  shadow  of  evidence  what- 
ever in  this  case,  and  he  did  not  find  any 
evidence  on  which  it  could  be  argued 
except  in  the  case  of  David  Barry.  What 
was  the  case  of  David  Barry?    Now, 

J/r.  IF,  JS.  Gladstone 


David  Barry  was  sentenced,  like  the 
rest,  for  one  month.  By  some  process 
which  I  do  not  understand,  but  I  am 
glad  of  it,  the  sentence  seems  afterwards 
to  have  been  reduced  to  one  fortnight, 
on  the  ground  that  David  Barry  had 
apparently,  to  the  Judges,  acted  under 
intimidation;  and,  for  having  acted 
under  intimidation,  he  was  charged  and 
sent  to  prison  for  a  fortnight  for  a  con- 
spiracy to  induce  others  not  to  deal. 
What  says  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  F  It  is 
simply  this.  To  be  a  victim  of  a  con- 
spiracy was,  in  the  view  of  these  Judges, 
the  same  thing  as  to  be  theauthor  of  the 
conspiracy.  The  man  who  refuses  to  deal 
through  intimidation  and  under  a  fright, 
which  he  describes  in  Court,  that  man 
is  a  sufferer  already,  and  to  send  him  to 
prison  for  an  offence  indicates  either  a 
weakness,  or  a  perversity,  or  an  igno- 
rance, or  all  three  combined,  such  as  I 
could  not  have  believed  possible  from 
anything  calling  itself  a  Bench  of  Jus- 
tice. Of  course,  any  language  of  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron  cannot  possibly  be 
exaggerated  in  this  case.  There  is  no 
evidence  whatever.  Now,  Sir,  it  has 
been  represented  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  that  there  mav  have 
been  a  mistake  in  this  case.  Accidents 
will  happen  in  the  best  -  regulated 
families,  and,  consequently,  there  was  a 
slight  error  of  judgment,  but  not  an 
error  of  judgment  to  form  the  basis  of  a 
charge  on  the  part  of  the  two  Besident 
Magistrates,  Mr.  Gardiner  and  Mr. 
Bedmond.  What  I  have  to  show  is  this 
— that  this  was  not  an  oversight  on  the 
part  of  the  Judges.  Their  attention  was 
expressly  and  repeatedly  called  to  the 
distinction  taken  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron.  They  did  not  suppose  that  the 
different  kinds  of  conspiracy  were  con- 
founded together,  and  that  they  in  sen- 
tencing for  one  might  just  as  well  sen- 
tence for  another.  Here  is  the  report, 
which  I  quote  from  The  Cork  Examiner 
of  the  1st  of  June,  of  what  was  said  on 
the  occasion.  Mr.  Hodoett,  who  was 
acting  on  the  part  of  the  defendants, 
pointed  out  to  the  Judges  that  there  was 
a  total  want  of  evidence,  and  that  the 
Judges  ought  to  dismiss  the  summons 
for  want  of  evidence  to  show  that  the 
defendants  entered  into  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy to  induce  others  not  to  supply 
goods.     Observe  that  he  put  it  before 
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them  in  the  clearest  terms.  What  said 
Mr.  Gardiner?  *•  We  are  both  against 
jou,  Mr.  Hodnett."  These  are  the  men 
to  whom,  to  the  disparagement  of  Judges 
and  to  the  disparagement  of  the  Superior 
Oourts,  you  have  committed  practically 
in  the  most  delicate  and  difficult  matters 
the  government  of  Ireland.  However, 
Mr.  Hodnett  was  not  discouraged,  and 
he  went  on  to  say — ''I  have  made  an 
argument,  and  I  hope  something  will  be 
said."  So  Mr.  Gardiner  proceeded  to 
give  his  view  of  the  case.  He  said  his 
view  of  the  case  was  this — 

"The  evidence  went  to  show  that  these 
parties  entered  into  a  criminal  conspiracy  with 
one  another,  inasmuch  as  their  acts  m  the 
refusing  in  nearly  all  the  same  language  and 
terms  showed  the  conspiracy  they  had  entered 
mto." 

That  is  to  say,  he  deliberately 
passed  over  what  had  been  stated 
by  Mr.  Hodnett,  who  endeavoured  to 
guide  this  blind  man,  and  to  describe 
to  him  the  kind  of  conspiracy  that 
was  charged  in  the  indictment.  The 
patience  of  Mr.  Hodnett  was  not  yet  ez- 
nausted,  and  he  said — *'  That  is  not  the 
charge.  The  charge  is  inducing  other 
persons  not  to  supply  goods."  Twice  in 
the  most  distinct  language  that  man 
could  use  these  Judges  were  reminded 
that  it  was  not  a  general  charge  before 
them  of  conspiracy,  but  a  charge  that 
they  had  induced  other  persons  not  to 
supply  goods.  Here  is  the  final  decision 
of  Mr.  Gardiner,  and  these  are  the 
Judges  of  whose  legal  competence  the 
Government  are  satisfied.  He  said — 
''Each  defendant  should  be  taken  with 
reference  to  the  others."  The  Judge, 
having  the  case  placed  before  him  in  the 
most  distinct  manner,  did  not  pretend 
that  he  had  the  least  scintilla  of  evi- 
dence to  show  that  the  defendants 
had  committed  a  crime.  He  said 
that  they  might  have  committed  a 
crime  ;  and  without  any  evidence 
and  merely  in  consequence  of  an  opi- 
nion in  the  sanctuary  of  his  breast  he 
condemned  them.  I  have  given  you  now 
what  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  said  and  what 
the  Eesident  Magistrate  said.  But  what 
did  the  Government  say  ?  Observe,  my 
point  is  this,  and  it  is  recognized  on 
both  sides.  We  are  not  dealing  now 
with  the  Common  Law  of  Conspiracy, 
which  derives  its  criminal  character  from 
its  being  intended  to  injure  a  person  or 
a  class.    That  is  not  the  offence  charged. 


The  offence  charged  by  the  Act  is  to 
compel  or  induce  persons  not  to  do  cer- 
tain things.  I  put  a  Question  carefully 
framed  in  the  sense  of  the  Act.  I  asked 
first  for  the  production  of  all  these  de- 
positions in  oases  of  conspiracy;  and  I 
then  asked  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  could 
assure  the  House  that  in  every  case 
where  an  individual  had  been  convicted 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act  the  conspiracy  to  compel 
or  induce  some  person  not  to  deal  with 
or  to  work  for  some  other  person  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade,  business,  or 
occupation,  evidence  had  been  taken  to 
prove,  not  only  the  refusal  of  the  indi- 
vidual to  work  or  to  deal  as  above,  but 
to  prove  that  he  was  implicated  in  a 
conspiracy  for  some  one  of  the  said 
purposes — that  is  to  say,  for  the  purpose 
of  inducing  or  compelling  not  to  deal 
with  or  to  work  for ;  and  U)e  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  answer  to  that  Question 
gave  me  the  most  positive  and  distinct 
pledge.  He  said — '*  In  all  the  cases 
described  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
evidence  has  been  taken  to  prove  the 
conspiracy  referred  to."  I  presume  that 
he  had  in  his  hands  at  that  moment  the 
judgment  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  and 
the  judgment  of  Mr.  Justice  Andrews — 
Baron  Dowse  saying  nothing  on  the 
subject.  He  had  in  his  hands  the 
judgment  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron, 
which  said  there  was  no  evidence  what- 
ever, and  with  that  judgment  in  his 
hands  he  told  me  that  evidence  had 
been  taken  in  every  case  to  prove — 
what  ?  Not  to  prove  conspiracy,  but  to 
prove  the  conspiracy  referred  to. 

The  chief  8ECEETAEY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.):  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  confused  dates.  The  answer  I  gave 
him  was  before  the  judgment  was  de- 
livered. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  ;  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  the  judgment 
in  his  hands  but  he  had  the  depositions. 
I  have  read  the  whole  of  these  deposi- 
tions, and  they  do  not  contain  one  single 
sentence  upon  any  subject  except  that 
of  the  refusal  to  deal,  unless  in  one 
single  instance.  And  what  is  that  ?  It 
is  the  sentence  in  which  the  constable, 
O'Donaghue,  states  that  there  was  a 
meeting  on  the  4th  of  March,  which 
meeting  is  supposed  to  have  had  some 
reference  to  some  combination  or  other 
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for  the  purpose  of  exolusive  dealing,  and 
he  deposes  that  he  did  not  see  any 
one  of  the  defendants  at  that  meeting. 
Was  there  ever  such  a  case  as  this? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  read  the 
evidence.  If  he  says  there  is  evidence 
of  the  conspiracy  referred  to,  let  him 
produce  it.  It  does  not  exist.  He  can- 
not produce  it  unless  all  the  documents 
are  falsified ;  and  that  which  he  made 
bold  to  state  to  this  House,  that  the  con- 
spiracy to  induce  had  evidence  taken 
upon  it,  is  totally  contrary  to  the  fact, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  to 
explain  his  conduct  to  the  House.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  we  ask 
him  why  he  has  not  fulfilled  his  pledges 
— this  pledge  and  that  pledge — his  an- 
swer is — •*  Oh,  that  has  been  sufficiently 
threshed  out  already,  and  I  cannot  go 
over  it  again."  Such  was  the  language 
of  the  Government.  Now,  this  is  no 
question  of  a  miscarriage  or  of  a  mis- 
take of  an  inferior  tribunal.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  mistaking  the  balance  of 
evidence  in  regard  to  which  human 
judgment  may  go  wrong.  Here  there 
was  no  balance  of  evidence  at  all.  There 
was,  as  we  know  now  on  the  highest 
authority,  no  evidence  whatever.  There 
could  not  be  any  evidence,  and  there 
being  no  evidence,  and  the  attention  of 
the  Judge  having  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  there  was  no  evidence,  he  de- 
liberately refused  to  take  notice  of  that 
call  and  went  on  to  aggravate  his  con- 
duct by  refusing  to  state  a  case.  Is 
this  a  specimen  of  the  manner  in  which 
this  Law  of  Conspiracy  is  administered  in 
Ireland?  I  have  to  put  Questions  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  besides  that 
which  I  have  put  to  him  about  himself. 
Are  these  two  Eesident  Magistrates  to 
continue  to  administer  the  Coercion  Act  ? 
I  presume  that  the  Government  have 
considered  that  subject.  I  do  not  under- 
take to  say  what  is  the  cause  of  their 
misconduct — whether  it  is  bias,  whether 
it  is  bigotry — ignorance  it  cannot  be, 
because  the  thiug  was  placed  twice  be- 
fore them — or  whether  it  was  feebleness 
of  character.  I  do  not  enter  into  these 
things.  I  look  at  the  facts,  and  say  it 
is  totally  impossible  to  place  confidence 
in  such  a  Bench.  I  say  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  be  unworthy  of  the  name 
of  men  if  the  spirit  of  the  country  did 
not  revolt  against  such  treatment.  I 
am  told  that  this  is  only  one  conspiracy 
case.    Only  one  conspiracy  case  !    Well, 
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it  is  the  only  one  in  which  we  haye  been 
able  to  get  the  particulars.  How  many 
more  are  there  of  such  cases  ?  I  chal- 
lenge the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I 
make  an  appeal  to  him  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  depositions  in  all  conspiracy 
cases.  He  nas  heard  the  statement 
made  by  an  able  lawyer  in  this  House 
that  he  and  his  Friends  have  examined 
700  out  of  2,000  cases,  and  the  conclu- 
sion they  have  come  to  is  that  the  pro- 
ceedings were  a  travesty  and  caricature 
of  justice.  We  have  got  that,  and 
having  extracted  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  some  particulars  with  regard 
to  this  special  case,  we  find  it  to  be  as 
flagrant  and  scandalous  as  any  in  the 
days  of  Judge  Jeffreys.  \ Laughter,'] 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  has  a 
great  faculty  for  laughter.  I  know  very 
well  that  these  men  have  not  the  power 
of  Judge  Jeffreys,  and  that  we  do  not 
live  in  the  time  of  Judge  Jeffreys.  How 
far  is  that  the  fault  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ?  What  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  ought  to  appre- 
ciate is,  that  the  denial  of  justice,  which 
is  the  same  thing  in  the  case  of  a  far- 
thing as  of  a  £1,000,000,  is  as  gp^ss,  as 
palpable,  and  as  shameful  as  ever  dis- 
graced the  time  of  Judge  Jeffreys.  I 
therefore  beg  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  produce  the  depositions  in  these 
cases.  I  do  not  know  precisely  the 
number  of  cases.  We  have  no  aid  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  have  to 
find  our  way  through  a  lengthened 
paper  with  about  2,000  names,  out  of 
which  there  are,  I  believe,  about  150 
charged  with  conspiracy.  I  think  that 
the  particulars  of  the  painful  case  upon 
which  I  have  detained  the  House  so 
long  show  grounds  for  the  necessity  of 
my  demand.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  give  us  the  particulars  of 
the  other  cases  we  shall  be  compelled  to 
conclude  that  the  other  cases  are  like 
this  case  ;  and  if  he  disputes  it,  let  him 
give  us  the  means  of  judging.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  give  us 
the  means  of  judging,  if  he  is  deter- 
mined that  Parliament  shall  be  excluded 
from  forming  an  opinion  in  cases  of  this 
kind,  that  will  sustain  my  charge  that 
it  is  the  policy  of  the  Government  to 
oust  the  House  of  Commons  from  the 
performance  of  one  of  its  most  sacred 
duties — that  of  defending  the  weak  and 
maintaining    the    sanctity    of    private 
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rights  and  private  liberty.     The  right 
hou.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  his  speech  last  night,  con- 
tended that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
was  making  progress,    slow  but  sure. 
That  I  understand  to  be  the  upshot  of 
the  principal  portions   of    his   speech. 
What  did  he  point  to  in  support  of  that 
contention?      He    pointed    to    certain 
statistics  about  Boycotting  about  which 
I  have  to  observe  that  those  statistics 
are  an  invention  of  the  Government.  No 
such  statistics  ever  were  produced  until 
the  existence  of  the  present  Government. 
I  entirely  decline  to  accept  them  because 
I  have  no  means  of  testing  their  ac- 
curacy.    You  might  as  well  bring  sta- 
tistics from  the  moon  as  give  us  your 
statistics  of  Boycotting.      There  is  no 
legal,  moral,  or  social  test  by  which  we 
can  judge  them.  Tou  plead  usage  when 
usage  is  in  your  favour ;  but  you  depart 
from  usage  because  your  Keturns  have 
been  prepared — I  was  almost  about  to 
have    said    manufactured  for   you — in 
order  to  show  a  considerable  diminution 
of  Boycotting.       What  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  really  means  is  a  diminution 
in  the  number  of  agrarian  offences— 
not  a  very  large  diminution,  but,  I  ad- 
mit, a  sensible  and  gratifying  diminu- 
tion.    I  will  not  enter  into  the  question 
of  the  cause  of  that  diminution.    We  do 
not  believe  that  the  cause  is  to  be  found 
either  in  the  Crimes  Act  or  in  the  mode 
in  which  it  is  applied.     We  think  it  is 
due  to  other  and  very  different  causes. 
I  am  not  going  to  enter  upon  that  dis- 
tinct ground.     If  you  like,  I  will  take 
the  fact  upon  your  own  showing,  and 
upon  your  own  argument,  and  assume 
that  it  is  due  to  the  Crimes  Act.   If  that 
were  so,  would  it  be  a  proof  of  progress, 
would   it    be  a    proof  that  you  were 
making  your  way  to  a  settlement  of  the 
Irish    question?      I  think  not.      Lord 
Spencer's  triumph  over  agrarian  outrage 
was  tenfold  what  it  has  been  under  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary.    I  take  it  to  have  been,  so  far  as 
external  manifestations  were  concerned, 
one  of  the  most  complete  ever  brought 
about  in  the  history  of  Executive  Go- 
vernment.    It  was  a  marvellous  reduc- 
tion.     I   will  not  quote  figures.      The 
number  of  agrarian  offences  with  which 
Lord  Spencer  had  to  deal  was  quoted 
as  between  4,000  and  5,000,  and  it  was 
reduced,  I  believe,  to  a  figure  below 
1,000.     But  Lord  Spencer  did  not  think 
by  that  reduction   he   had   made  any 


way  towards  solving  the  Irish  problem. 
And  not  only  he  did  not  think  so,  but 
i  the  Tories  did  not  think  so.       So  far 
•  were  they  from   recognizing   in   Lord 
Spencer's  action  a  sati^actory  condition 
of  things  as  an  argument  for  maintain- 
ing coercion  that  they  declared  that  the 
policy  of  coercion  had  failed  and  ought 
to  be  abandoned.      I  know  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member   for  the 
Sleaford   Division  (Mr.    Chaplin)    said 
that  he  never  approved  the  abandoment 
of  the  policy  of  Lord  Spencer,  for  he 
thought  that  the  policy  of  coercion  ought 
to  be  maintained.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman nods  his  head ;   but  his  disap- 
proval was  an  extremely  cheap  disap- 
proval, because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
shared  the  spoils  of  the  victors  and  took 
Office  from  the  Government  which  dis- 
approved of  that  policy.     But  what  we 
contend  is  that  the  diminution  of  agra- 
rian offences  does  not  solve  the  Irish 
Question.  What  is  the  situation  ?  What 
is  the  general  condition  of  Ireland  now? 
Ireland  is  in  the  hands  of  three  powers 
— the  Army,  the  Constabulary,  and  in- 
ferior   tribunals    of    justice,    tribunals 
which  I  do  not  hesitate  in  describing  as 
inferior  after  the  specimen  we  have  had 
to-night,  and  no  country  in  that  condi- 
tion by  the  side  of  a  great  and  powerful 
State  can  be  said  to  have  made  the  least 
progress  towards  a    satisfactory  settle- 
ment.    We  whose  Empire  rests  upon 
the  goodwill  and  affection  of  every  other 
people  of  which  it  is  composed  ought  to 
blush  up  to  our  eyes  when  we  find  that 
Ireland  is  only    to  be  kept   by   such 
means  as  those   which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  described  as  a  slow  pro- 
gress towards  the  solution  of  the  Irish 
Question.  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  considered  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Constabulary.    In  many  re- 
spects I  look  with  very  great  respect  on 
the  history  of  the  Constabulary.      On 
most    occasions   they    have    performed 
their  duty  admirably  well,  making  al- 
lowance for    all  difficulties ;  but  I  am 
by  no  means  sure  that  that  position  is 
not  getting  undermined.       I  put  this 
question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Colleagues — Have  not  collisions 
between     the    Constabulary    and    the 
people,   have    not    the  occasions   upon 
which  the  Constabulary  have  resorted 
to    force    in    their    dealings   with    the 
people,  been  more  numerous  within  the 
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last  12  months  than  they  have  been  for 
a  long,  long  period  before  ?  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  give  us  a  Eetum 
stating  the  number  of  cases  in  which, 
during  the  last  12  months,  the  police 
have  used  their  batons,  and  other  Be- 
turns  with  respect  to  the  use  of  their 
batons  during  other  periods  ?  I  own  I 
am  not  without  apprehension  that  some- 
thing like  exasperation  has  grown  up 
in  the  minds  of  the  people  with  respect 
to  the  action  of  this  force.  At  any  rate, 
I  think  there  is  evidence  which  must 
lead  one  to  wish  that  the  Government 
could  emphatically  deny  any  such  a 
suggestion,  and  can  assure  us  that  the 
relations  between  the  Constabulary  and 
the  people  at  large  are  as  good  as 
they  have  been  at  other  periods.  I  never 
heard  until  within  the  last  12  months  or 
thereabouts  that  shopkeepers  were  re- 
fusing to  serve  them.  That  may  be  a 
small  thing  in  amount,  but  it  is  menacing 
and  ominous  in  its  character.  I  con- 
fess, so  far  as  I  can  judge  of  it,  and 
owing  to  the  action  of  the  Government 
we  can  judge  of  it  only  very  imperfectly, 
the  position  of  the  Constabulary  shows 
that  the  progress  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer speaks  is  a  progress  not  forwards, 
but  backwards,  as  to  tbe  solution  of  the 
Irish  Question.  What  are  the  evidences 
of  failure  on  the  other  hand?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has,  I  think,  a 
difficult  task  before  him  when  he  has 
to  meet  the  charges  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork,  who  in  February 
last  defied  the  Government  to  contradict 
his  statement  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  still  holding  its  ground.  Does  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  still  hold  its  ground  ? 
Tou  have  been  distinctly  challenged  to- 
night to  say  whether  you  can  point  out 
an  instance  in  which  the  two  great 
powers,  the  Government  and  the  land- 
lords, have  triumphed  over  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  The  National  League  we 
were  told  some  time  ago  was  a  thing  of 
the  past,  but  it  is  now  described  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  as  full  of  great  vigour  in 
every  quarter  of  Ireland.  I  am  told 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the 
word  **  ubiquitous  "  also.  [Mr.  Goschen 
signified  his  assent.]  Well,  what  has 
been  their  success  with  regard  to  the 
great  purpose  of  this  Bill  ?  The  charge 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  was 
that  this  Bill  was   introduced    for  the 

Mr.  JF.  E.  Oladdone 


purpose  of  promoting  and  bringing 
about  the  collection  of  rent  in  IrelaDa 
and  for  the  occupation  of  derelict  farms. 
These  are  the  two  tests  of  the  success  of 
the  Bill,  and  it  will  not  be  denied  thai 
they  were  the  great  objects  of  the 
measures.  Nothing  has  been  said,  no- 
thing has  been  told  us,  about  the  occupa- 
tion of  derelict  farms,  though  something 
has  been  told  us  about  the  collection  of 
rents.  I  will  not  quote  the  words  used 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  a  former 
occasion  in  this  House,  but  I  think  I  do 
not  misrepresent  their  general  effect 
when  I  say  that  in  general  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  would  be  happy  to  get  rents 
even  such  as  were  offered  by  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  but  that  in  most  cases  rent 
could  not  be  collected.  These  are  evi* 
deuces  of  failure  which  it  seems  to  me 
infinitely  outweigh  the  assertions  of 
slow  and  partial  success  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer — Now,  Sir,  I  should  like 
to  know  this :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
challenged  the  words  of  this  Motion. 
Does  he  think  that  the  respect  for  law 
has  increased  among  the  people  of  Ire- 
land generally  since  the  enactment  of 
the  Crimes  Act  ?  Does  he  think  that 
the  estrangement  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, which  is  so  much  to  be  lamented, 
not  from  the  people  of  England,  but 
from  the  system  of  government  enforced 
upon  them — does  he  think  that  the  es- 
trangement has  diminished  ?  He  does 
not  seem  ready  to  accept  either  of  these 
challenges. 

The  oh  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr  GosoHBN^  (St  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  do  not  wish  to 
interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
would  not  interrupt  him  but  for  his  in- 
vitation. The  statement  in  the  Resolu- 
tion is  that  we  are  undermining  a  respect 
for  the  law  which  did  not  exist,  and 
are  estranging  the  affections  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  which  we  did  not 
possess,  during  the  time  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  Office. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  What  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  does  not 
in  the  slightest  degree  touch  either  of 
my  challenges.  My  question  was  not 
whether  respect  for  law  existed  or  did 
not  exist  or  in  what  degree,  or  what 
estrangement  there  had  been  or  was  not. 
My  challenge  was  this.  I  believe  now 
very  strongly  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman  does  not  believe  that  respect  for 
law  has  increased  since  the  passing  of 
the  Crimes  Act  in  the  minds  of  the  people 
at  large,  and  that  he  does  not  believe 
that  the  people  at  large  are  less  estranged 
now  than  before  the  passing  of  the 
Crimes  Act. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  do  not  wish  again 
to  intertupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  he  is  attributing  to  me  sentiments 
which  I  do  not  entertain.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  interprets  my  silence 
as  assent.  I  dissent  entirely  from  his 
statement.  I  believe  there  has  been  in- 
creased respect  for  law,  and  I  believe 
that  we  should  have  begun  to  diminish 
the  estrangement  but  for  the  persistent 
efforts  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GIADSTONE  :  Of  all  the 
practices  of  a  Government  in  difficulties 
there  is  none  so  shabby  as  throwing 
upon  the  Opposition  responsibility  for 
the  state  oi  public  affairs  in  Ireland. 
They  are  in  Office ;  they  have  the  whole 
powers  of  the  State,  and  they  can  do 
what  they  please;  they  have  got  an 
arbitrary  Act  in  their  power.  They 
have  sent  to  prison  all  these  people; 
and  with  all  the  power  in  their  hands, 
what  is  the  meaning  of  sayinff  that  the 
Opposition — not  the  Liberal  Party,  but 
a  wing  of  the  Liberal  Party — is  respon- 
sible for  the  state  of  things  which  exists? 
What  I  say  to  the  contradiction  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  this.  Against 
his  assertion  of  success  I  have  given  him 
proofs  of  failure,  and  so  far  as  the 
estrangement  is  concerned — against  the 
increasing  estrangement  from  the  in- 
justice of  the  present  system  of  govern- 
ment we  have  brought  into  action 
another  powerful  influence  in  diminish- 
ing the  estrangement  of  the  affections  of 
the  Irish  people — within  the  last  two 
years  we  have  revived  in  their  minds  a 
confidence  with  which  they  believe  the 
people  of  this  country  will  put  an  end 
to  whatever  wrongs  they  still  suffer. 
What  we  think  is  this,  that  there  never 
was  a  period  when  the  opposition  was 
80  sharply  manifested  between  what  is 
known  as  Dublin  Castle  and  the  people 
of  Ireland.  On  the  one  hand,  if  you 
look  at  Ireland  you  will  see  the  Govern- 
ment and  its  agents — powerful  agencies, 
powerful  political  agencies,  judicial 
agencies,  and  social  agencies.  On  the 
other  side  you  see  the  mass  of  the  popu- 
lation, and  every  organ  for  the  expres- 
sion of  opinion  over  which  the  mass  of 


the  population  have  influence,  the  Ee- 
presentatives  of  the  people  in  this  House, 
and  the  representatives  of  the  people — 
a  rather  high  class  of  people — in  Muni- 
cipal Corporations,  and  in  almost  every 
elective  body,  there  are  returned  men 
from  whom  rise  a  unanimous  chorus  of 
protestation  against  the  system  on  which 
the  government  is  now  carried  on  in 
Ireland.  Nothing  has  been  more  striking 
in  this  respect  than  the  fact,  as  we  are 
told,  that  19  Members  out  of  the  86 
Members  who  represent  the  national 
feeling  have  been  sent  to  prison  since 
the  passing  of  the  Crimes  Act.  Do  you 
consider  how  grave  that  is  ?  There  was 
a  time.  Sir,  in  the  history  of  this  country 
when  a  Bill  was  introduced  limiting  the 
Prerogative  of  the  Crown  in  making 
additions  to  the  Peerage.  They  were  to 
be  reduced  to  a  fixed  number.  On  the 
occasion  of  that  Bill  Sir  Bobert  Walpole 
said  that  in  the  history  of  this  country 
the  road  to  the  Temple  of  Honour  had 
theretofore  lain  through  the  Temple  of 
Virtue,  but  it  was  now  to  lie — I  believe 
that  was  the  substance  of  his  statement 
— through  the  dark  paths  of  political 
intrigue.  I  do  not  think  Sir  Eobert 
Walpole  foresaw  what  would  be  the 
case  of  Ireland  in  1888  with  respect  to 
the  Temple  of  Honour  ?  What  in  Ire- 
land is  now,  in  the  hands  of  the  present 
Government,  the  mode  of  access  to  the 
Temple  of  Honour?  We  have  either 
reached,  or  we  are  coming  very  near  to, 
a  state  of  things  in  which,  in  the  esti- 
mation of  the  Irish  nation,  the  road  to 
the  Temple  of  Honour  lies  through  the 
prison  door.  Nineteen  Members  of  Par- 
liament have  been  put  into  prison  within 
12  months,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
talks  about  progress  towards  the  solu- 
tion of  the  Irish  problem.  What  does 
he  think  has  been  the  effect  of  those 
imprisonments  on  the  constituents  of 
those  19  Members  ?  Were  you  to  give 
us  the  power  of  access  to  our  constitu- 
encies, every  one  of  those  19  Members, 
I  venture  to  say,  would  be  returned  to 
this  House  with  greater  enthusiasm  and 
larger  majorities,  because  they  have 
been  the  object  of  the  wrath  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  now  exists.  Now,  Sir,  in 
making  this  Motion,  we  pay  a  debt  of 
honour  to  the  Government.  I  admit 
that  we  in  this  House  should  make 
known  at  least,  if  we  cannot  set  forth  in 
all  particulars,  the  substance  of  the  ao- 
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cusation  we  have  to  make  against  them, 
and  which  we  intend  to  make  against 
them  in  the  country.  We  deal.  Sir,  as 
mj  right  hon.  Friend  said,  as  in  former 
years,  with  the  nation,  and  not  merely 
with  the  House — ^we  have  an  appeal 
which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  and 
his  Colleagues  cannot  take  away  from 
us.  To  that  tribunal  we  will  go,  and  the 
verdict  of  that  tribunal  we  can  foresee, 
and  we  are  satisfied  with  it,  and  we  re- 
joice in  the  sentence  which  we  know  it 
will  and  cannot  but  pronounce. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDOE  (Stockport) 
said,  he  wished  to  point  out  that  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian  did  not  appear  to  disap- 
prove of  resistance  to  the  law  when  those 
who  resisted  it  were  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  opposite,  he 
was  very    wrath    with   the    non.   and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson),  i)eGause 
of  his  declaration  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Home  Eule  Bill  had  been 
passed,  they  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
would  certainly  resist  the  law.      But 
there  was  great  difference  between  the 
case  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  and  the  case  of  the  hon.  and 
eallant  Gentleman    the    Member    for 
JNorth  Armagh.     Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site had    broken    the    law ;    they  had 
committed  offences  for  which  they  had 
been,  in  accordance  with  the  law,  brought 
before  the  magistrates  and  tried,  and 
having  been  tried  and  convicted,  had 
been  sent  to  prison  in  accordance  with 
the  law,  in  many  cases  with  an  appeal 
of  which  they  had  availed  themselves  to 
the  County  Court  Judges,  which  appeal 
had  ended  in  every  case  in  the  appeal 
being  confirmed.     Well,  which  was  the 
graver  fact,  that  19  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  put  in  prison,  because  the 
Government  had  so  willed  it  in  order  per- 
haps to  prevent  them  from  breaking  the 
law  or  because  they  had  broken  the  law, 
and  that  not  a  law  made  hundreds  of 
years  ago,  but  made  in  accordance  with 
the  will  of  the  nation  only  last  year  ? 
What  was  the  use  of  the  franchise  being 
g^ven  to  nearly  every  grown  up  man  in 
the  Kingdom;  what  was  the  use  of  a 
Dissolution  of  Parliament,  and  an  appeal 
to  the  constituencies  ;  what  was  the  use 
of  the  people  returning  Representatives 
under  the  democratic  form  of  Govern- 
ment of  the  country,  if  when  the  will  of 
the  country  had  been  thus  displayed,  and  [ 
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Representatives  were  returned  to  repre- 
sent them  for  a  period  of  years,  if  the 
law  made  by  those  Representatives  was 
to  be  set  at  defiance  by  Members  of 
Parliament  ?    Surely,  those  who   made 
the  laws,  however  much  they  might  dis- 
approve of  them,  should  beUie  very  first 
to  set  an  example  of  obedience  to  them. 
Was  it  for  a  minority  who  did  not  like 
a  particular  law  to  say,  '^  We  don't  like, 
and,  therefore,  we  will  disobey  it  ?  "    If 
they  took  up  that  attitude,  let  them,  at 
all  events,  accept  the  consequences  like 
men.     It  was  true  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant    Gentleman    the    Member  for 
North  Armagh  had  declared  that  if  the 
Home  Rule  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
been  passed,  he  and  the  North  of  Ire- 
land would  have  resisted  the  law,  but 
how  would  he  have  done  it  ?    He  would 
have  resisted  it  taking  his  life  in  his 
hands.     He  would  have  said  that  a  law 
had  been  passed  which  it  was  beyond 
the  power  of  the  British  Parliament  to 
pass,  that  British  subjects  under  their 
own  British  Parliament  should  be  turned 
over  to  the  jurisdiction  of  a  Parliament 
of  another  kind,  and  he  would  have  re- 
sisted with  his  sword  and  his  life  in  his 
hands,  and  would  have  tried  as  a  last 
resource  the  right  to  rebel,  and  would 
have    taken    the    consequences.      The 
hon.  and   gallant  Gentleman  would  not 
have  come  down  to  complain  of  being 
compelled    to    wear    frieze  clothes — to 
wear    the    prison    costume — he    would 
have    taken    the    consequences    if    he 
was  beaten,  like  a  man.    If  successful, 
he  would  be  in  the  position  that  other 
suoeessful  rebels  had  been  in,  he  would 
be  no  longer  a  rebel  but    a  patriot, 
for  successful  rebellion  was  not  called 
treason.     He  (Mr.  Gedge)  maintained 
that  if  the  loyal  minority  in  Ireland 
had    been  taken   from  the  protection 
of  the  Parliament  under  which  they  had 
been  born,  and  handed  over  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  an  Irish  Parliament,  they 
would  have  had  every  right,  being  pre- 
pared, as  he  had  said,  to  take  the  conse- 
quences, to  try  conclusions  in  the  only 
way  left  to  them  by  meeting  force  with 
force.     They  would  have  died  in  a  bold, 
magnanimous  way,  and  would  not  have 
whimpered  because  they  had  to  bear  the 
penalty  of  their  acts  ;  and  if  they  were 
to  have  comparisons  of  that  kind  made, 
at  all  events  let  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's clients  bear  their  fate  like  men 
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and  not  cry  out  that  because  thev  were 
Members  of  Parliameut  they  should  not 
be  asked  to  wear  the  prison  dress  and 
submit  to  the  ordinary  prison  discipline. 
What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
with  regard  to  the  frieze  ooat,  he  (Mr. 
Oedge)  supposed  would  apply  also  to  the 
absence  of  literature,  to  the  plank  bed, 
and  to  the  prison  diet.     He  did  not  sup- 
pose that  a  Gentleman  who  had  been 
delicately  brought  up  and  accustomed  to 
choice  food  was  one  who  would  be  able 
to  reconcile  himself  to  the  rough  dietary 
of  the  prison — though  prison  food  had 
been  considered  better  than  workhouse 
food — all  these  discomforts  would  be  the 
same  in  the  case  of  any  man,  peasant 
or  gentleman,  who  was  confined  in  gaol. 
In  ordinary  cases  did   a   person   who 
happened  to  be  delicately  brought  up 
obtain  better  diet  on  that  account  ?    Not 
so.  The  Judge,  in  all  probability,  would 
tell  the  criminal  who  had  been  brought 
up  as  a  gentleman,  that  the  fact  of  his 
occupying    such    a    position  ought   to 
have  prevented  him  from  falling  into 
crime;  and  if  the  food  and  treatment 
were  more  severe  upon  a  man  on  account 
of  his  being  a  gentleman,  obviously  it 
was  all  the  more  necessary  for  such  as 
he  to  keep  outside    the  prison  walls. 
Sedition  pure  and  simple  was  a  political 
offence,  and  men  in  Ireland  as  well  as  in 
England  who  were  guilty  of  that  offence 
were  treated  as  political  prisoners,  and 
not  with  the  treatment  meted  out  to 
ordinary  criminals ;  but  in  the  present 
case,  though  possibly  under  the  guise 
of  sedition,  the  ordinary  law  had  been 
broken,  and  as  a  result    the    act  was 
punished  as  all  such  breaches  of  the 
ordinary  law  would  be  punished  so  long 
as  the  country  retained  a  United  Parlia- 
ment.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  very  tender 
and  sympathetic  indeed  on  this  question 
of  prison  clothing,  and  no  doubt  if  it 
had  suited  him  he   would  have  been 
equally  sympathising  with  Mr.   Dillon 
on  the   question  of  prison  skilly.     He 
had  a  great  deal  of  sympathy  to  spare 
for  all  those  who  had  been  convicted  of 
offences  against  the  Crimes  Act,  and  he 
had  a  great  deal  of  sympathy  to  spare 
for  all  tenants  who  had  been  evicted. 
It  was  to  be  resetted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  more  sympathy  to 
spare  for  those  who  had  been  Boycotted 
in  Ireland,  and  that  he  had  not  more 
sympathy  to  spare  for  that  large  class 


who  could  not  get  the  rents  that  were 
justly  due  to  them,  many  of  whose 
tenants  had  money  and  were  willing  to 
pay,  but  were  not  allowed  to  do  so  by 
reason  of  the  tyranny  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  In  a  passage  in  the  Sacred 
Volume  he  had  found  an  exact  descrip- 
tion of  the  condition  of  things  brought 
about  by  such  uncharitable  methods  as 
those  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
would  read  the  words — 

"  The  tongue  of  the  sucking  ohild  deaveth 
to  the  roof  of  hii  mouth  for  thirst.  The  joung 
children  ask  for  bread,  and  no  man  bringeth  it 
to  them." 

That  had  taken  place  over  and  over 
again,  under  the  auspices  of  the  National 
League,  through  the  process  which  was 
called  Boycotting,  but  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  pleased  to  term 
exclusive  dealing.  In  the  next  verse  he 
read — 

"  They  that  did  feed  delicately,  were  desolate 
in  the  streets  ;  they  that  were  brought  up  in 
scarlet,  embrace  dunghills.*' 

Just  in  this  very  way,  through  the 
action  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  delicate 
women  were  rendered  destitute  and  un- 
able to  procure  those  things  which 
were  absolutely  necessary,  not  only 
for  comfort,  but  for  mere  existence. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  been  last  put  in  prison  was 
not  responsible  for  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  that  the  National  League  had 
had  very  little  to  do  with  it;  but  allow 
him  (Mr.  Gedge)  to  read  to  the  House — 
and  he  was  not  going  back  very  far  into 
ancient  history — a  few  words  which  fell 
from  the  hon.  Member  on  the  17th 
October,  1886,  and  reported  in  United 
Ireland  on  the  23rd  of  that  month.  The 
hon.  Member  said — 

**  Now,  what  is  the  policy  that  the  National 
League  lays  before  you  F  When  we  find  an 
estate  upon  which  the  people  are  courageous 
and  detcurmined,  we  advise  them  to  meet  to- 
gether, each  estate  by  itself,  and  decide  what  is 
a  reasonable  and  fair  reduction  to  make ;  in 
some  cases,  50  or  60  per  cent  would  be  reason- 
able, in  some  cases  less,  in  some  cases  more." 

He  (Mr.  Gedge)  hoped  the  House  would 
mark  that — **  More  even  than  60  per 
cent!" 

"  Let  the  tenants  meet  together,  and  decide 
what  it  is  fair  to  ask,  and  if  they  are  refused, 
there  is  but  one  course  open  to  them  if  they  are 
fighting  according  to  the  policy  of  brave  men. 
that  is,  to  pay  a  portion  of  the  rent  which  they 
have  offered  to  the  landlord  into  the  hands  of 
two  or  three  men  whom  they  can  trust.  That 
jnust  bo  done  privately,  and  you  must  not  in* 
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man  on  behalf  of  whom  they  were  asked 
for  sympathy,  becr.use  he  was  put  in 
prison  for  breaking  the  law,  and  because 
his  sentence  had  been  confirmed,  and 
because  he  was  subjected  to  the  indignity 
of  wearing  frieze  clothes.  To  what  sort 
of  indignity  would  this  hon.  Member 
have  subjected  this  '^  traitor,"  as  he 
called  him,  who  honestly  paid  his  rent? 
What  was  the  wearing  of  frieze  clothes 
in  comparison  with  a  man  being  made 
unhappy  in  this  —  not  in  the  other, 
because  the  hon.  Member  could  not  reach 
the  next  world — but,  at  any  rate,  in  the 
new  world  across  the  Pacific  f  He  (Mr. 
Gedge)  admitted  that  on  the  two  former 
occasions  on  which  the  hon.  Member 
was  in  prison  he  had  not  to  wear  prison 
clothes ;  but  he  should  think  that  a  true- 
hearted  free  Englishman  or  Irishman 
would  look  upon  such  a  thing  as  that  as 
mere  fringe — what  he  would  care  most 
about  would  be  the  deprivation  of 
his  liberty — liberty  to  live  outside  stone 
walls,  and  to  take  his  place  in  this 
House,  and  speak  on  behalf  of  his 
country.  These  were  serious  points  and 
consequences  and  discomforts]  of  which 
thev  could  conceive  a  man  of  mark 
ana  magnanimity  complaining ;  but  Mr. 
Dillon  had  twice  suffered  those  misfor- 
tunes at  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
and  yet  they  knew  that  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  was  once  intensely  fond  of 
Mr.  Dillon.  He  (Mr.  Gedge)  had  desired 
to  fortify  his  judgment  with  regard  to 
the  present  question  by  reference  to 
precedents,  and  he  had  therefore  referred 
to  the  time,  not  so  very  long  ago.  when 
Mr.  Dillon  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  had  been  put  in  prison  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
He  had  looked  back  last  night  at  a 
series  of  speeches  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  delivered  in  Leeds  at  that 
time  (October,  1881),  and  he  had  found 
therein  statements  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  really  thought  were 
worth  disinterring,  not  only  for  their  in- 
trinsic merit,  as,  of  course,  everything 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  was 
valuable,  not  only  for  their  copiousness 
and  eloquence  of  language,  but  on 
account  of  their  absolute  applicability 
to  the  present  time.  On  tne  7th  of 
October  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  over- 
whelmed Mr.  Dillon  with  his  praises, 
not  only  as  an  honourable  man,  but  on 
account  of  his  conduct  with  regard  to 


form  the  public  where  the  money  is  placed 
Then  OTery  man  who  is  erioted  can  get  an 
allowance  from  them  so  Ion?  as  he  is  out,  and 
I  believe  that  if  the  landlord  sees  that,  he  will 
not  go  very  far.  If  you  mean  to  fight  really, 
you  must  put  the  money  aside  for  two  reasons — 
first,  because  you  want  the  money  to  support 
the  men  who  are  first  hit :  and,  secondly,  be- 
cause you  want  to  prohibit  traitors  going  behind 
your  back.  There  is  no  way  to  deal  with  the 
tnutor  except  to  get  his  money  under  lock  and 
key." 

A  traitor,  be  it  observed,  was  one  who 

?aid  his  rent  against  the  behest  of  the 
^lan  of  Campaign,  which  cared  nothing 
whether  a  man  had  money  in  his  pocket 
to  pay  or  not.    The  hon.  Member  said — 

'*  There  is  no  way  to  deal  with  a  traitor  ex- 
cept to  get  his  money  under  lock  and  key,  and 
if  you  find  he  pays  his  rent,  and  betrays  the 
organization,what  will  you  do  with  him  F  Close 
upon  his  money,  and  use  it  for  the  organisa- 
tion." 

Tes,  close  upon  his  money  ;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  now  in  gaol  found 
that  that  was  not  quite  sufficient  to 
induce  all  those  farmers  who  could  pay 
their  rent  to  refuse  to  do  so  for  the  sake 
of  others  who  were  unwilling  to  pay;  and, 
therefore,  on  a  later  occasion,  on  the 
23rd  September  last  year,  speaking  in 
the  Botunda  in  Dublin,  Mr.  Dillon 

"  Denounced  as  a  traitor  and  as  a  coward 
any  man  who  stood  aside,  and  declared  that  he 
and  his  children  after  him  would  be  remem- 
bered in  the  days  near  at  hand  when  Ireland 
would  be  a  free  nation." 

What  did  the  hon.  Member  mean  by 
those  words?  How  was  this  man  who 
stood  aside  to  be  remembered  ?  Why, 
said  the  hon.  Member — 

"  If  any  man  causes  a  prosecution  to  fall  upon 
any  of  the  Nationalist  leaders,  they  will  follow 
him  to  the  ends  of  the  earth,  so  that  he  will  not 
find  a  refuge  in  Australia,  America,  or  South 
America.  If  there  is  a  man  base  enough  to  do 
this,  I  will  denounce  him  from  public  platforms 
by  name,  and  I  pledge  myself  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  that  man*s  life  will  not  be  a  happy 
one,  either  in  Ireland  or  across  the  sea,  and  I 
say  this  with  the  intention  of  carrying  out 
what  I  say." 

Tes,  any  man  who  honestly  paid  his  rent, 
because  in  doing  so  he  had  disobeyed 
the  dictates  of  the  National  League,  was 
to  be  held  up  to  execration  and  treated 
in  such  a  way  that  he  would  be  followed 
to  the  ends  of  the  earth,  in  fact,  that  such 
a  wretch  should  not  be  suffered  to  live, 
or  that,  if  he  lived,  he  should  linger  out 
a  wretched  miserable  life  in  exile  under 
police  protection.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  uttered  these  sentiments  was  the 
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the  Land  Act  whicli  had  just  been 
passed.  The  House  would  be  good 
enough  to  bear  that  in  mind,  because, 
later  on,  he  (Mr.  Ged^e)  would  have 
to  refer  to  it  again.  They  knew  that 
the  Land  Act  which  had  just  been 
passed  was  to  work  a  cure  for  all  Irish 
grieyanoes,  the  Act  of  1870,  which  was 
to  have  done  the  same  thing,  having 
failed.  The  Act  had  not  had  the  fair 
start  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  for,  because  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had 
rather  set  his  face  against  it^the  hon. 
Member  did  not  like  it,  and,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  un- 
willing to  give  it  a  fair  trial.  The  hon. 
Member  had  at  that  time  stated  that 
he  hoped  his  friends  would  not  make 
indiscriminate  use  of  the  Act,  but  that 
they  were  first  to  try  a  few  test  cases  ; 
and  he  was  accused  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
of  intending  to  select  test  cases  in  which 
the  rents  were  so  moderate  that  the 
Judicial  Court  would  not  lower  those 
rents,  in  order  that  the  result  might 
be  that  the  hon.  Member  would  direct 
the  attention  of  farmers  to  this,  and 
say — **We  have  taken  a  number  of 
test  cases,  and  we  find  the  reductions  so 
frivolous  that  it  is  not  worth  your  while 
to  go  under  the  Act  at  all.''  That  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion  as  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork ;  but, 
for  some  reason  or  other,  he  thought 
Mr.  Dillon  took  an  opposite  view.  While 
the  Act  was  being  passed,  Mr.  Dillon  had 
been  looked  up  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. On  the  7th  of  October,  speaking 
at  Leeds,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
Mr.  Dillon  the  highest  eulogies ;  he  re- 
ferred to  him  as  an  hon.  Member 

"  Who  was  lately,  in  the  disoretion  of  the 
Qovernment,  confined  in  prison." 

Was  not  that  phrase,  '^  discretion  of  the 
Government,"  touchingly  euphemistic? 
One  wondered  what  Mr.  Dillon  thought 
of  this  disoretion.     He  said — 

*'He  thought  Mr.  Dillon,  alone  among  hii 
Friends,  had  not  intercepted  the  beneficent 
action  of  the  Land  Act." 

That  Act  which,  according  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  gave  the  Irish  people  a 
splendid  opportunity  of  becoming  pros- 
perous and  happy.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statesmanship  or  his  fore- 
sight was  somewhat  at  fault,  however, 
because,  although  he  had  been  in  power 
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five  years,  he  had  not  got  Ireland  into 
a  state  of  prosperity,  and  he  had  found  it 
necessary  to  resort  to  a  stron  g  Coercion  Act 
in  18S2,  and  again  in  1886,  to  endeavour 
to  upset  everything  in  Ireland  by  giving 
that  country  a  Parliament  of  its  own. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  only  point  to  his  different 
Acts  as  monuments  of  his  failures. 
When  his  policy  had  so  utterly  failed, 
and  his  prophecies  had  proved  so  false, 
what  right  had  he  to  expect  to  be 
accepted  as  a  guide  in  the  future  ?  But 
to  return  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  at  Leeds.  After  eulogizing  Mr. 
Dillon,  he  had  proceeded  to  slate  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  describing  him 
in  very  bitter  language  as  one  who  was 
not  ashamed  to  preach  the  doctrine  of 

gublio  plunder.  But  what  had  the  hon. 
[ember  done  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had,  under  his  Land  Act,  enabled 
the  Land  Courts  to  strike  down  the 
rents  which  had  been  fixed,  a  great 
many  of  them  since  the  Act  of  1870, 
which  had  given  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance, and  the  passing  of  which  was 
to  make  every  tenant  answerable  for  his 
contracts.  What  was  the  line  which 
divided  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  plan 
embodied  in  his  Land  Act,  from  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  ?  The  only 
difference  between  the  two  policies  was 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  reduce  rents  by  some  25  or  30  per 
cent,  while  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
proposed  to  reduce  them  by  from  50  to 
70  per  cent.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
believed  that  it  was  quite  justifiable  to 
reduce  them  by  25  to  30  per  cent,  but 
thought  that  it  was  public  plunder  to 
reduce  them  by  from  50  to  70  per  cent. 
So  strongly  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
feel  this,  that  he  used  these  words — 

''  Mr.  Pamell's  case  I  take  frankly  as  ex* 
hibiting  what  I  mean  when  I  say  the  state  of 
things  in  Ireland  is  coming  to  a  question  be- 
tween the  law  on  the  one  hand,  and  sheer  law- 
lessness on  the  other.'* 

Having  shown  Mr.  Pamell's  disloyalty 
to  the  Crown  and  hatred  of  England,  as 
contrasted  with  O'Connell,  and  having 
reviled  him  for — 

"  Months  ago  telling  the  people  that  they 
ought  to  pay  no  rents  they  had  contracted  to 
pay — that  they  ought  to  pay  rents  only  accord- 
ing to  Qriffith's  yaluation  —in  fact,  to  substitute 
an  arbitrary  standard  for  the  standard  to  which 
they  had  themselves  individually  agreed," 

he  said — 
2^ 
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' '  Now  Mr.  Parnell  has  a  new  and  enlarged 
gospel  of  public  plunder  to  proclaim.'* 

The  Hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  held  that 

the  landlord  was  entitled  to  nothing  but 

the  original  value  of  the  land  before  the 

spade  was  put  into  it.     The  right  hon. 

Gentleman  indignantly  asked — 

^'  Is  it  possible  to  describe  proceedings  of  that 
kind  in  anj  words  more  just  than  the  propaga- 
tion of  the  gospel  of  sheer  plunder  P  *' 

But    worse    was    behind ;    the    right 
hon.   Gentleman    had    said     that    the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  was 
associated  with  people  in  America  who 
recommended    the    use    of    dynamite, 
pointing  out  that  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self had  called  the  death  at  Salford  by 
a  dynamite  explosion  a  practical  joke. 
But,  worst  of  a]I|  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  had  used  every  effort 
he  possibly  could — and  this  seemed  to  be 
the  chief  offence  of  the  hon.  Member  in 
the  eyes  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
to    disparage,  to  discredit,    and,  if  he 
possibly  could,  to  destroy  the  Land  Act, 
recommending    test    cases,    instead   of 
using    the    measure.      This    was    the 
bitterest  pill  of  all  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  swallow,  and  in  revenge 
he  imprisoned  Mr.  Parnell.    But  mean- 
while, on  the  11th  October,  Mr.  Dillon 
replied  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  re- 
pudiating bis  eulogy,  and  saying  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  nothing 
about  him.    Mr.  Dillon  accused  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  having  locked  him  up 
in  Kilmainham  ''for  opposing  the  Land 
Bill,"  because  the  Government  did  not 
wish  to  hear  the  truth,  and  so  locked  him 
up  until  the  Land  Act  was  safely  through. 
Me  then  denounced  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  regard  to  his  action  in  the 
Transvaal,  and  for  his  dishonest  public 
utterances  to  the    Boers — his  ''black 
treachery  towards  them."     Now,  what 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do  ?    On 
the  13th  of  that  month,  after  a  Cabinet 
meeting,  at  which,  no  doubt,  the  matter 
was  decided,  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  was  arrested,  and  on  the 
same  evening  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
announced  the  fact  in  this  form  at  the 
Guildhall— 

*'The  Government  recognizes  that  it  is 
charged  in  Ireland  with  the  most  arduous  and 
solemn  duties" — 

and  he  (Mr.  Gedge)  trusted  the  House 
would  take  notice  of  these  words,  as  they 
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exactly  represented  the  position  the  Go- 
vernment was  now  in — 

"  and  those  duties,  to  the  best  of  its  ability, 
it  is  determined  to  perform.  Those  are  not 
words  alone  ;  our  determination  has  been  that 
they  should  bo  carried  into  acts,  and  even 
within  the  last  few  moments  I  have  been  in- 
formed that  towards  the  vindication  of  law,  of 
order,  and  the  rights  of  property,  of  the  freedom 
of  the  land,  of  the  first  elements  of  political  life 
and  civilization,  the  first  step  has  been  taken  in 
the  arrest  of  the  man  who,  unhappily — from 
motives  which  I  do  not  challenge,  and  with 
which  I  have  nothing  to  do — ^has  made  himself 
beyond  all  others  prominent  in  the  attempt  to 
destroy  the  authority  of  the  law,  and  to  sub- 
stitute what  would  end  in  being  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  an  anarchical  oppression  exer- 
cised upon  the  people  of  Ireland." 

Yes ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
make  the  traitors  less  unhappy.  There 
was  this  marked  difference  between  the 
positions  of  the  two  Governments.  Then, 
the  Opposition  supported  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  of  the  day  manfully  and  loyally 
in  maintaining  the  law ;  whereas  the 
Opposition  now  supported  those  who 
were  engaged  in  lawlessness,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  hampered 
and  embarrassed  at  every  point  by  the 
action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  Friends.  In  the  speech  at  the 
Guildhall  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  tell  the  people  of  the  country  what 
was  the  crime  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  and  he  said  that  be 
had  been  trying  to  persuade  the  people 
of  Ireland  not  to  make  a  full  trial  of  the 
Land  Act.     His  words  were — 

"That  with  which  we  are  struggling  it  a 
power  which  presumes  to  go  between  the  people 
and  the  law,  and  which  teUs  them  how  far, 
where,  how,  and  on  what  terms  they  are  to 
have  the  benefit  of  the  law.*' 

And  for  that,  he  said,  he  had  locked 
up  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork— 

'<  We  fear,"  he  said,  « lest  the  people  should 
one^  by  one  be  terrified  out  of  the  exercise  of 
their  just  constitutional  rights,  and  be  un- 
happily induced,  through  intimidation  and  no 
other  motive,  to  make  over  their  private  liberty 
and  the  exercise  of  their  civil  rights  into  the 
hands  of  self- constituted  dictators,  and  to  place 
those  rights  under  the  unknown  provisions  of  an 
unwritten  law  dictated  by  nothing  but  arbitrary 
will." 

Would  it  be  possible  to  describe  the  re- 
cent action  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  in  more  accurate  language?  But 
on  the  15th  of  October  Mr.  Dillon  and 
other  Men^bers  were  arrested  for— • 
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**  Being  reasonably  suspected  of  haying  been 
guilty  of  a  crime  punishable  by  law — namely, 
inoitmg  other  persons  to  intimidate  divers  per- 
sons with  a  view  to  compel  them  to  abstain 
from  doing  what  they  had  a  legal  right  to  do — 
that  was,  to  pay  rents  lawfully  due  by 
them." 

Not  only  was  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Oork  put  into  prison  because  he 
tried  to  persuade  the  people  not  to  take 
advantage  of  the  Land  Act,  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  whom  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  out  of  his  way 
to  praise  when  he  believed  he  would  give 
his  aid  in  working  the  Act,  was  sent  to 
prison  because  he  rejected  the  eulogy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  At  that 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  had  not 
formed  themselves  into  that  Mutual 
Admiration  Society  with  which  people 
were  now  so  amused.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was  accused  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  with  having 
locked  up  Mr.  Dillon  for  political  motives; 
but  in  the  Spring  of  1881  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
locked  him  up  without  any  trial  at  all, 
for,  as  he  said,  opposing  the  Land  Act ; 
and  in  October  he  locked  him  up  again 
because  he  would  not  submit  to  the 
praises  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
he  imprisoned  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
because  he  had  tried  to  induce  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  test  the  Land  Act. 
He  would  ask  the  House  which  was 
better,  and  which  was  worse — to  lock  up 
a  man  without  trial  on  so-called  suspi- 
cion, to  lock  him  up  avowedly  because 
he  took  his  own  course  in  advising  the 
people  of  Ireland  not  to  exercise  a  legal 
right,  or  to  lock  up  a  man  under  a  formal 
process  of  law,  because,  as  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Dillon,  he  had  incited  the  people 
to  disobey  the  law  ?  Hon.  and  right 
hoo.  Gentlemen  had  now  formed  them- 
selves into  a  Mutual  Admiration 
Society,  and  eulogy  had  replaced  the 
vituperation  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  used  to  refer  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men from  Ireland  below  the  Gangway. 
No  doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
attempted  to  justify  his  present  attitude 
towards  these  men  by  asserting  that 
their  objects  and  methods  were  changed ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Gedge)  found  that  on  the 
23rd  of  August  last,  Mr.  Dillon,  speak- 
ing at  the  Rotunda  in  Dublin,  said  they 
>vould  go  on  their  path    showing  no 


change  in  their  attitude  or  policy  ;   and 
he  added — 

**  I  say  it  deliberately,  that  we  shall  be  less 
scrupulous  in  this —that  whereas  in  the  past  we 
urged  the  tenantry  to  demand  less  than  what 
was  their  just  rights,  1  now  tell  them  to  double 
their  demands." 

This  was  the  extent  of  the  change — the 
land  was  to  be  brought  down  to  prairie 
value.  The  men  who  taught  these 
dootrines  were  no  longer  held  up  to 
blame;  they  were  praised  up  to  the 
skies,  and  spoken  of  as  men  who  ought 
not  to  be  put  in  prison,  and  who,  if  thej 
were  to  be  put  in  prison,  should,  at  least, 
be  permitted  to  wear  their  own  trousers. 
The  change  was  in  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen  opposite,  not  in  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, not  in  the  Government  and  their 
supporters.  Bight  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  said  that  those  were  unregene- 
rate  days,  and  somewhat  irreverently  ex- 
plained the  change  that  had  taken  place 
by  saying  that  they  had  ''found  salva- 
tion." He  would  be  slow  to  charge  those 
who  had  accepted  the  Gospel  of  Christ 
with  any  of  their  words  or  acts  in  their 
unregenernte  days.  But  what  was  the 
gospel  which  those  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  embraced  ?  Was  it  the  gospel  of 
peace?  No.  It  was  the  gospel  of 
plunder,  and  upon  a  conversion  of  that 
kind  he  did  not  think  it  was  incumbent 
upon  them  to  offer  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  Friends  congratulation. 
One  would  expect  from  a  recent  convert 
a  little  humility — a  sincere  convert  would, 
at  any  rate,  have  that  virtue ;  but  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  not  put 
on  sackcloth  and  ashes  as  they  ought  to 
do  for  their  past  sins.  On  the  contrary, 
they  said  that  when  they  did  these 
things  in  the  past  they  were  in  the 
right;  but  that  when  the  present  Go- 
vernment did  the  same  things,  they 
were  deserving  of  the  censure  of  every 
honest  man.  Last  year  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
twice  addressed  meetings  in  London  on 
this  subject,  and  on  the  19th  of  April, 
18»7,  he  said  that— 

'<  Neither  then,  nor  at  any  time,  had  he  given 
utterance  to  the  sentiment,  nor  had  he  eater- 
tained  the  suspicion,  that  the  followers  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  were  asso- 
ciated with  crime," 

And  at  Dr.  Parker's  house,  on  the  11th 
of  May  in  the  same  year,  '  addressing 
an  admiring  crowd  of  Nonconformist 
ministers,  he  said — 
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hkd  a  tendency  to  the  productioii  of  arime ;  bat 
that  that  waa  a  totallr  different  thing  fiom 
complicity  with  orima.'^ 
The  natural  question  was,  hoT  came  it 
about  that  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  had 
impTisoned  aavera!  of  these  Q-entlemen 
whom,  it  nov  appeared,  he  did  not  be- 
liere  to  be  aseociated  with  crime?    In 

1881,  on  iutrodudng  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  Act,  the  right  hon. 
Qentlsman  said — 

"No  one  can  be  arraatod  except  on  reason- 
able suspicion  that  he  baa  been  a  principal  or 
anaccaiiory  to  same  crime  punishable  by  law." 

It  appeared,  bj  the  official  Betuni  made 
to  the  House  on  the  7th  Uarch,  1862, 
that  the  hon.  Uember  for  the  City  of 
Cork  was  imprisoned  on  reasonable  sua- 
picion  of  having  been  guilty  as  principal 
of  a  crime  punishable  by  law — namely, 
of  treasonable  practices.  Did  not  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  oonsider  treason 
a  crime  7  Sut  he  said  more  than  this  ; 
he  declared  in  this  House  in  February, 

1882,  that,  when  the  GoTemment  im- 
prisoned Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  Dillon,  and 
their  Oolleagues,  they  had  acted  not 
apon  eUBpicion,  but  upon  proof  of  their 
criminality.  How  could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  reconcile  that  with  the  state- 
ment that  he  never  helisTed  the  Leaders 
of  the  League  to  have  been  associatad 
«ith  crime?  He  (Mr.  Gedge)  would 
not,  like  his  right  hon.  Friend  below  the 
Gangway  (Mr  Chaplin),  call  down  on 
himself  the  wrath  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  by  pleading 
as  an  excuse  for  these  mutually  oontra- 
diotoi;  statements  that  his  memory  was 
failing ;  he  preferred  to  leave  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  dilemma,  and  he 
might  extricate  himself  from  it  as  best 
he  ooold.  But  when  hou.  Members  on 
the  QoTemment  side  asked,  in  view  of 
these  precedents,  why  Her  Majesty's 
Govemmrait  ehonld  he  open  to  censure 
beoauee  they  had  prosecuted  Members 
of  Parliament  for  crime,  and  heoauae 
imprisonment  had  followed  their  con- 
viction, they  were  met  with  the 
charge  that  they  had  been  false  to 
their  pledges.  A  charge  of  that  kind 
might  assuredly  be  repelled  in  the 
strongest  language  they  could  com- 
mand; and,  therefore,  he  said  it  was 
absolutely  false ;  neither  he  (Mr.  Gedge) 
himself,  nor  any  of  the  many  Unionist 
candidates  whose  election  addresses  had 

Mr.  SydiUj/  Qtd^t 


come  under  hie  notice,  had  pledged  him- 
self against  what  was  called  wrongly 
ooercion  for  Ireland.  He  had  endea- 
voured to  show  that,  whatever  might  be 
the  oondact  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, it  did  not  lie  in  the  mouths  of  right 
hoD.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  abuse  them 
for  having  done  their  best  to  maintain 
the  law  in  Ireland ;  he  had  endeavoured 
to  show  that  the  condition  of  things  in 
Ireland  with  which  the  Government  had 
to  deal  was  accurately  described  by  the 
language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  18S1 
and  18S2,  and  that  the  Government 
had  recourse  to  arrest  not  on  sioaple 
suspicion,  but  on  process  of  law,  and 
that  the  law  alone  had  been  carried  out. 
When  he  listened  to  the  carefully  pre- 
pared statement  read  by  the  right  DOS. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne  attacking  the  Govamntent, 
and  saw  how  poor  a  case  he  made  out, 
when  he  found  that  they  were  to  be 
relegated  to  an  appeal  to  the  country  for 
a  ratification  or  otherwise  of  their  acta, 
and  when  he  remembered  the  just  and 
OoQstitutionol  nature  of  those  acts,  he 
felt  that,  whatever  might  ho  said,  the 
GFovernment  were  secure.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne know  so  little  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  country,  and  the 
essential  elements  of  freedom  in  all 
countries,  as  not  to  know  that  when 
once  a  Government  had  directed  a  pro- 
secution its  functions  with  regard  to 
the  case  were  determined  F  That  was 
the  case,  however,  and  God  forbid  that 
the  time  should  ever  come  when  the 
Government  of  this  country  should  in- 
terfere with  the  process  of  the  law  !  It 
only  remained  to  him  now  to  thank  the 
House  for  their  attention  to  the  reasons 
he  had  given  for  voting  with  the  fullest 
confidence  against  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
oliffe)  said,  that  he  noticed  that  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-I^ne  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  put  his  Motion  on  the  Paper, 
the  supporters  of  the  Government,  in 
the  Press  and  elsewhere,  congratulated 
themselves  that  now  an  opportunity  had 
been  given  of  showing  the  majority 
supporting  the  Government.  He  was 
not  one  of  those  who  attached  very  great 
importance  to  the  state  of  the  figures  in 
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the  Division  which  was  about  to  take 
place ;  that  Division  was  only  one  of  a 
series  of  incidents  in  the  great  struggle 
in  which  they  were  involved,  and,  what- 
ever the  decision  might  be  that  night, 
they  would  have  to  appeal  elsewhere 
hereafter.  Now,  he  was  glad  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John  Morley)  had 
placed  the  Motion  on  the  Paper,  be- 
cause, although  he  was  not  K)rtunate 
enough  to  see  any  hon.  or  rieht  hon. 
Members  on  the  Treasury  Bendi,  it  was 
in  that  House  that  they  were  bound  to 
bring  their  accusations  against  the  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  the  policy  they 
were  pursuing  in  Ireland.  Although 
they  might,  and  must,  and  should  state 
on  public  platforms  outside  the  feelings 
they  entertained  in  the  matter,  still  it 
was  there,  faee  to  face  with  their  an- 
tagonists, face  to  face  with  the  Govern- 
ment and  its  supporters,  that  they  were 
bound  to  make  their  accusations,  and 
bring  forward  their  proofs  in  support  of 
their  accusations,  r^ow,  anyone  who 
took  part  in  this  debate,  occupying,  as 
he  did,  the  humble  position  of  an  inde- 
pendent Member  of  the  Opposition,  was 
bound  to  be  pretty  definite,  and  to  com- 
press within  reasonable  limits  any  re- 
marks he  might  have  to  make.  He 
should  endeavour  to  be  brief;  but,  be- 
fore he  proceeded  to  cite  cases  of  re- 
markable inaccuracy  on  the  part  of  the 
Ohief  Secretary,  and  to  give  one  or  two 
illustrations  of  the  manner  in  which 
these  so-called  Courts  of  Justice  were 
conducted,  he  wished  to  refer  to  some- 
thing which  fell  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  last  night.  He  regretted 
that  he  had  to  do  that  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  absence,  and  in  the  absence 
of  any  Member  of  the  Government.  In 
his  opinion,  it  was  a  matter  of  some  re- 
proach to  the  Government,  at  the  time 
of  a  grave  and  great  debate  like  that, 
that  they  should  have  absolutely  no  Ke- 
presentative  present  in  the  House.  [The 

I'iRST     COMMISSIONBR    OF     VVORKS     (Mr. 

Plunket)  at  that  moment  entered  the 
House.]  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Goschen),  in  his  speech  last 
night,  in  the  sepulchral  tones  which 
had  been  commented  on  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien),  read  an  extract  from  the 
speech  of  Mr.  Dillon  delivered  at  Tully- 
allen.  It  was  suggested  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North-East  Cork  that 


he  should  read  on — that  he  should  read 
the  context ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  comply  with  that  request. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  was  going  to 
supply  the  omission,  and  he  ventured  to 
say  that  after  those  hon.  Members  who 
did  him  the  honour  to  listen  to  him  had 
heard  the  words,  they  would  think  that 
they  put  a  somewhat  different  com- 
plexion on  the  speech  of  Mr.  Dillon 
from  that  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  had  endea- 
voured to  convey  to  the  House.  In 
that  speech,  for  uttering  which  Mr, 
Dillon  now  lies  in  Dundalk  Gaol,  he 
used  this  language — 

'<  What  has  been  the  curse  of  Ireland  in  the 
past,  "when  time  after  time  again  the  Leaders 
of  the  people  have  endeavoured  to  lead  the 
poor  tenantry  of  Ireland  out  of  the  land  of 
bondage  and  the  land  of  Egypt,  even  as  Moses 
tried  to  lead  the  Israelites  out  of  bondage  in 
the  past  P  What  has  been  the  onree  of  every 
previous  movement  ?  It  has  been  the  traitor, 
the  man  vho,  in  the  thickest  of  the  fight,  would 
turn  his  back  upon  his  comrades,  snd  basely 
betray  the  cause  which  he  was  pledged  by  every 
principle  of  honour  to  sustain.  Looking  back 
upon  the  history  of  our  country,  I  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  if  we  could  not  place  before  our 
people  some  policy  by  which  the  traitor  would 
De  prevented  breaking  up  our  combinations,  we 
could  never  hope  to  win  our  cause,  and  to  do 
that  which  was  also  a  dear  policy  to  my  heart." 

The  following  were  the  words  he  par- 
ticularly desired  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Plunket),  who  was  the  only 
Member  of  the  Government  present — 
namely : — 

«  Warn  the  Irish  people  from  the  methods 
they  used  to  adopt  towards  traitors.  What 
used  they  to  do  to  traitors  in  the  old  times? 
They  used  to  shoot  them.  I  want  to  turn  our 
people  aside  from  that  course;  it  is  a  course 
natural  to  desperate  men.  It  is  an  idea  which 
naturally  occurs  to  men  when  they  see  they  are 
betrayed ;  but  it  is  a  course  which  will  not  lead 
to  victory,  and  I  want  to  place  before  the 
people  of  Ireland  a  Christian  and  moderate  plan 
by  which  they  could  put  down  this  system  of 
rack-renting  and  treachery  to  which  the  people 
of  Ireland  have  been  ho  long  subjected,  and 
emancipate  this  beautiful  country  from  the  rule 
of  the  cruellest,  and  most  detestable,  and  most 
ruinous  tyranny  which  ever  brooded  over  any 
nation  in  the  history  of  the  world.'* 

He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  thought  it  was 
hardly  fair  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  pick 
out  from  what  he  had  j  ust  quoted  what 
Mr.  Dillon  said  in  regard  to  a  "  traitor." 
He  maintained — and  he  should  be  un- 
worthy of  the  honour  of  being  called  a 
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lri«iui  of  Mr.  Dillon  if  he  did  not  in' 
that  House  raise  his  humble  tribnte  to 
Mr.  Dillon  in  this  matter — he  main- 
tained that  he  had  nerer  eome  acrote  a 
man  in  the  Hoote  or  oat  of  the  House 
who  endeaTonred  more  fuUj  and  more 
orgentlj  to  win  the  people  awaj  from 
the  bad  courses  to  which  their  history 
had  addicted  them  than  did  Mr.  Dillon. 
He  'Mr.  J.  £.  Ellis;  wished  to  refer  for 
one  moment  to  the  speech  which  was 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  'Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell,.  The  hon. 
Member  obsenred  —  thoneh  his  state- 
ment was  immediately  challenged  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  ^Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)— that  the 
Ch>Temment  had  only  appointed  three 
ot  the  present  Besident  Magistrates  in 
Ireland.  The  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  or  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Madden)— he  (Mr.  J.  K  Ellis) 
forgot  which — in  his  place  that  after- 
noon, in  reply  to  a  Question,  admitted 
that  10  Besident  Magistrates  had  been 
appointed  by  the  present  GoTemment. 
If  many  of  the  statements  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Bussell)  laid  before  the  House 
last  night  in  respect  to  the  Massereene 
estate  were  as  incorrect  as  his  state- 
ment in  repect  to  Besident  Magistrates, 
the  Talue  of  his  speech  must  be  judged 
by  that  circumstance.  He  wished  to 
very  warmly  and  earnestly  support  the 

Srotest  which  fell  from  the  right  hon. 
entleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  founded,  as  it 
was,  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
vast  experience  of  Business  in  that 
House  during  the  last  50  years,  against 
the  way  in  which  they  had  been  treated 
by  Her  Majesty's  Goremment  in  the 
matter  of  information  not  only  in  regard 
to  this  debate,  but  in  regard  to  other 
discussions  which  had  taken  place  re- 
speoting  their  conduct  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  There  had  been  an 
absolute  and  entire  lack  of  official  in- 
formation laid  before  them  in  time  to  be 
of  any  use  in  this  debate,  and  in  such  a 
manner  that  one  could  easily  analyze  it 
and  understand  it.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Goschen)  quoted  last  night 
some  figures  respecting  Boycotting. 
Surely  it  was  one  of  the  very  first 
principles  of  fair  play  that  when  they 
had  any  oontroTersy  upon  any  subject 
the    eyidence   should  be  in  the  hands 
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of  both  Parties.  It  was  sorely  dis- 
respectfol  to  the  House  that  the  figures 
with  respect  to  Boyeotling  had  not  been 
laid  before  the  House  in  such  a  form 
and  at  a  time  when  hon.  Members  could 
analyse  them,  and  make  themselyes 
masters  of  them.  From  the  time  the 
Goremment  placed  the  Boycotting  Be- 
tnm  on  the  Table  till  now,  they  had 
persistently  and  consistently  ref  need  to 
giro  hon.  Members  the  slightest  means 
of  testing  their  accuracy,  and  he  main- 
tained that  the  figures  giyen  in  that 
Betum  were  absolutely  and  entirely 
worthless  for  any  purposes  of  discussion. 
The  other  night  it  was  shown  that  a 
certain  policeman,  knowing  that  a 
bam  had  been  burned  down  by  acci- 
dent, entered  it  in  the  Betum  as  an 
outrage;  because,  as  he  said  in  his 
eyidence  in  Oourt^  there  was  no  place  in 
which  he  could  enter  it,  except  under 
the  heading  "  outrage."  No  explana- 
tion of  that  was  given  by  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary, except  that,  of  course,  now  that 
the  matter  had  come  to  be  examined 
and  siiled,  and  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  it  in  Parliament,  care  would 
be  taken  that  the  entry  should  be  ex- 
punged and  the  Betum  made  accurate. 
Then,  as  to  the  Betum  of  increased 
sentences,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  went  down  to 
Battersea  on  the  17  th  of  May,  which 
was  the  day  the  Betum  was  laid  before 
the  House,  and  used  the  Betum  in  a 
most  highly  arg^umentative  speech. 
From  that  day  up  to  the  8th  of  June 
that  Betum  was  inaccessible  to  any 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons ;  no 
Member  could  ascertain  for  three  weeks 
whether  the  Chief  Secretary  had  used 
the  Betum  when  he  made  his  speech. 
They  only  got  the  key  of  the  Betum  on 
the  20th  of  June,  and  it  turned  out  after 
all  that  there  was  not  a  single  case  of 
the  14  cases  of  increased  sentences  which 
came  under  the  Crimes  Act  of  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian.  The  Chief  Secretary,  how- 
ever, in  his  speech  led  everyone  to  sup- 
pose that  he  bad  found  14  cases  during 
the  Administration  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  in  which  the 
same  thing  had  been  done  of  which  they 
had  been  complaining  during  this  year 
— namely,  inoroase  of  sentences  under 
the  Crimes  Act.  He  would  not  dwell 
at  length  upon   the  most  curious  and 
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most  singular  course  which  had  been 
pursued  by  this  Administration  in  refer- 
ence to  the  judgment  in  the  Killeagh 
case,  when  words  had  fallen  from  the 
highest  authority  in  the  House — from 
Mr.  Speaker  in  the  Chair — intimating 
that  when  a  Cabinet  Minister  had  quoted 
from  a  document,  he  was  bound,  under 
certain  circumstances,  to  lay  that  docu- 
ment on  the  Table.  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  got  up  in 
his  place,  and  in  response  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  said  the  Govern- 
ment must  wait  and  see  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Member,  and  then  they  would 
decide  what  should  be  done.  Only  one 
inference  could  possibly  be  drawn  from 
the  extraordinary  reluctance  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  information  to  the 
House.  The  Government  were  afraid 
to  let  the  House  and  the  country  know 
the  facts  with  respect  to  their  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  Not  only  were  the 
Government  reluctant  to  let  hon.  Mem- 
bers know  things,  but  the  want  of  know- 
ledge on  the  part  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  respect  to  what  was  passing  in  Ire- 
land was  most  extraordinary.  The 
Member  for  North  Manchester  (Mr. 
Schwann)  put  a  Question  the  other 
night  which  merely  arose  out  of  what 
he  saw  and  heard  at  Dundalk  last 
Wednesday.  The  hon.  Member  asked 
whether  any  instructions  had  recently 
been  given  to  the  Constabulary  in  Ire- 
land with  respect  to  interfering  with 
assemblies  after  trials  had  taken  place 
in  a  town.  The  Chief  Secretary  actu- 
ally pleaded,  as  he  often  pleaded  in 
answer  to  hon.  Members,  although  the 
Question  had  been  on  the  Paper  the 
whole  of  the  day,  that  he  was  unable  to 
answer  it,  and  he  asked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  defer  his  Question  till  another 
day.  Surely  the  right  of  assembly  was 
an  important,  an  ancient,  and  Constitu- 
tional right;  and  if  any  instructions  had 
been  given  to  the  Constabulary  with 
respect  to  this  matter  during  the  last 
six  months,  as  by  the  confession  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  they  had,  they  ought  to 
have  been  known  to  the  right  Gentle- 
man— he  ought  to  have  been  able 
to  tell  the  House  either  that  such 
instructions  had  been  given  or  that 
they  had  not.  The  testimony  was  uni- 
versal, and  absolutely  uncontradicted, 
that  during  the  last  six  months  the 
Constabulary  had  acted   in  regard  to 
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assemblages  of  persons  in  towns  and 
in  rural  districts  after  trials  in  a  manner 
which  was  perfectly  unprecedented. 
Now  he  turned  to  a  few  illustrations  of 
the  inaccuracy  which  characterized  the 
answers  of  the  Chief  Secretary  in  that 
House,  to  the  remarkable  subterfuges 
and  evasions  which  had  become  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  almost  a  fine  art. 
He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  asked  a  Question  on 
the  19th  of  April  with  respect  to  a  certain 
District  Inspector  Shannon,  at  Ennis.  He 
asked,  in  a  case  tried  at  Ennis  on  the  Idth 
of  April,  arising  out  of  the  proceedings 
at  Ennis  on  the  8th  of  April,  when  Mr. 
Shannon  was  instructing  Disbrict  Inspec- 
tor Hill,  who  was  conducting  the  prose- 
cution for  the  Government,  whether  that 
gentleman  was  the  private  secretary  of 
Colonel  Turner,  who  was  in  command  of 
the  police  and  military  on  the  8th  of  April ; 
whether  during  the  proceedings  a  large 
body  of  soldiers  were  marched  into 
Court  with  their  rifles  on  their  shoulder, 
and  placed  in  one  of  the  galleries ;  and 
what  was  the  object  of  this  military 
demonstration  in  a  Court  of  Justice? 
The  reply  of  the  Chief  Secretary  was — 

'^District  Inspector  Shannon  was  not  in- 
structing District  Inspector  Hill,  though  he 
was  undoubtedly  giving  him  assistance.  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Shannon  is  not  Colonel  Turner's 
private  secretary.  There  was  no  military 
demonstration  in  Court ;  but  some  soldiers  were 
placed  in  one  of  the  galleries,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent a  repetition  of  such  disgraceful  scenes  of 
disorder  as  had  on  previous  occasions  occurred 
in  the  courthouse.*'— (3  Hansard^  [3^4]   1712.) 

The  hon.  Member  for  West  Kerry  (Mr. 
Edward  Harrington)  asked — 

''  What  is  Mr.  Shannon's  exact  position  ?  " 

The  right  hon.  Qentleman  replied — 

<*  I  will  not  be  sure,  but  I  believe  his  title  is 
Special  Crimes  Officer." 

The  hon.  Member  for  West  Kerry  then 
said — 

•*  Then  he  is  under  Colonel  Turner  ?  " 

And  the  Chief  Secretary  answered,  "na- 
turally." He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  cared  not 
whether  this  man  was  the  private  secre- 
tary to  Colonel  Turner,  or  crimes  officer 
under  Colonel  Turner.  He  cared  not 
whether  there  was  a  military  demonstra- 
tion in  Court,  or  whether  the  soldiers  were 
placed  in  the  gallery.  He  imagined, 
however,  that  when  Oliver  Cromwell 
came  to  that  House  and  that  historical 
scene  took  place  there  was  a  military 
demonstration.     He  imagined  that    if 
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aeked  a  Queation  a  littla  later  with  respect 
to  a  certain  Colonel  Tjnte,  Keeideat 
Magistrate.  He  aaked  whether  it  was 
not  a  fact  that  he  had  actuall;  tried  and 
sentenced  three  men  in  their  absence, 
the  men  being  kept  out  of  Oonrt  by  the 
police?  The  right  hon.  GentlemaD  the 
Chief  Secretary  made  a  long  explana- 
tion which  would  be  found  duly  reported 
in  Santard.  The  Chief  Secretary  ad- 
mitted  that  Colonel  Tynte  did  try  the 
men  and  give  bia  decision  in  tbeir 
absence.  The  men  were  kept  out  of  the 
Court  bj  the  police.  It  wait  true  the 
right  hon. Gen  tlemaneiplBiDedthat  when 
the  magistrate  came  to  understand  the 
matter  he  tried  thom  over  again.  If, 
however,  it  had  not  been  for  the  inter- 
position of  the  connsel  at  the  moment, 
they  might  not,  and  probably  would 
not,  have  been  tried  over  again.  Then 
he  came  to  a  most  extraordinary  state- 
ment which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  at  Stalybridge,  and  it  bore  on 
the  question  of  the  accuracy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  which  was  the  point  on 
which  he  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  was  address- 
ing the  House  at  the  present  moment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentlemen  said  at  Staly- 
bridge  on  the  24th  of  March  that  there 
had  been  no  interference  whatever  with 
the  freedom  of  the  Press.  He  (Mr.  J. 
E.  Ellis)  would  not  say  that  that  was 
not  literally  true;  but  he  maintained 
tbat  with  men  of  ordinary  minds,  and 
with  people  of  ordinary  common  sense, 
the  fact  of  the  imprisonment  of  Hr.  T. 
D.  Sullivan.  Mr.  Alderman  Hooper,  Mr. 
Edward  Harrington,  Mr.  Sid  ward 
Walsh,  and  Mr.  T.  Harrington  would 
be  taken  as  evidence  tbat  the  freedom 
of  the  Press  had  been  interfered  with 
during  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
administration.  Then,  at  Battersea, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  no 
lads  and  poor  men  had  been  imprisoned 
for  selling  copies  of  Irish  newspapers. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Cork  (Mr. 
Flynn)  brought  forward  cases  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  unable  tooon- 
tradict.  The  hon.  Gentleman  brought 
forward  balf-a- dozen  cases  in  the  City  of 
Cork  alone  during  a  period  of  something 
like  three  months,  in  which  poor  men 
and  lads  were  put  in  prison  for  selling 
newspapers. 

Thk  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bauopr)  (Man- 
chester, E.):  I  contradicted  them  all 
categorically. 
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they  saw  a  company  of  Her  Majesty's 
soldiers  in  the  galleries  of  that  House 
they  would  call  it  a  military  demonstra- 
tion. He  would  not  quarrel  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  use  of 
the  term ;  but  he  maintained  that  when 
soldiers  filled  the  galleries  of  a  Court  of 
Justice,  as  they  did  at  Ennis,  it  was  a 
military  demonstration — [Mr.  T.  Hxk- 
siHQTON  (Dublin,  Harbour) :  With  rifles 
in  their  hands.] — A  most  remarkable 
thing  took  place  in  Court.  A  report 
said — 

"  At  this  point  a  large  body  of  the  DsibyBbiie 
Infantry  were  marched  into  the  Court  with 
their  riUes  on  ihoalder,  and  occupied  the  gallery. 
Wr.  Harrington  said  he  did  not  know  what  the 
meaning  of  this  military  demonstration  was  for. 
There  was  a  Iradition  of  such  a  thing  having 
been  done  in  the  days  of  John  Philpott  Curran. 
It  was  a  moDstrona  thing  that  Such  ademonatra- 
tioD  ahould  take  place,  and  he  protested  againat 
it.  GapUin  Keosh  :  The  Court  iain  the  hands 
of  the  Sheriff.  Mr.  Harrington  :  Oh,  no,  your 
wonhip  ;  yon  have  the  full  charge  of  your 
Court,  and  I  muat  saddle  you  with  the  respon- 
sibility of  their  being  here. — Captain  Keogh  ; 
We  are  merely  here  in  a  judicial  capacity,  and 
we  know  nothing  about  the  arrangements  which 
at«  made  by  tho  Executive  Authoritiee,  and  we 
will  not  interfere." 

Thatwas  precisely  what  Colonel  Carew 
said ;  he  used  language  which  he  (Mr. 
J.  E.  Ellis)  quoted  in  the  House  on  the 
I5th  of  February,  and  whioh  had  never 
been  contradicted.  Colonel  Caren  said — 

"IhaTe  received  order*  from  the  Govem- 
ment  which  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  disregard." 
He  now  went  to  another  case,  a  case 
whioh  occurred  at  Wexford  in  October. 
It  was  a  case  whioh  at  the  present  day 
could  only  be  found  in  Ireland.  Mr. 
Healy  said— 

"  Before  this  ease  commencea  I  wish  to  ask  is 
this  an  open  Court?  Mr.  M'Leod:  I  think 
•0. — Hr.  Uealy  ;  I  aafced  a  policeman  outude, 
and  be  said  the  Court  was  fulL   I  observed  that 


the  galleries  are  perfectly  empty,  and  I  wish 
ask  why  the  people  are  kept  out  P— Mr. 
M'Leod  :  The  Court  is  fairly  constituted,  and  ia 
an  open  Court.  Mr.  Uealy  :  Then  why  are  the 
people  kept  out  f'Mr.  M'Leod:  I  don't  know 
anything  about  that.  Mr.  Healy  :  Ig  it  by  the 
order  of  the  Court  P— Mr.  M'Leod  :  We  have 
no  Bpecifio order.  Mr.  Healy:  I  wish  to  aak 
ia  it  by  the  order  of  the  Court  the  public  are 
kept  out  F— Mr.  M'Leod  ;  I  gave  no  order  at 
all." 

There  they  had  a  presiding  magistrate 
who  did  not  regard  himself  as  in  full 
oharge  of  his  Court ;  he  was  under 
orders ;  he  sat  there  in  alliance  with 
and  under  the  orders  of  the  Executive 
Qovemment.     He  (Mr.    J.    E.    Ellisj 
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Uk.  J.  E.  ELLIS  said,  he  listened 
to  the  right  boo.  Gentlemaii'i  answer 
Tfith  great  reepect,  as  he  did  to  all  hia 
anewera.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
aaid  the  men  and  bojs  were  pat  in 
prison  for  a  different  offence  altogether — 
namel;,  creating  an  obatrnotion  in  the 
streets.  If  a  man  aelling  Tie  Olobeout- 
side  Palace  Yard  waa  imprisoned,  no 
one  would  any  be  vas  punished  for  creat- 
ing an  obstruction,  but  for  eelltng  a 
newspaper  in  the  streets.  Again,  be 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary on  the  Slst  of  Maj — 

"  Whftther,  immediKtely  preceding  the  ririt 
□fthehon.  MemberforEmt  Ma;a(MT.DilloD}t« 
NewtowDudB  Ht  the  end  of  April,  tha  District 
Inipector  and  Head  ConaUble  of  police  viuted 
the  proprUtrew  of  the  Ulater  Hotel,  and  urged 
her  not  to  let  the  hall  on  her  premiBea  [in 
which  the  fannen  oF  the  dislrict  uauallj  hold 
their  meetings)  for  any  mentiiiK  at  which  the 
hon.  Member  wu  to  he  pnaent ;  and  whether, 
on  the  meeting  of  the  lenoBn  of  the  diilrict 
addreased  hj  the  hon.  Member  being  held  else- 
where, coaatables  were  posted  at  the  entrance 
to  the  raom,  and  what  was  the  object  of  this 
proceeding  f  "—{Z  Haniard  [316]  746-7.) 

There  were  three  atatemente  in  the 
question,  that  the  District  Inspector 
visited  the  proprietresa  of  the  hotel, 
that  he  urged  her  not  to  let  the  halt,  and 
that  constables  were  posted  outside 
another  hall  where  the  meeting  was 
eventually  held.  The  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman, on  the  authority  of  the  District 
Inspector,  replied  that  the  District  In- 
spector at  Newtownarde  answered  all 
the  paragraphs  of  the  Question  in  the 
negative.  Another  Question  was  asked 
on  the  7th  of  June  by  the  ban.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  on  behalf  of 
the  bon.  Member  for  South  Down  (Mr. 
M'Oartan)  in  regard  to  therety  same  cir- 
cumstances. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  admitted  that  the  District  Inspector 
did  call  upon  the  proprietreBS  of  tbe  hotel, 
but  denied  that  tbe  District  Inspector 
urged  her  not  to  let  the  ball,  a  point 
about  which  he  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  had 
very  considerable  doubt.  Tbe  right 
bon.  Gentleman  admitted  also  that  con- 
stables vere  placed  outside  the  other 
hall— that  was  to  eay,  that  on  the  7tb 
of  June  tbe  right  hon.  Qentleman  waa 
forced  to  admit  two  out  of  three  of  the 
statements  he  had  categorically  denied 
on  the  3  Ist  of  May.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Baltour 
dissented.]  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
shook  bis  head  ;  but  ehaking  of  the  bead 
would  not  dispose  of  the  matter.  Then 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  was  asked  on 


April  19  a  Question  with  respect  to 
certain  depositions,  and  he  (Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis)  alluded  to  this,  because  it  threw 
a  most  important  light  on  tbe  manner 
in  which  evidence  was  got  up  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  waa  asked  if 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  a  report 
in  Tht  Frtmtan't  Jovrnal  of  the  16th  of 
April — 

"In  which  it  was  stated  that  conetableWatson 
was  handed  a  deposition,  dated  Sth  April,  which 
he  stat«d  that  he  had  signed,  and  owing  to  which 
three  men  were  charged  with  stone  throwing, 
and,  whether  he  has  noticed  the  following 
question  and  answer  of  the  witneas:— Mr. 
Harrington  ;  I  have  only  one  qnestion  to  ask 
you.  In  the  deposition  aid  you  say  one  word 
about  Btonos  beuig  thrown  from  buildings  F  — 
No,  l;did  not."-(3  Baiuard,  [314]  1734-(.) 

The  Chief  Secretary  replied — 

"  The  Question  waa  only  pot  down  laat  night, 
and  I  have  been,  therefore,  anable  to  receiTe  a 
reply  from  Ireland  to  my  commnnication  ;  but 
I  may  say  that  the  report  in  TAi  Frienian'! 
Jounial,  B»  to  what  has  been  passing  in  the 
Coort  House  at  Unnia,  is  in  no  way  to  be  de- 
pended upon." — {Ibid.) 

Why  did  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  go 
out  of  hia  way  to  try  to  discredit  one  of 
the  ablest-conducted  papers  in  Ireland  F 
The  Irith  Timtt — lbs  ardent  supporters 
of  the  Government— of  tbe  same  day 
contained  this  paragraph — 

"  Constable  Wataon  was  recalled,  and  stated, 
in  reply  to  Mr.  Harriogton,  that  be  had  made 
a  depoaiUon  in  pronecuting  a  man  for  stons 
throwing  on  tbe  Sunday  in  question,  hut  in  it 
be  had  laid  nothing  about  atones  coming  ttom 
the  housea." 

That  threw  a  lurid  light  on  tbe  way  in 
which  depositions  were  got  up  in  Ire- 
land. He  would  not  say  anything  about 
Uitchelstown — that  had  been  pretty  welt 
dealt  with.  But  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  might  be  sure 
that  they  would  for  long,  and  the  Eng- 
lish people  wouldfoT  long  also,  remember 
Mitcbelstown.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  reply  to  the  hon.  Oantle- 
man  the  Member  for  Hudderetield  (Mr. 
Summers),  made  use  of  an  expression 
with  regard  to  certain  proceedings 
which  was  most  unwarrantable  for  a 
man  in  bis  high  position.  He  withdrew 
the  word  "corrupt."    He  said — 

"  I  am  not  sure  that  I  naed  that  word.  I 
noyer  intended  to  coovey_  what  that  word 
Qsually  means  when  I  applied  it  to  a  tribunal 
— namely,  that  it  had  been  bribed,  or  hod  sold 
tbe  course  of  justice  for  a  considetation. 
What  I  ought  to  have  said  was  that  the  tri- 
bunal was  incompetent  and  worthiest." 
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The  proceedings  were  only  quashed  by 
the  Superior  Court  on  technical  grounds. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given 
his  account  of  the  proceedings ;  let  hon. 
Members  have  copies  of  the  depositions, 
which,  as  the  Coroner  remarked,  were 
in  the  Crown  Office.  He  now  went  on 
to  give  one  or  two  illustrations  of  the 
proceedings  in  Courts  in  Ireland.  There 
was  a  certain  Kesident  Magistrate  of 
the  name  of  Meldon,  a  man  whom 
he  had  dealt  with  before.  Mr.  Meldon 
adjudicated  in  a  case  at  a  place  called 
Mullinahone  on  the  18th  of  May.  The 
solicitor  for  the  defendant  asked — 

"What  were  the  instructions  you  got? — I 
refuse  to  answer.  Mr.  Bolton  said  that  he  did 
not  object  to  the  question  being  answered. 
Witness  said  that  he  would  give  the  informa* 
tion,  but  he  would  not  give  the  name  of  the 
person  who  gave  the  instouctions.    Thev  were 

S'ven  by  a  superior  officer  in  Waterford.  Mr. 
eldon  said  that  this  was  wholly  irrelevant, 
and  he  would  not  allow  the  question.  The 
man  should  not  give  the  instructions  of  his 
superior  officer.  Mr.  Redmond  argued  that  it 
was  for  the  witness  to  claim  the  privilege,  and 
not  the  Bench.  The  only  form  the  Bench  had 
was  to  tell  the  man  that  he  could  claim  privi- 
lege.— Mr.  Meldon  (to  the  Petty  Sessions 
clerk) :  We  have  heard  enough  of  tiiis.  Kead 
over  the  depositions.  Mr.  Kedmond :  I  must 
say  that  this  is  a  very  summary  way  of  dis- 
posing of  the  question. — Mr.  Meldon:  Well, 
we  won't  have  any  more  of  it. — Mr,  Red- 
mond :  The  highest  Court  in  the  Realm  would 
not  dispose  of  a  question  like  that." 

He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  contended  that  that 
was  not  the  manner  in  which  a  Court  of 
Justice  should  be  conducted.  He  would 
only  say,  in  conclusion,  a  very  few  words 
with  respect  to  the  case  which  was  tried 
at  Dundalk  on  Wednesday  last — he  felt 
bound,  as  a  friend  of  Mr.  Dillon's,  to 
advert  to  it.  He  wished  it  were  possible 
— he  wished  he  had  it  in  his  power  to 
bring  before  the  mind  of  every  hon. 
Member  of  the  House  a  picture  of  what 
took  place  on  that  occasion.  The  Bench 
was  filled  on  that  occasion  with  men 
who  were  all  landlords,  or  friends  more 
or  less  of  the  governing  landlord  class  in 
Ireland.  The  police  were  in  charge  of  a 
man  whose  name  was  a  bye-word  down 
in  County  Kerry,  a  man  named  Supples, 
a  man  whose  record  as  a  landlord  was 
one  of  the  most  infamous  in  Ireland. 
The  Judge,  Judge  Kisbey,  was  a  man 
who  had  been  appointed  recently  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  was  a  more  or  less  violent 
Jolitical  partizan.  The  observations  the 
udge  made  at  the  end  of  the  proceed- 

Mr.  /.  E.  mis 


ings  struck  him  very  forciby  indeed.  Mr. 
Dillon  asked  that  the  first  case  should 
be  decided.     The  Judge  remarked — 

"  If  you  had  counsel  to  represent  you,  you 
would  prohably  have  acceded  to  the  suggestion 
that  we  should  try  hoth,  and  give  sentence 
after ;  but  as  you  have  not  counsel  I  will  do  as 
you  suggest.  Give  me  a  copy  of  the  speech,  and 
1  will  be  back  in  a  few  minutes." 

He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying,  in  view  of  the  demeanour  of 
the  Judge,  that  Judge  Kisbey  had  made 
up  his  mind  about  the  case  before  enter- 
ing the  Court.  At  Question  time  that 
day  the  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough 
(Mr.  Kowntree)  made  the  statement,  and 
it  was  unchallenged,  that  the  policemen 
came  down  the  street  on  that  occasion, 
and  with  their  rifles  hit  their  hardest 
people  who  were  doing  no  harm  at  all. 
He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  saw  such  a  scene 
on  that  occasion  which  he  should  never 
forget.  One  of  the  most  honourable  of 
men  was  driven  away  to  Dundalk  Gaol, 
accompanied  by  a  troop  of  Cavalry,  and 
never  were  the  Queen's  uniforms  seen  to 
less  advantage  than  on  that  occasion. 
The  effect  on  his  mind  was  to  make  him 
determine  to  work  still  harder,  if  pos- 
sible, to  overthrow  the  system  which 
now  obtained  in  Ireland.  They  cared 
comparatively  little  respecting  the  figures 
of  the  Division  that  night.     They  would 

§0  on  undeterred  by  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  They  believed 
that  their  cause  was  founded,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien),  in  his  most  eloquent  language 
said,  upon  the  reconciliation  of  the  two 
people.  There  was  nothing  the  Go- 
vernment brought  forward,  there  was  no 
speech  made  on  that  side,  or  on  this 
side  bv  supporters  of  the  Government, 
but  what  was  tainted  by  bitter  and  by- 
gone hatred.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends 
were  sure  that,  by  persevering  steadily 
and  unwaveringly  in  laying  the  facts 
before  the  people  of  the  country,  they 
were  doing  all  they  could  to  bring  about 
a  certain  and  not  distant  victory. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  :  Sir,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
J.  E.  Ellis)  will,  I  am  sure,  attribute  it 
to  no  discourtesy  on  my  part  if  I  do  not 
occupy  any  of  the  comparatively  small 
share  of  the  debate  which  belongs  to 
me — [-4  lauffh,'] — small,  I  mean,  as  com- 
pared with  the  task  I  have  to  perform — 
in  dealing  with  the  observations  that  he 
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has  just  laid  before  the  House.  He 
must  be  aware  that  I  am  the  Minister 
chiefly  arraigned  by  the  Motion  before 
the  House,  and  as  this  is  the  second  day 
of  a  debate  which  has  been  fruitful  in 
remarkable  speeches,  it  is  impossible 
for  me  to  deal  with  every  point  which 
has  been  raised  in  the  course  of  this 
discussion  ;  and  I  must  consider  myself 
fortunate  if  I  can  adequately  meet  the 
main  points  of  the  attack  made  against 
me  and  against  the  Government  of 
which  I  am  a  Member.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E,  Gladstone) — who,  I  am  sorry 
to  observe,  ha^  not  yet  returned  to  his 
place,  but  whose  absence  does  not  justify 
me  in  indefinitely  deferring  my  observa- 
tions— told  us  towards  the  end  of  his 
speech  that  this  Motion  was  a  debt  of 
honour  to  the  Government.  He  told  us 
that  the  Opposition  owed  it  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  raise  in  this  House  the 
controversies  which  they  had  been  rais  • 
ing  out-of-doors,  and  to  repeat  it  in  the 
place  where  they  could  be  answered 
face  to  face,  accusations  which  they  had 
not  hesitated  to  make  before  their 
countrymen  in  different  parts  of  the 
Kingdom.  But  I  observed  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  abstained  from 
repeating  the  numerous  inaccurate  state- 
ments on  which  he  has  chiefly  relied 
when  he  has  been  talking  to  popular 
audiences.  I  noticed  a  very  different 
tone  and  a  much  diminished  reck- 
lessness of  expression  in  the  speech 
that  he  made  to-night,  as  compared, 
for  example,  with  the  speech  that  he 
made  to  the  Nonconformist  ministers, 
with  the  speech  which  he  made  at  Not- 
tingham, with  his  speech  at  Dover,  and 
with  various  other  speeches  that  he  has 
from  time  to  time  made  to  his  supporters 
throughout  the  country.  But  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  more 
accurate,  I  do  not  think  that  he  has 
been  more  convincing.  He  has  been 
driven  from  the  broad  errors  of  state- 
ment which  he  has  made  in  the  country 
to  a  minute  legal  examination  of  one 
particular  decision  of  one  particular  pair 
of  Besident  Magistrates,  on  which  he 
appears  to  rely  for  the  whole  of  his  in- 
dictment against  the  Government.  Well, 
Sir,  I  shall  return  in  a  few  minutes  to  that 
examination  of  the  judgment  of  those 
two  Eesident  Magistrates;  I  shall  ex« 
amine  how  far  his  allegations  with 
regard  to  it  are  correct.     I  merely  wish 


now  to  point  out  the  remarkable  change 
in  the  method  of  attack  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  before  he  came  to  the  main 
part  of  his  speech,  dealt  with  two  or  three 
subsidiary  matters,  on  which  I  feel  it 
my  duty  to  offer  a  few  words  of  com- 
ment. The  first  relates  to  the  alleffa- 
tions  made  by  the  right  hon.  GenSe- 
man  with  regard  to  the  action  of 
one  of  the  most  distinguished  officers 
in  the  service  of  the  Government — 
Colonel  Turner — in  connection  with  the 
suppressed  meeting  at  Ennis.  I  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
to  be  an  apology  to  Colonel  Turner. 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  misunder- 
stood him ;  but  I  certainly  understood 
that  what  he  said  was  to  be  taken  as 
an  admission  that  he  had  originally 
made  an  erroneous  statement  in  this 
House  and  in  the  country,  and  that 
he  was  glad,  even  at  a  late  hour,  to 
make  some  apology  for  what  he  had 
said.  I  think,  however,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  very  imperfectly 
conveyed  to  the  House  the  full  extent 
of  the  error  of  which  he  was  guilty. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  accused  Colo- 
nel Turner  of  having  ordered  a  charge 
of  Cavalry  into  a  yard  crowded  with 
persons.  That  statement  was  originally 
made  on  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House ;  and  that  Motion  for  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  was  itself 
made  without  Notice  to  the  Government. 
We  then  gave  the  House  all  the  infor- 
mation that  we  had  ;  and  I  believe  that, 
from  the  statement  we  then  made,  it 
might  have  been  clear  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  no  charge  of  Cavalry 
had  been  ordered.  If  hon.  Members 
read  the  report  in  Sdnsardf  they  will  see 
that  my  statement  is  borne  out.  Never- 
theless, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
he  might  make  some  capital  out  of  his 
statement,  and  therefore  when  he  ad- 
dressed the  Nonconformist  ministers  he 
repeated  it  with  emphasis.  His  state- 
ment was  contradicted  upon  oath  by 
Colonel  Turner  at  the  trial.  The  trial, 
as  a  matter  of  public  notoriety,  was  re- 
ported in  all  the  newspapers.  I  took, 
or  rather  I  may  say  I  made,  an  early 
opportunity  of  contradicting  it  in  a 
speech  which  I  delivered  at  Battersea, 
in  which  I  traversed  on  official  autbo- 
rity  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  gave  to  it  the  most  em- 
phatic and  categorical  denial.  The  right 
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hon.  Gentlemai),  I  presume,  did  rae  the 
honour  of  reading  mj  speech,  as  he  re- 
ferred subsequently  to  it.  Nevertheless, 
although  he  had  seen  or  might  have 
seen  Colonel  Turner's  contradiction  at 
the  trial,  although  he  had  seen  my  offi- 
cial contradiction  at  Battersea,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  declared  subsequently 
at  Hawarden  that  every  statement  he 
had  made  in  his  speech  to  the  Noncon- 
formist ministers  was  a  statement  to 
which  he  adhered.  I  ask  what  is  the 
use  of  coming  down  to  the  House  and 
making  the  kind  of  apology  which  he 
has  made,  buried  and  lost  in  the  huge 
speech  that  he  delivered  this  night, 
after  having  deliberately  shut  his  eyes 
to  my  official  contradiction — of  what 
use  is  it  to  come  down  here  and  say 
that  he  admires  Colonel  Turner,  that 
Colonel  Turner  is  an  estimable  officer, 
that  Colonel  Turner  is  a  man  whose 
word  is  to  be  trusted,  when  this  man, 
whose  word  he  now  says  is  to  be 
trusted  on  oath,  when  given  in  a  Court 
of  law,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not 
only  did  not  trust  but  absolutely  con- 
tradicted at  Hawarden  ?  That  is  a 
small  matter,  but  it  is  a  striking  illus- 
tration of  the  method  of  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Benches  opposite  when 
they  have  to  deal  with  the  character  and 
action  of  officers  of  their  Sovereign,  who 
are  only  endeavouring,  under  unexam- 
pled difficulties,  to  enforce  the  law  of 
this  Kingdom  in  Ireland,  and,  as  such, 
I  think  it  is  not  undeserving  of  the 
notice  which  I  have  taken  of  it.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded 
to  complain  bitterly  of  the  withhold- 
ing of  information  by  the  Government 
from  the  House.  He  told  us  we  had 
prevented  the  House  from  exercising 
its  proper  function  of  supervising  the 
action  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland  by 
declining  to  lay  before  it  information 
asked  for.  [Sir  William  Harcourt: 
Hear,  hear !  ]  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby  says 
"Hear,  hear!"  Well,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  a  leading  Member  of 
an  Administration  which  was  equally 
called  in  question  by  the  Bepresenta- 
tives  of  the  Irish  people.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Government,  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  more  information 
or  less  than  the  present  Government? 
They  had  a  similar  Act  to  administer. 
[Sir       WiLLLAM      Harcourt  :       No  ] 

Mr.  A,  •/.  Balfour 


jWell,  I  admit  it  was  a  more  violent 
one.  They  had  similar  difficulties  to 
contend  with,  and  they  had  not  similar 
but  identical  criticisms  passed  upon 
them  by  hon.  Members  on  the  Benches 
below  the  Gangway  for  precisely  similar 
conduct.  In  these  circumstances,  then, 
I  presume  they  would  have  laid  on 
the  Table  the  information  they  now 
think  ought  to  be  laid;  and  yet  we 
are  laying,  and  have  laid,  incomparably 
more  information  before  the  House  than 
W8LB  ever  laid  before  it  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends.  There 
has  never  been  a  GK>vemment  in  this 
country  which  has  more  taken  Par- 
liament into  its  confidence  with  regard 
to  the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
land than  has  the  present  Government 
of  Her  Majesty.  And  here  let  me 
notice  how  very  difficult  it  is  to  please 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Sometimes 
they  say  we  do  not  give  them  informa- 
tion enough,  and  they  apply  for  more. 
For  example,  they  applied  through  the 
mouth  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  for  statistics  with 
regard  to  Boycotting.  Well,  at  his 
request,  and  in  obedience  to  it,  we  laid 
those  statistics  of  Boycotting  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  asked 
for  information  as  to  the  statistics  of 
five  counties,  and  you  would  not  g^ve  it. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  will  see  that  that  would 
have  had  made  absolutely  no  difference. 
The  hon.  Member  asked  us  to  give  the 
House  information  with  regard  to  Boy- 
cotting. We  did  our  best  to  give  that 
information,  and  what  is  the  gratitude 
with  which  it  was  received?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gets  up  and  tells  us 
that  he  has  looked  at  our  statistics  and 
that  he  thinks  that  they  are  totally  un- 
trustworthy, and  does  not  give  us  the 
slightest  thanks  for  what  we  have  done. 
If  that  is  the  way  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  met  when  they  do  attempt  to 
give  information  with  regard  to  the 
condition  of  Ireland  to  the  House  of  a 
kind  never  given  before  by  our  Prede- 
cessors, what  is  the  use  of  attempting  to 
give  it  ?  I  say  that  the  information 
with  regard  to  Boycotting  is  more  accu- 
rate and  more  trustworthy  than  any 
conceivable  statistics  that  could  be  pre- 
pared with  regard  to  derelict  farms,  and 
yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rejects 
those  statistics,  and  implores  us  to  give 
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him  information  with  regard  to  derelict 
farms.  But  that  is  not  all.  When  we 
do  give  these  statistics,  how  does  he 
treat  us?  When  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morlej)  called  for  a 
▼erj  elaborate  and  difficult  Eeturn  with 
regard  to  the  action  of  the  Crimes  Act 
— a  Betum  which  Lord  Spencer  never 
thought  of  giving,  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  him- 
self when  he  was  Prime  Minister  ad- 
ministering the  Crimes  Act^ — we  had  not 
the  slightest  objection  to  lay  it  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  We  made  every 
effort  to  prepare  that  Eeturn  in  time ; 
the  printers  were  kept  at  work  the 
whole  of  Saturday  and  Sunday,  and  we 
gave  copies  to  Gentlemen  on  the  Front 
Bench,  and  we  provided  copies  for  those 
whom  we  might  suppose  would  distri- 
bute them  among  important  speakers 
who  might  have  to  address  the  House, 
and  the  only  gpratitude  we  get  from  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  is  to  be 
told  that  we  have  been  either  too  stupid 
or  too  idle  to  prepare  the  Return ;  in  a 
form  that  would  be  of  any  use  to  the 
House.  This  was  not  our  Return,  it 
was  not  of  our  devising;  we  did  not 
contrive  it ;  nor  did  we  suppose  that  it 
would  be  of  any  special  use  to  the 
House;  it  was  the  contrivance  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  Bench.  They 
put  a  Motion  down  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  asking  for  certain  particulars. 
Every  single  particular  they  asked  for 
we  have  given  them,  and  because  a 
Return  prepared  after  their  own  liking 
does  not  suit  them,  they  say  we  have 
been  too  stupid  or  too  idle  to  prepare  it 
in  an  intelligible  shape.  But  that  is 
not  the  first  time  that  this  event  has 
happened.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Cockermouth  Division  of 
Cumberland  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  asked 
for  a  Return  about  increased  sentences. 
We  gave  the  Return  in  the  shape  in 
which  he  asked  for  it,  giving  precisely 
the  particulars  he  demanded,  and  im- 
mediately hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  and  the  whole  Liberal  Press 
said  that  we  had  been  suppressing  cer- 
tain details  which,  if  given,  would  have 
put  an  entirely  different  complexion  on 
the  matter.  I  thought  the  complaint  was 
unreasonable;  but  I  gave  way,  and, 
having  found  that  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site were  not  to  be  trusted  to  devise  their 
pwn  Return^  I  devised  it  for  them ;  and 


the  result  is  that,  after  these  new  par- 
ticulars have  been  gpiven,  their  case  is  a 
great  deal  worse  than  before.  Now,  I 
am  prepared  to  do  a  great  deal — almost 
anything—for  hon.  Members  opposite ; 
but  if — to  use  the  expression  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite — they 
are  too  stupid  or  too  idle  to  prepare  the 
form  of  their  own  Return  in  an  intel- 
ligible shape,  I  do  not  think  it  is  my 
function  to  provide  them  either  with 
industry  or  with  intelligence.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  proceeded  to  dis- 
cuss Section  I  of  the  Crimes  Act,  which, 
as  the  House  is  aware,  deals  with  secret 
inquiries  in  Ireland,  and  he  attacked 
the  Government  for  having  drafted  their 
clause  so  stupidly  last  year — stupidity 
occupied  a  large  portion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech — that  an  enor- 
mous waste  of  time  had  been  incurred 
in  considering  and  amending  that  clause. 
Well,  I  daresay  it  was  a  bad  clause, 
because  we  may  have  taken  a  bad 
model.  The  clause,  aa  brought  into  the 
House,  waA  a  copy  of  the  clause  in 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  Bill. 
I  thought — perhaps  I  had  too  great  an 
idea  of  the  intelligence  of  the  Radical 
Party — ^that  that  clause  was  not  a  bad 
clause,  and  as  such  we  adopted  it  in  our 
Bill.  **But,"  says  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  ''nobody  objects  to  that 
clause."     His^phrase  waa 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  did  not 
say  that ;  what  I  said  was  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  clause — that  of  secret  in- 
quiry— was  not  made  the  subject  of 
serious  debate. 

Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  forgive  mo ; 
but  I  imagine  that  what  he  said  was 
that  the  principle  of  the  clause  was  one 
which  was  generally  accepted.  That  is 
my  recollection.  But,  perhaps,  he  has 
not  followed  the  recent  course  of  Lrish 
politics.  If  he  has,  he  must  know  that 
the  operation  of  this  clause  has  had  the 
effect  of  detecting  and  punishing  those 
who  have  committed  two  horrible  mur- 
ders which  otherwise  would  never  have 
been  detected.  Nevertheless,  the  whole 
Irish  Party — a  very  important  section  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  following — 
objected  in  the  strongest  manner  to  this 
principle  of  the  clause,  never  describing 
it  in  Ireland  otherwise  than  as  the  Star 
Chamber  Clause.  M'  Hear,  hear !  "  ]  I 
call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  the  notes  of  assent  which  come 
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been  tried  by  a  Court  which  would  con-  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 

ylot  him  aooording  to  the  evidence.  Now,  for  Central  Bradford— b^t  I  should  not, 

Mr.  A,  J,  BalfoHr 


1873         Criminal  Law  and  {Juite  26,  1888}  Proeedurs^  ^e.  Act,  l%^7.    1374 


though  I  am  accused  of  being  opposed 
to  Mr.  Dillon,  venture  to  make  the 
defence  for  him  that  is  made  by  Gentle- 
men, some  of  whom  call  themselves  his 
Friends. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  with 
you  on  that  point. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  attacked 
the  Government  for  their  procedure  in 
the  matter  of  the  Proclamation,  pro- 
ceeded to  discuss  the  iniquity  of  subject- 
ing Mr.  Dillon  to  the  indignity  and  hard- 
ship of  ordinary  criminal  treatment. 
Well,  Sir,  I  want  to  know  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  came  to  hold  that 
view  ?  This  is  not  the  first  time  that  a 
Gentleman  describing  himself  as  an 
Irish  politician  has  been  put  in  prison  for 
some  offence  against  the  law.  They 
were  and  have  been  put  in  prison  be- 
fore my  time,  and  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  and  when  they  were 
put  in  prison  they  were  subjected  to 
precisely  the  same  treatment.  [Cries  of 
**  No ! "]  They  were  subjected  to  pre- 
cisely the  same  treatment. 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  say  no. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not,  of 
course,  mean  Gentlemen  who  were  put 
in  prison  under  Mr.  Forster's  Act ;  I  am 
referring  to  the  Act  of  1882,  and  I  am 
stating  the  exact  truth. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  That  is  not 
true  either.  [Crw  of  "Order!"  and 
"Name!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  In 
the  interests  of  the  fair  conduct  of  the 
debate,  I  trust  that  these  constant  run- 
ning commentaries  on  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  cease, 
otherwise  it  will  be  impossible  that  the 
debate  can  proceed. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  But,  leaving 
out  of  account,  as  I  am  quite  ready  to 
do,  the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  regard  to  Irish  politicians  be- 
tween the  years  1882  and  1885,  I  want 
to  know  when  this  principle  came  into 
force  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  advocated — that  the  cloth  coat 
should  receive  one  kind  of  treatment 
and  the  frieze  coat  another  ?  I  do  not 
say  that  the  doctrines  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  wrong — I  make  no  pro- 
nouncement upon  that  point ;  but  I  say 
that  in  subjecting  Mr.  Dillon  to  the 
ordinary  treatment  of  an  ordinary  pri- 
soner for  an  ordinary  offence,  I  have 
fpUowed  out  the  invariable  practice^  not 


only  of  Ireland,  but  of  England  and 
Scotland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appears  to  believe  that  this  is  the  first 
time  that  a  man  of  education  has  been 
put  in  prison  for  an  offence  against  the 
law  of  the  country.  Does  he  really  be- 
lieve that  ?  Does  he  seriously  hold  that 
view?  If  he  does,  why  has  he,  who 
has  bad  certainly  as  great,  if  not  greater, 
influence  on  the  policy  of  the  country 
for  the  last  50  years  than  any  man  now 
living,  during  which  time  prison  dis- 
cipline has  been  the  subject  of  constant 
controversy — why  has  he  never  inter- 
fered in  favour  of  educated  men,  in 
favour  of  the  cloth  coat  as  against  the 
frieze  coat?  Why  is  this  principle 
enunciated  by  him  for  the  first  time  in 
the  House  of  Commons  when  it  suits 
the  political  game  of  the  Radical  Party  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to 
a  most  elaborate  legal  discussion.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  The  priests,  j  Oh,  yes ; 
I  forgot  the  priests.  That  was  the  part 
of  his  speech  in  which  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  was  good  enough  to  describe 
me  as  a  coward. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:    Afraid. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  What  a  happy 
ingenuity  of  distinction!  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  say  that  I  am 
a  coward,  but  that  I  am  afraid.  The 
priests  are  not  made  first-class  mis- 
demeanants ;  they  are  misdemeanants 
simply,  and  are  treated  in  the  ordinary 
manner,  but  they  have  not,  so  far,  been 
compelled  to  put  on  prison  clothes. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Dublin, 
College  Green) :  Have  they  been  com- 
pelled to  pick  oakum  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  they  have  been  compelled 
to  adopt  every  other  prison  regulation. 
It  will  be  observed  that  it  is  impossible 
to  treat  a  Catholic  priest  in  the  matter 
of  dress  on  an  equality  with  a  layman. 
And  for  this  reason — to  strip  a  priest  of 
a  dress  which  he  is  compelled  to  wear 
by  canonical  rule  is  a  very  different 
operation  from  stripping  a  layman.  The 
decision  I  came  to  may  have  been  en- 
tirely wrong,  but  as  in  all  oases  in  which 
I  have  had  to  decide  between  nicely- 
balanced  alternatives  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Crimes  Act  in  Ireland  I 
decided  on  the  side  of  mercy.  There- 
fore, though,  I  admit,  with  considerable 
hesitation — and  I  am  by  no  means 
certain  at  this  moment  that  I  am  right — 
I  decided  that  while  priests  convicted 
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of  offences  against  the  law  in  Ireland, 
should  in  every  respect  be  subjected  to 
the  same  treatment  as  other  prisoners, 
in  the  matter  of  dress,  and  in  the  matter 
of  dress  alone,  I  would  make  a  distinc- 
tion between  them.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
still  disposed  to  describe  that  as  cowardly. 
[An  hon.  Membeb  :  You  were  afraid  of 
the  Pope.]  Now,  I  pass  to  what  was 
the  main  question,  the  main  substance 
of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— the  Killeagh  conspiracy ;  but  I 
do  not  propose  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  through  the  minute  examina- 
tion of  the  statement  of  that  case  which 
he  made  to  the  House.  I  will  only  say, 
with  all  respect  to  him,  and  having 
listened  carefully  to  his  view  of  the  law 
of  criminal  conspiracy  in  Ireland,  that  I 
could  not  recommend  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  as  a 
person  as  to  whose  legal  knowledge 
and  competency  he  might  be  satis- 
fied. For  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  fell 
into  the  most  extraordinary  legal  con- 
fusion on  this  point.  He  told  us,  and 
he  told  us  truly,  that  there  was  a  con- 
spiraoy — that  the  Judges  had  indicated 
that  there  was  a  conspiracy  at  Common 
Law  by  the  persons  who  were  condemned. 
[•*  No,  no !  "]  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contradict  that  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  Yes. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  He  read 
passages  from  the  Chief  Baron's  Charge, 
and  he  might  have  read  still  stronger 
pcMsages  from  the  Charge  of  Baron 
Dowse;  but  those  two  learned  Judges 
dearly  indicated  that  in  their  opinion 
there  was  ample  evidence  of  a  conspiracy 
at  Common  Law  against  the  police. 
But,  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
these  persons  merely  conspired  together 
not  to  supply  the  police  with  goods,  and 
he  compared  it  with  the  case  of  100 
workmen  in  England  who  agree  to- 
gether not  to  work  except  for  certain 
wages. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  No ;  to 
strike  against  a  particular  employer. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  Against  a 
particular  employer. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Quote  me 
correctly.     That  was  all  I  said. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  He  compared 
the  case  with  that  of  100  workmen  in 
England  who  agree  to  strike  against  a 
particular  employer.  These  men  in 
England  would  not  be  condemned  by 
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English  law,  he  said ;  therefore,  how 
monstrous  to  give  these  peasants  in 
Ireland,  for  a  similar  proceeding,  a 
month's  imprisonment.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  very  badly  coached 
by  his  legal  adviser.  I  am  sure  he  got 
his  law  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
next  him,  the  Member  for  Derby.  What 
was  the  character  of  the  conspiracy  at 
Common  Law  of  which  these  men  would 
have  been  found  guilty,  according  to 
Chief  Baron  Palles  and  Baron  Dowse  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  The 
Judges  gave  no  such  opinion. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  con- 
spiracy at  Common  Law  of  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  two  Judges,  they  would 
have  been  found  guilty. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool. 
Scotland) :  The  Judges  did  not  say 
that. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HAEEINGTON:  Quote  the 
words* 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  :  Yes; 
quote. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  have  at- 
tempted  to  disregard  the  interruptions 
as  long  as  I  could ;  but  I  do  not  think 
consecutive  debate  is  encouraged  by  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  might  restrain  himself,  particularly 
as  he  will  have  an  opportunity  by-and- 
bye.  But  I  say  that,  emphatically,  any 
lawyer — I  do  not  mean  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  —  reading  the  charges  of 
Chief  Baron  Palles  and  Mr.  Baron 
Dowse  would  conclude  that  those  two 
learned  Judges  held  that  there  was 
adequate  evidence  of  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy to  go  to  a  jury.  And  are  we  to 
be  told  that  this  conspiracy  at  Common 
Law  is  analogous  to  that  of  100  work- 
men who  strike  against  a  particular  em- 
ployer ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Why  not? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  will  teU  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  why  not.  The 
conspiracy  he  described  had  not  for  its 
object  the  injury  of  any  individual; 
but  the  conspiracy  in  Ireland  had  for 
its  object  to  starve  the  police ;  and  I 
appeal  to  any  competent  lawyer  in  this 
House  whether,  if  these  five  men  were 
brought  up  in  England  before  a  Judge 
and  jury,  and  charged  with  that  offence 
and  on  that  evidence,  they  would  not 
have  been  found  guilty,  and,  if  found 
guilty,  whether  they  would  not  be  liable 
to  a  penalty  up  to  two  years'  imprison- 
ment ?    And  this  is  the  parallel  which 
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it  was  sought  to  be  drawn  between  the 
imaginary  cases  in  England  and  the  real 
cases  in  Ireland,  and  it  is  on  cases  of  that 
kind  that  he  founds  his  great  attack  on 
the  magistracy  of  Ireland.  I  confess  I 
find  it  hard  adequately  to  express  to  the 
House  the  feelings  I  have  when  I  hear 
him  use  language  of  that  kind.  He  takes 
one  single  case  of  a  miscarriage  of 
justice,  a  case  of  admitted  difficulty,  a 
case  in  which  the  prisoners,  if  not  guilty 
of  precisely  the  technical  offence  for 
which  they  were  punishable  under  the 
Crimes  Act,  were  undoubtedly  guilty  of 
an  offence  at  Common  Law  of  not  less 
iniquity,  and  on  that  case,  the  soli- 
tary case  he  could  find,  after  examining, 
with  miscroscopic  gaze,  the  whole  record 
of  the  Oovemment,  he  founds  an  attack 
on  the  Besident  Magistrates  of  Ireland 
in  which  he  ventures  to  compare  them  to 
Judge  Jeffreys. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  com- 
pared the  act  of  these  two  magistrates 
with  that  of  Judge  Jeffreys. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  He  took  these 
men  as  specimens,  and  I  say  that  if  he 
did  not  take  them  as  specimens,  but  on 
their  own  merits,  a  more  scandalous  at- 
tack never  was  made  in  this  House.  He 
said  that  Lord  Spencer — ^who  appointed 
these  men  and  certified  to  their  le^al 
knowledge — would  not  have  defended 
these  men  if  they  had  done  these  things. 
Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows 
his  own  friends  best,  and  I  think  it  is 
very  likely  that  Lord  Spencer  would  not 
have  defended  them.  I  think  it  likely 
that  he  would  have  thrown  them  to  the 
wolves.  I  think  it  extremelv  likely  that, 
finding  they  were  attacked  by  a  power- 
ful Parliamentary  Party,  he  would  have 
sacrificed  them  without  mercy  on  the  altar 
of  Parliamentary  expediency.  [^'  Oh, 
oh !  "1  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
me  if  I  was  not  going  to  dismiss  them. 
I  am  not  going  to  dismiss  them ;  and 
I  would  seriously  suggest  to  right 
hon.  Gentlemen,  who  some  day  may 
have  considerable  legal  patronage,  that 
if  they  are  going  to  dismiss  every  Judge 
or  Justice  whose  decision  is  overruled 
by  a  Superior  Court,  they  will  have  even 
more  legal  patronage  than  perhaps  they 
desire.  Well,  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  imagine  that  because 
this  particular  decision  was  overruled 
all  decisions  in  similar  cases  would  be 
equally  overruled  if  they  were  tried. 
Then  why  were  they  not  tried?    The 
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decision  of  the  two  Judges  has  given 
everybody  tried  in  Ireland  since  Feb- 
ruary last  the  power  to  appeal.  [An 
hon.  Membeb  :  Not  at  all.]  If  they  did 
not  appeal  I  presume  it  is  because  they 
have  not  got  a  case.  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  there  have  been  an  in- 
finitely gpreater  number  of  appeals  to 
the  County  Courts  than  under  Lord 
Spencer*s  Act,  and,  in  addition,  there 
haa  been  the  power  since  February  to 
appeal  to  the  Court  of  Exchequer.  Yet 
this  was  literally  the  only  case  on  which 
the  Opposition  thought  it  expedient  to 
rely  for  their  attack.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
beb  :  No.]  I  repeat  that  this  is  the 
only  case  on  which  they  think  it  expe- 
dient to  rely.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asked  me  to  lay  the  depositions 
before  the  House.  Of  course,  I  shall 
do  nothing  of  the  kind.  There  is  an 
appeal  to  an  impartial  tribunal.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  think  an  appeal  to 
this  House  is  an  appeal  to  an  impartial 
legal  tribunal?  Has  he  so  far  forgotten 
Constitutional  traditions  that  he  thinks 
this  House  is  by  its  nature  and  character 
capable  of  considering  depositions  and 
discussing  legal  questions  which  ought 
to  be  discussed  before  a  Law  Court? 
Does  he  think  that  this  House,  biased 
as  it  is  by  Party  feeling,  moved  by  Party 
passion,  is  the  proper  tribunal  before 
which  to  lay  an  appeal  which  could  be 
properly  laid  before  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer in  Ireland  ?  I  wish  to  ask  the 
House  to  consider  this  point.  We  are 
having  an  indictment  of  the  whole  ad- 
ministration of  the  Crimes  Act  in  Ire- 
land. They  have  had  the  opportunity 
of  surveying  the  whole  of  the  circum- 
stances of  everything  done  in  Ireland 
since  the  Act  was  passed.  They  have 
been  examining  all  that  has  occurred 
with  a  microscopic  eye.  They  have — 
I  do  not  know  by  what  m'>ans — ^in- 
vented an  infinity  of  accusations  with- 
out any  foundation  in  fact  against  the 
Government,  and  when  these  are  boiled 
down  to  the  smallest  residuum  of  truth 
in  them,  what  does  it  amount  to  ?  It 
amounts  to  this — that  in  one  sins^le  case 
certain  persons  have  been  convicted  of 
one  kind  of  conspiracy,  when  in  reality 
and  in  truth  they  were  only  guilty  of 
another.  And  on  this  slender  founda- 
tion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends  come  down  to  the  House  to  ask 
them  to  pass  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the 
Government  for  the  monstrous  manner 
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m  which  justice  is  administered  in  Ire- 
land. Is  it  pretended  that  a  single 
innocent  man  has  suffered  ?  Is  it  pre- 
tended that  a  single  man,  not  guilty  of 
an  offence  against  the  law,  has  been 
punished  ?  ["  Yes !  "J  Then  I  should 
like  to  know  the  name.  I  know  that  in 
the  cases  brought  forward  by  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  this  and  previous  occa- 
sions, not  one  man  can  by  any  stretch  of 
imagination  be  declared  innocent.  The 
newsvendors  who  have  been  referred  to 
so  much  were  all  warned,  and  let  off  if 
they  promised  not  to  offend  a^ain.  The 
truth  is,  that  these  men  would  be  the 
first  to  complain  if  they  were  called 
innocent.  They  are  proud  of  their 
offence.  I  quite  admit  that  this  shows 
that  the  law  is  not  respected  in  Ireland. 
These  men  were  put  in  prison  for  selling 
United  Ireland,  for  publishing  illegfu 
notices.  Every  one  of  them  would  have 
shrunk  from  denying  that  he  was  guilty 
of  the  offence  with  which  he  was  charged. 
In  those  circumstances,  how  childish  is 
it  to  say  that  the  Act  of  last  year  is  ad- 
ministered harshly — that  the  men  we 
have  put  in  prison  do  not  deserve  to  be 
in  prison.  Further,  I  notice  that  when 
I  go  from  the  technical  points  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  oome  to  the 
question  of  innocent  or  guilty,  I  meet 
with  no  denial.  No  man  can  venture  to 
say  that  the  people  who  are  put  in 
prison  have  not  earned  their  imprison- 
ment by  their  offences  against  the  law, 
though  doubtless  hon.   Gentlemen  op- 

J>osite  object  to  the  character  of  the 
aw   under  which    they    were  put   in 
prison.     If  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  stated  be  true,  if  this  miscar- 
riage of  justice  is  the  only  case  which 
can  be  quoted  with  effect  in  this  House, 
am  I  not  justified   in   saying  that  no 
Government  in  this  country,  in  Ireland, 
or  in  any  other  country  in  the  world 
which  has  ever  had  to  contend  with  an 
organized  resistance  to  the  law,  with  an 
organized  desire  to  upset  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country,  with  an  organized 
determination  to  resist  the  payment  of 
just  debts — am  I  not  justified  in  saying 
that  no  Gt)vemment  which  has  had  to 
contend  with  circumstances  of  this  kind 
has  contended  against  it  with  less  harsh- 
ness, with  less  injustice,  or  less  of  any- 
thing that  can  be  twisted  into  a  miscar- 
riage of  justice  ?    I  do  not  object  to  the 
course  of  examination  to  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  is  subjected  by  way 
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of  Qaestions.  I  could  only  wish  that  Gen- 
tlemen would  examine  their  facts  a  little 
more  accurately  before  they  oome  down 
to  ask  Questions,  that  they  would  not 
boldly  state,  in  the  form  of  assertion  in 
the  country,  the  most  astounding  fictions 
with  regard  to  the  administration  of  law 
in  Ireland.  But  of  the  examination  it- 
self, of  the  criticisms  on  the  Gt>vem- 
ment,  I  have  not  the  slightest  desire  or 
reason  to  be  afraid.  What  I  object  to 
is,  that  Gentlemen  who  are  constantly 
straining  at  gnats  never  seem  to  find  any 
difficulty  in  swallowing  camels.  What 
I  object  to  is  that  Gentlemen  come  down 
to  this  House  and  make  some  small 
criticism  against  a  constable  or  magis- 
trate, but  never  ask  a  question  which 
has  for  its  object  to  check  the  real  and 
appalling  evil  under  which  society  in 
Ireland  is  at  this  moment  suffering.  I 
do  not  think  a  better  example  of  this 
can  be  afforded  than  that  of  the  King- 
stons — the  old  man  and  his  wife  who 
were  sentenced  by  the  magistrates  for 
taking  illegal  possession.  That  is  the 
case  brought  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne.  It 
was  his  stock  instance,  his  classic  ex- 
ample of  the  harshncAs  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  in  Ireland.  This  old 
couple  were  put  into  prison  by  two 
magistrates  because  they  took  illegal 
possession.  They  were  undoubtedly 
guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  law.  I  do  not 
doubt  if  a  similar  breach  of  the  law  had 
been  committed  in  London,  Paris,  or 
New  York,  these  two  old  people  would 
have  been  punished  and  we  should  have 
heard  nothing  about  them.  The  case, 
however,  was  brought  to  my  notice.  I 
thought  the  magistrates  were  justified ; 
but  I  also  thought  that,  considering  the 
circumstance  of  the  case  and  that  the 
landlord  had  himself  appealed  on  behalf 
of  the  criminals,  it  would  be  well  if  they 
were  released,  and  I  am  glad  to  say 
that  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant took  the  same  view  and  exercised 
the  Prerogative  of  Mercy,  and  they  were 
released.  That,  you  will  observe,  is  taken 
as  the  stock  example  of  harsh  treatment 
by  the  law  of  certain  victims  of  land- 
lordism. But  who  interferes  with  those 
far  more  pitiable  and  unhappy  victims 
of  the  National  League?  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  interfered  on  behalf  of  those 
persons  who  have  been  legally  convicted; 
but  has  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-T^ne  eyen  in  one  single 
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case  used  his  influence  to  interfere  with 
the  action  of  the  League,  when  they 
have  been  inflicting  far  more  brutal  and 
infamous  punishment  on  people  not 
guilty,  but  absolutely  innocent?  I 
never  beard  of  a  case.  I  never  heard 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  used 
liis  influence  with  the  Party  below  the 
Gangway,  if  he  has  any,  to  alleviate  the 
destiny  of  these  unhappy  victims  of  Boy- 
cotting whom  the  National  League  has 
sentenced  for  some  imaginary  crime 
against  their  law.  We  know  the  oases 
01  helpless  women  and  girls,  labourers 
who  had  large  families  to  support,  and 
begged  to  be  allowed  to  work  for  em- 
ployers who  were  Boycotted,  but  were 
refused.  These  incidents  are  not  rare 
incidents  of  the  reign  of  the  National 
League.  I  should  be  glad  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
quote  one  occasion  on  which  he  has 
interfered  to  alleviate  the  unmerited 
and  appalling  sufferings  of  these  un- 
happy victims  of  the  tyranny  of  his 
allies.  The  only  thing  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  ever  done,  so  far  as  I 
know,  in  that  direction  was  not  to  inter- 
fere to  help  these  persons,  but  to  use  his 
whole  political  influence  in  this  House 
and  the  country  to  denounce  the  police- 
men and  magistrates  and  the  Govern- 
ment who  attempt  to  put  an  end  to  the 
vile  system  under  which  these  cruelties 
are  inflicted.  I  grant  he  has  not  done 
it  for  any  love  of  the  crimes  which  are 
committed.  But  I  assert  that  he  plays 
a  poor  and  humiliating  part  in  politics 
when  he  finds  himself  criticizing  here 
and  there  the  isolated  action  of  this 
magistrate  or  that  policeman,  when 
the  whole  policy  of  his  allies,  on 
whom  depends  his  position,  is  incom- 
parably more  barbarous  and  more 
cruel  than  anything  ever  done  by  all 
the  magistrates  and  all  the  policemen 
in  the  world.  But,  Sir,  I  am  told 
that  whatever  my  views  may  be  upon 
the  action  of  the  National  League  in 
Ireland,  it  is  very  wrong  to  attack 
men  like  Mr.  Dillon  or  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Cork — because,  for- 
sooth, these  Gentlemen  are  politicians 
and  their  offences  are  political  offences, 
that  they  are  to  be  treated  in  a  totally 
different  manner  from  ordinary  offenders 
against  the  ordinary  law.  Now,  I  could 
quote,  but  I  will  not  quote,  the  opi- 
nions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  WUliam  Har- 


court)  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Sir  George  Trevelyan)  on  the 
subject  of  political  offences  when  they 
were  in  Office.  I  am  rather  bored 
with  proving  that  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  does  not  hold  the  same 
conviction  now  that  he  did  five  years  ago. 
I  think  the  House  will  take  these  quota- 
tions as  read.  Without,  therefore,  quoting 
these  ancient  and  musty  documents  I 
come  to  the  merits  of  the  case.  There 
are  three  methods,  as  far  as  I  under- 
stand, of  furthering  political  action  in 
Ireland,  and  of  carrying  out  the  great 
object  of  making  Ireland  a  nation. 
There  is  rebellion,  which  is  the  course 
recommended  by  the  Fenians,  and  which 
would,  no  doubt,  be  gladly  followed  by 
the  Gaelic  Association  and  others.  There 
is  the  method  of  assassination,  and 
there  is  the  method  which  I  will  describe 
roughly  as  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
These  are  the  three  methods  by  which 
the  modern  Irish  patriot  desires  to  free 
his  enslaved  country.  With  regard  to 
open  and  armed  resistance  I  have  no- 
thing to  say,  but  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  he  thinks  of 
political  assassination.  If  a  crime  is  not 
a  crime  because  its  object  is  political,  I 
presume  there  is  no  offence  more  poli- 
tical than  a  political  assassination. 
There  is  no  personal  end  to  be  gained  by 
the  assassination,  and  his  object  is  clearly 
of  a  political  character.  I  have  always 
heard  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
of  opinion  that  when  he  was  in  Office 
there  were  a  certain  number  of  persons 
in  America  and  in  Ireland  who  held  the 
opinion,  rightly  or  wrongly,  that  no- 
thing would  be  much  better  for  the  world 
than  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
no  longer  in  it.  Had  they  confined 
themselves  to  holding  that  opinion  they 
would  have  been  politicians ;  but  when 
they  proceed  to  devise  schemes  of  assas- 
sination I  want  to  know  whether  they 
did  or  did  not  cease  to  be  politicians? 
In  my  opinion  they  deserved  to  be 
hanged  like  dogs  when  they  were 
caught ;  but,  if  I  understand  the  modem 
doctrine  of  the  Badical  Party,  the  end 
justifies  the  means.  If  I  rightly  under- 
stand the  theory  of  the  Gladstone-Irish 
Party,  these  persons  would  be  political 
offenders  because  their  object  was  not  a 
personal  but  a  political  object.  Let  us 
take  a  particular  case.  I  should  like  to 
ask  those  who  hold  this  theory  of  poU* 
3  y  jj 
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tical  crime  what  they  think  of  this  in- 
stance of  it.  In  last  Autumn,  it  will 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House,  a 
certain  policeman  named  Whelehan  was 
murdered  in  his  attempt  to  save  the  life 
of  a  ^'landgrabber,'' as  he  was  called, 
named  Sexton.  It  was  given  in  evidence 
at  the  trial  by  one  of  the  witnesses  for 
the  Orown  that  he  was  moved  to  attempt 
the  crime  of  murdering  Sexton  by  a 
speech  delivered  by  Mr.  Dillon.  [*'  Oh, 
oh !  "]  Perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  read  the  evidence,  and  I  will 
quote  it  from  The  Freeman^ s  Journal.  He 
deposed  that  on  the  evening  of  the 
Ennis  meeting,  which  was  addressed  by 
Mr.  Dillon,  he  had  a  conversation  with 
Thomas  Leary,  who  said  that  in  con- 
sequence of  that  speech  he  had  deter- 
mined to  postpone  the  raid  which  he  had 
been  talking  about  because  the  land- 
grabbers  must  first  be  put  down,  and  the 
first  landgrabber  to  be  put  down  was 
Thomas  Sexton.  You  therefore  have 
this  chain  of  evidence.  Mr.  Dillon 
makes  a  speech,  which  I  presume  is  a 
political  speech,  saying  that  he  will  not 
tolerate  a  grabber.  A  man  who  had 
determined  on  certain  raids  in  the  county 
was  influenced  by  what  Mr.  Dillon  said. 
He  then  determined  to  attack  the  first 
grabber  he  met.  This  happened  to  be 
Sexton,  who  was  protected  by  the  police, 
and  the  protection  of  whose  life  cost  the 
life  of  Constable  Whelehan. 

Mb.  J.  E.  EEDMOND  (Wexford, 
N.) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  the  evidence  which  he  has 
just  read  is  the  evidence  of  a  witness 
who  swore  that  for  six  years  he  had 
been  in  the  pay  of  the  police  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  gave  way 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  thinking  in  my 
innocence  that  he  was  going  to  make  a 
relevant  interruption.  The  question 
which  I  want  to  ask  the  House  is  this. 
If  Mr.  Dillon  made  a  political  speech  in 
which  he  said  he  would  no  longer  tolerate 
landgrabbers,  was  it  a  political  crime 
to  attempt  to  murder  Sexton,  who  was  a 
landgrabber?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  seems  to  think  it  was  not. 
Then,  perhaps,  he  will  explain  how  it 
is  that  it  is  a  political  offence  to  urge 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  destroy  land- 
grabbers  while  it  is  not  a  political 
offence  to  proceed  to  carry  out  the  re- 
commendation. I  heard  an  interrup- 
tion just  now  to  the  effect  that  Mr. 
Dillon  did  not  ask  the  Irish  people  to 
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destroy  landgrabbers.  I  admit  that  that 
was  an  inaccurate  expression  on  my  part, 
Mr.  Dillon  takes  a  different  view.  It  is 
enough  for  him  that  a  landgrabber 
should  be  Boycotted,  that  he  should  be 
ruined  and  starved;  that  his  family 
should  be  involved  in  the  ruin  of  the 
master  of  the  house ;  that  he  should  be 
refused  the  necessaries  of  existence 
during  life  and  burial  after  death.  That 
was  enough,  I  know,  for  Mr.  Dillen  and 
for  the  hon .  Member  for  North-East  Cork. 
That  is  all  Mr.  Dillon  asks,  and  he  does 
not  call  that  crime.  But  can  he  complain 
if  some  of  his  disciples  are  more  ad- 
vanced than  their  master,  and  go  on  to 
put  an  end  to  life  ?  If  he  cannot  deny 
that,  then  the  advice  he  gave  was  as 
much  an  incitement  to  crime  as  any 
advice  ever  given.  I  have  here  an  in- 
teresting extract  of  a  speech  delivered 
at  Youghal  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  on  the  7th  of  Novem- 
ber last  year,  in  which  he  said  that  they 
had  given  up  the  use  of  fire-arms  for 
the  more  powerful  weapon  of  Boycot- 
ting, and  that  landlords  and  landgrab- 
bers feared  boycotting  more  than  snoot- 
ing. Observe  how  slight  is  the  differ- 
ence— in  my  opinion  at  all  events — 
between  the  doctrines  preached  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  and 
by  Mr.  Dillon  and  the  doctrines  which 
the  men  who  tried  to  murder  Sexton 
learnt  from  their  speeches.  In  order 
that  I  may  fully  justify  the  action  of  the 
Government  it  is  necessary  that  I  should 
say  a  few  words  about  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  told  us  there  are  no  cases  in 
which  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been 
defeated.  I  can,  however,  recall  to  mind 
three  cases  in  which  it  has  been  abso- 
lutely smashed — namely,  on  the  Ormsby 
estate,  County  Mayo,  on  the  Banon 
Estate  at  Broughall,  King's  County,  and 
on  the  estate  of  Lord  Massereene. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN:  Two  of  these 
estates  I  never  heard  of  in  my  life. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  That  shows 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  not  followed 
the  recent  course  of  Irish  politics.  I  do 
not  propose  to  go  into  those  cases  now, 
because  the  question  whether  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  has  failed  or  succeeded  is 
scarcely  relevant  to  the  issue  before  us. 
When  hon.  Members  defend  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  have  they  really  considered 
the  circumstances  of  the  Irish  tenant  ? 
Ho  is  at  this  moment  the  spoilt  child  of 
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to  terms  with  their  landlord,  they  can 
only  do  so  if  they  pay  the  rent  twice 
over,  first  to  the  banker  under  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  and  then  to  the  landlord. 
Therefore  there  is  no  room  for  compro- 
mise. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  .  I  bej  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  Upon  every 
estate  there  is  an  estate  committee  ap- 
pointed by  the  tenant,  with  entire  con- 
trol and  jurisdiction  over  the  funds,  and, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  estate  committee 
has  over  and  over  again  terminated  dis- 
putes by  a  compromise. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  At  all  events, 
the  compromise  is  a  thing  to  be  decided 
by  the  Members  of  the  National  League, 
who  determine  it  upon  political  grounds, 
and  it  is  not  decided  between  the  tenant 
and  the  landlord,  nor  is  it  left  to  them 
to  make  their  own  terms.  My  next 
complaint  against  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
IS,  that  is  involves  infinite  sufifering  to 
the  tenants.  Take  the  case  of  the 
Herbertstown  estate,  which  consists  of 
the  finest  grazing  land  in  Ireland.  In 
an  unhappy  moment  the  tenants  on  that 
estate  were  induced  to  adopt  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  and  they  were  all  evicted. 
The  landlord  is  now  farming  the  whole 
of  the  land,  and  farming  it  at  a  profit. 
There  has  not  been  for  many  years  such 
a  spring  for  the  Irish  tenants.  For 
many  years  there  has  been  a  great  strain 
upon  the  Irish  tenants.  But  the  price 
of  stock  has  now  risen  greatly,  and  the 
farmers  who  hold  stock  are  able  to  make 
profits.  From  these  profits  every  man 
who  has  adopted  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
is  excluded.  Sometimes  they  see  their 
holdings  falling  into  neglect  which 
years  cannot  repair.  Sometimes  they 
see  the  landlord,  sometimes  other  per- 
sons, reap  the  profits  which  they  might 
have  reaped  themselves.  I  have  said 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  broken 
down  on  three  estates ;  on  other  estates 
where  it  has  succeeded,  it  has  worked 
nothing  but  mischief.  On  the  Kingston 
estate,  instead  of  the  settlements  which 
the  tenants  would  have  got  if  they  went 
into  Court  or  arranged  with  their  land- 
lord, each  according  to  his  circumstances, 
there  has  been  an  all-round  reduction 
of  the  same  average  amount,  which  has 
been  far  too  great  in  some  cases  and  far 
too  little  in  others.  My  third  complaint 
against  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  that  it 
compels  solvent  tenants  not  to  pay  their 
rent.     A  careful  study  of  the  Irish  Press 


legislation.  No  tenantry  on  the  face  of 
the  earth  has  half  the  protection  which 
the  Irish  tenant  enjoys  at  this  moment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  told  the  House  that  when 
the  landlord  evicted  a  tenant  he  confiscated 
the  tenant's  property.  There  is  no  power 
on  the  part  of  the  landlord  to  confiscate 
any  tenant's  property.  The  tenant  may 
go  into  Court  and  have  a  fair  rent  fixed, 
and,  if  evicted,  he  can  carry  away  every 
6d.  worth  of  his  property.  I  admit  that 
tenants  may  have  to  leave  their  farms 
without  carrying  anything  out  of  them. 
But  whose  fault  is  that  ?  It  is  the  fault 
of  the  National  League.  Who  is  it  that 
turns  out  a  tenant  a  beggar  on  the  road- 
side ?  The  National  League.  It  is  the 
National  League  which  declares  a  farm 
Boycotted ;  it  is  the  National  League 
which  decides  when  a  tenant  is  evicted 
lor  non-payment  of  two  or  three  years' 
rent  that  he  shall  not  be  allowed  to 
realize  one  6d.  of  his  tenant  right,  which 
is  often  worth  20  years'  purchase. 
The  wrong  is  not  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lord, but  of  the  National  League.  It  is 
said  that  the  Plan  of  Cajpapaign  is 
moral.  To  determine  this  question 
you  must  consider  it  as  a  whole.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  simply  con- 
sidered how  far  the  terms  under  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  are  different  from 
the  terms  fixed  by  the  Land  Court.  Is 
that  the  way  to  test  the  morality  of  the 
transaction?  I  absolutely  deny  that 
such  a  comparison  is  in  any  sense  rela- 
tive to  the  question.  As  we  are  on  the 
morality  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
as  I  believe  I  shall  be  followed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  HealyJ,  I  should 
like  to  read  an  extract  from  a  speech  of 
his,  delivered  on  the  7th  of  December, 
1886,     He  said— 

*<  For  my  part,  when  I  hear  the  question 
of  morality  discussed  in  anything  that  concerns 
the  landlord  faction,  I  must  say  that  the 
morality  of  any  means  of  putting  them  down 
would  concern  me  very  little." 

I  say  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  prevents 
all  settlements  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  or,  at  any  rate,  makes  them  ex- 
tremely difficult.  All  settlements  are  in 
the  nature  of  compromise.  The  Plan  of 
Campaign  absolutely  excludes  compro- 
mise, because  the  money  has  been  paid 
into  the  hands  of  a  banker,  and  the 
tenants  have  no  further  control  over  it. 
However  much  they  may  desire  to  come 
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has  oonvinced  me  of  the  fact  that  in  Ire- 
land the  man  who  does  not  pay  his  rent 
to  his  landlord,  though  he  may  be  able 
to  do  80 — >the  man  who  does  not  fulfil 
his  obligations,  if  he  be  a  member  of  the 
National  League,  is  described  as  a 
patriot.  In  England  we  describe  such 
a  man  by  a  less  august  title — we  call 
him  a  swindler,  and  my  gpreat  com- 
plaint against  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
is  that  it  is  an  immoral  combination 
against  paying  rent.  It  involves  out- 
rage in  its  very  method;  it  involves 
compulsion,  it  involves  tyranny,  it 
involves  Boycotting,  it  involves  pre- 
venting derelict  farms  from  being  let.  I 
do  not  presume  that  this  statement  can 
be  disputed.  [**Yes."]  If  it  can  I 
should  like  to  know  how.  Doesihe  hon. 
Oentleman  deny  that  the  essence  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  is  that  if  a  landlord 
turns  out  a  tenant,  no  one  else  can  be 
allowed  to  go  on  to  the  farm  ?  That  I 
call  Boycotting  a  farm.  Every  one 
knows  that  Boycotting  farms  is  the  very 
essence  of  the  policy  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  Does  anybody  realize  the  full 
evil  to  the  industry  of  agriculture  in 
Ireland  which  is  now  being  efifected  by 
Boycotting  landgrabbers  ?  What  does 
it  amount  to?  It  amounts  to  keeping 
the  man  who  cannot  work  a  farm  in 
the  farm  and  keeping  out  the  man  who 
can.  The  hon.  Member  talks  as  if  the 
process  of  Boycotting  farms  was  confined 
to  men  who  had  been  turned  out  of  their 
farms  for  unjust  rent.  There  never 
could  be  a  grosser  delusion.  I  hope  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  read  one  very 
short  case,  which  shows  that  Land 
League  interference  is  not  confined  to 
cases  of  ordinary  tenancies.  It  is  a 
case  in  Clare.  A  property  in  Clare 
was  sold  in  the  Bankruptcy  Court. 
While  the  sale  was  going  on  the  land 
was  let  for  grazing  to  four  persons  who 
had  never  been  connected  with  the 
estate,  on  the  distinct  understanding 
that  it  was  merely  a  temporary  arrange- 
ment. The  sale  was  effected,  and  three 
out  of  the  former  tenants  stuck  to  their 
bargain.  They  were  grazing  tenants, 
and  they  at  once  gave  up  possession. 
But  the  fourth  of  those  grazing  tenants 
declined  to  do  so,  and  the  purchaser  was 
denounced  as  a  landgrabber — the  pur- 
chaser, that  is,  of  an  estate  in  the  Court 
of  Bankruptcy,  where  four  persons  had 
been  taken  on  temporarily  as  tenants. 
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Boycotting  notices  were  posted  up,  and 
the  man  who  acted  for  the  purchaser 
was  fired  at,  and  this  interesting  notice 
was  published — 

**  Men  of  gallant  Tipperarj,  Limerick,  and 
historic  Clare, — You  are  called  upon  by  the 
National  League  not  to  deal  or  bold  anj  inter- 
course with  Martin  Corbet  under  pain  of  death 
for  the  disgrace  be  has  caused  under  the  patron- 
age of  that  infamous  and  blood-stained  scoundrel 
Balfour,  bj  grabbing  a  farm  in  the  County  Clare, 
and  creating  an  unprecedented  act  by  paying 
twenty- three  years*  purchase  to  the  aid  of  the 
Crimes  Act," 

and  so  on.  And  the  result  of  that  was 
the  outrage  that  I  have  described.  Now, 
let  the  House  observe  that  there  was  an 
outrage  committed  simply  and  solely 
because  the  National  League  chose  to 
describe  as  a  landgrabber  a  man  who 
had  legitimately  purchased  land  let 
temporarily  to  a  tenant  who,  without  a 
shadow  of  justification,  in  spite  of  his 
bargain  chose  to  put  in  a  claim  to  per- 
petual possession. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  I  have  only  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  simple  question. 
He  has  chosen  to  connect  the  National 
League  with  the  case  he  has  read  to  the 
House.  I  will  ask  him,  as  I  am  re- 
sponsible for  the  organization,  as  I 
pledged  myself  to  the  House  that  in  no 
case  except  where  a  tenant  has  been 
unjustly  evicted  for  an  unjust  rent,  or 
where  he  has  surrendered  his  farm 
through  an  excessive  rent,  and  he  could 
not  pay,  has  that  organization  ever 
taken  up  a  case — ^I  will  ask  him  to  give 
a  single  proof  of  the  statement  he  has 
made. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  particular 
case  in  question  was  in  the  county  of 
Clare,  and  the  League  is  suppressed  in 
Clare.  The  farm  was  Boycotted  in  the 
name  of  the  National  League. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
rose  amid  loud  cries  of  '*  Order !  "  in  the 
midst  of  which  he  resumed  his  seat. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Time  is  so 
limited  that  I  cannot  give  any  proof. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  state,  as 
he  says  the  League  supported  this 
action,  that  I  myself,  at  the  National 
League  meeting  in  Dublin,  made  a 
speech  in  support  of  the  alleged  land- 
grabber. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  What  is  the 
use  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
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making  a  speech  in  DubHn  in  favour  of 
the  landgrabber  when  the  thing  oc- 
curred in  Clare  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  local  branch 
denounced  it,  too. 

Mb.A.J.BALFOIJE:  I  want  to  point  out 
to  the  House  that  this  system  of  opposing 
landgrabbing  is  not  only  directed  against 
the  landlords,  but  is  absolutely  fatal  to 
the  settlement  of  the  Land  Question  in 
Ireland.  You  talk  about  settling  the 
Land  Question  in  Ireland  by  purchase. 
How  do  you  mean  to  settle  the  Land 
Question  by  purchase  if  you  are  going 
to  permit  this  Boycotting  of  derelict 
farms,  if  you  allow  the  Irish  people  to 
think  they  act  rightly  when  they  shoot 
at  men  who  take  farms  from  which 
insolvent  tenants  have  been  expelled. 
How  on  earth  will  you  ever  be  able 
to  carry  out  any  system  of  land  pur- 
chase with  tolerable  success  if  you 
allow  practices  to  go  on  like  that  in 
the  case  I  have  referred  to?  You 
will  never  be  able  to  settle  the  Land 
Question  or  any  other  question  in 
Ireland  unless  you  establish  the  reign 
of  law.  Surely,  we  can  now  judge  of 
so-called  political  offences  of  this  cha- 
racter? We  can  now  judge  how  far 
Mr.  Dillon  is  a  political  offender,  and 
how  far  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  is  a  political  offender.  At 
the  door  of  these  so-called  political 
offenders  lies  all  the  suffering  which  has 
occurred  in  connection  with  Boycotted 
farms,  and  all  the  contests  that  have 
been  carried  on  in  this  fatal  spirit  to 
landlord  and  tenant.  They  have  directly 
preached  Boycotting,  and  they  have  in- 
directly preached  assassination.  I  con- 
fess I  sometimes  reflect  on  what  would 
be  thought  of  these  modern  Irish 
patriots  by  their  predecessors.  The 
cause  of  Ireland  has  been  vindicated  in 
former  days  by  arms  and  by  eloquence, 
and  I  ask  where  eloquence  and  arms 
have  again  and  again  failed  is  petty 
larceny  likely  to  succeed  ?  I  have 
but  little  more  to  say.  I  have  cut  my 
observations  as  short  as  I  could  ;  but  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  those  who 
framed  this  Besolution  were  really 
serious.  Did  they  seriously  believe  that 
Irish  disrespect  for  the  law  began  with 
the  present  Administration  ?  I  recollect 
a  speech  of  Mr.  Dillon's  in  1882,  in 
which  he  asked — *'Who  is  there  that 
understands,  or  pretends  to  understand, 
the  peasantry  of  Ireland,  and  will  say 


that  crime  and  outrage  have  not  the 
sympathy  of  the  Irish  peasantry?" 
That  was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Dillon  in 
1882,  and  if  that  opinion  was  well 
founded  in  1882,  how  can  Mr.  Dillon's 
Friends  below  and  above  the  Gangway 
oome  down  to  the  House  and  pretend 
to  say  that  we  are  responsible  for  the 
fact  that  the  Irish  peasantry  at  this 
moment  are  in  sympathy  with  crime 
and  outrage  ?  I  admit,  and  I  admit  it 
with  the  deepest  regret,  that  the  law  is 
not  loved  in  Ireland  for  its  own  sake. 
I  deny  absolutely,  however,  that  we  are 
responsible  for  that.  It  is  the  result  of 
a  long  and  melancholy  history — a  his- 
tory I  would  gladly  see  brought  to  an 
end.  When  you  attempt  to  conclude  from 
their  dislike  for  and  want  of  sympathy 
with  the  law  that  the  Crimes  Act  is  not 
necessary,  have  you  considered  the 
close  connection  between  the  exercise 
of  the  law  and  the  repression  of  crime  ? 
I  do  not  care  how  you  study  the  ques« 
tion  or  how  you  handle  the  facts.  If 
you  look  at  Irish  history  for  the  last  30 
years  you  will  ffnd  that  where  the  law 
has  been  vigorously  enforced,  where 
you  have  an  Act  under  which  justice  is 
administered  according  to  the  evidence, 
there  crime  diminishes ;  and  as  soon  as 
the  pressure  of  the  law  is  removed,  and 
the  criminal  finds  that  the  machinery  of 
the  law  is  defective,  there  you  will  find 
crime  increase.  In  vain  you  will  try 
to  associate  crime  with  eviction  or  any 
other  circumstance.  The  repression  of 
crime  in  Ireland  depends  upon  the 
Criminal  Law,  and  upon  the  Criminal 
Law  alone.  You  diminished  it  when 
you  passed  your  Criminal  Act  of  1871. 
It  sprang  up  when  you  relaxed  it  in 
1875.  It  rose  to  an  enormous  height 
in  1880.  It  sank  in  1882.  It  rose  again 
when  the  Act  came  to  an  end,  and  it  has 
again  sunk  under  the  new  Act.  If  you 
repealed  this  Act,  of  course  it  would  rise 
again.  Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has 
disputed  or  doubted  the  improvement 
that  has  occurred  in  the  country  since  the 
Crimes  Act  was  passed.  I  see  no  ground 
to  minimize  or  doubt  the  magnitude  of 
that  improvement.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman began  by  asking  me  whether 
there  has  been  a  crisis  imminent  in 
the  police.  Perhaps  he  will  allow  me 
to  re-assure  him  on  that  point.  He 
seemed  to  think  that  the  police  were 
resigning  in  large  numbers  and  were 
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showing  a  discontent  they  had  never 
shown  hefore.  Such  is  not  the  case. 
There  has  never  been  a  time  in  recent 
years  in  which  there  were  fewer  resigna- 
tions from  any  cause  in  the  police,  or  in 
which  there  were  a  larger  number  of 
candidates  anxious  to  enter  the  police. 
Never  was  there  a  time  when  the  police 
were  a  more  loyal,  a  more  contented,  or  a 
more  efficient  body.  Twenty  or  30  police- 
men have  resigned  in  the  last  year,  and 
most  of  them  on  so-called  political 
grounds  ;  but,  by  a  curious  coincidence, 
it  has  usually  been  the  case  that  the 
policemen  who  were  anxious  to  resign 
because  called  upon  to  administer  the 
Crimes  Act  have  been  policemen  whose 
services  would  have  been  dispensed  with 
in  any  case.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman went  on  to  discuss  crime.  He 
talked  of  the  small  improvement  in 
crime.  I  deny  that  the  improvement 
has  been  smaU.  If  you  compare  the 
five  months  at  the  beginning  of  this 
year  with  the  five  months  at  the  begin- 
ning of  last  year,  you  will  find  that  the 
improvement  in  agrarian  crimes,  exclu- 
sive of  threatening  letters,  is  no  less 
than  40  per  cent ;  and  I  do  not  think 
any  man  will  describe  that  improvement 
as  otherwise  than  an  important  and  a 
significant  improvement.  Then  I  come 
to  Boycotting.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  like  my  Boycotting  sta- 
tistics. I  do  not  wonder  at  that,  because 
they  absolutely  demolish  his  case.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dumfries  Burghs  (Mr.  K.  T. 
Heid)  said  we  never  rested  our  case 
originally  upon  crime.  I  grant  that; 
but  what  we  do  rest  our  case  upon  is 
intimidation  ;  and  if  you  examine  the 
statistics  you  will  find  that  in  this  re- 
spect the  improvement  has  been  prodi- 
gious. If  you  take  the  statistics  of  Boy- 
cotting in  July  last,  before  the  Act  came 
into  operation,  and  compare  them  with 
January  of  this  year,  the  improvement 
is  no  less  than  56  per  cent — in  other 
words,  more  than  half  ;  and  if  you  take 
them  up  to  the  end  of  last  month,  if  you 
include  the  first  five  months  of  this 
year,  you  will  find  the  improvement  no 
» less  than  70  per  cent.  When  you  come 
to  the  question  of  derelict  farms,  the 
improvement  is,  perhaps,  less  marked ; 
but  is  it,  therefore,  non-existent?  I 
say,  speaking  on  my  own  responsibility, 
and  forming  the  best  judgment  I  can, 
not  only  from  official  reports,  but  from 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfaiwr 


private  letters  received  from  every  part 
of  the  country — ^I  say,  without  hesita- 
tion, that  there  is  no  comparison  what- 
ever between  the  condition  of  Ireland 
in  May,  1888,  and  May,  1887,  in  any 
particular    whatever.     Derelict    farms 
are  taken  which  were  not  taken  before ; 
rents  are  being  largely  paid,  and  the 
social  condition  of  the  country,  except 
where  the   Plan  of  Campaign   exists, 
is  greatly  improved,  I  do  not  pretend 
that  the  question  is  solved.     It  would 
be  folly  to  suppose   that  after  six  or 
seven    months'   administration  of    the 
Crimes  Act  the  Irish  problem  would 
be  solved.     It  would  be  folly.     But  I 
say  this — that  if  you  are  merely  to  con- 
sider the  amount  of  suffering  we  have 
removed,  if  you  are  merely  to  consider 
the  amount  of  liberty  we  have  restored, 
if  you  are  merely  to  consider  the  num- 
ber of  persons  who  now  dare  to  do 
what   they  never    would    hare  dared 
to    do    before    the    Crimes  Act    was 
passed,  I  say  with  confidence  to  our  hon. 
Friends  who  have  supported  us  through 
the  laborious  Session  of  last  year,  your 
labour  has  not  been  thrown  away.     If 
from  the  moment  when  I  now  speak  the 
cloud  which  has  begun  to  break  should 
again  descend  upon  Ireland  with    all 
its    original    blackness,    even    then    I 
should  not  say  that  our  toil  has  been 
in  vain.     I  firmly  believe  the  contrary. 
I  believe  that  we  have    already  pro- 
duced results   which  should  make  us 
proud  of  having   worked  as  we  have 
worked,   for  the  objects  for  which  we 
have  worked.    There  are  many  hearts, 
from  one  end  of  Ireland  to  the  other, 
which  at  this  moment  are  thankful  that 
there  has  been  a  Unionist  Government 
in  power — a  Government   that,  at   all 
events,  has  shown  a  desire  and  a  resolu- 
tion to  break  down  the  vile  tyranny 
under  which  they  were  suffering.  [  CVi># 
of  **No!"]      I  am  aware  that   these 
views  are  not  shared  by  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.    They  have  a  different 
idea  on  the  subject.     They  are,  I  pre- 
sume, looking  forward  to  the  General 
Election,  about  which  we  hear  so  much, 
when  the  Unionist  Party  is  to  be  hurled 
into  insignificance.    Then,  I  suppose,  the 
golden  age  will  dawn  upon  us  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre), 
no  longer  deterred  by  the  fear  of  the 
law,   will  be  able  to  employ  his  siren 
voice  in  inducing  the  tenants  on  the 
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yariouB  estates  in  Ireland  to  combine 
against  their  just  debts.  Ag^culture, 
no  doubt,  will  not  flourish  then,  but 
Boycotting  will.  Farms  will  be  striotly 
entailed  upon  the  insolvent  and  the  in- 
competent tenants,  and  the  only  crime 
in  this  paradise  upon  earth  will  be 
paying  your  debts,  and  the  only  tribunal 
you  will  have  to  fear  will  be  that  of  the 
National  League.  [_Laughi0r.'\  Well, 
Sir,  I  suppose  that  men  of  all  Parties 
desire  the  good  of  Ireland.  [CVim  of 
"  Oh,  oh  ! "]  I  do  not  doubt  the  bona 
fiden  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — 
[An  hon.  Mehbbk  :  We  doubt  yours.] 
— but  we  have  different  methods  or 
obtaining  the  result  which  we  have  in 
view.  This  is  no  place  to  discuss  rival 
schemes,  and  I  shall  not  say  a  word 
about  the  fantastic  compromise  of  Home 
Bule  which  has  been  put  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks  will  gpratify  Irish 
national  aspirations.  We  take  another 
view  of  the  matter.  We  hope  to  see 
Ireland  amalgamated  with  the  other 
constituent  parts  of  the  British  Empire, 
sharing  our  institutions,  fostered  by 
our  wealth,  and  with  some  of  the  in- 
juries which  we  undoubtedly  inflicted 
upon  Irish  industry  in  the  last  century 
redressed.  We  hope  to  see  every  Irish- 
man rejoicing  in  a  community  of  senti- 
ment with  every  Englishman  and  Scotch- 
man, sharing  the  fortunes  of  the  British 
Empire  and  sharing  the  traditions  upon 
which  those  fortunes  are  founded.  But 
whether  the  compromise  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  or  our  own  idea  is  the  better, 
neither  the  one  nor  the  other  can  be 
based  upon  any  other  foundation  than 
that  of  law  and  order.  Every  super- 
structure that  you  may  raise  upon  a 
foundation  of  lawlessness  is  doomed 
beforehand  to  failure.  Do  you  suppose 
that  the  people  whom  you  are  debauch- 
iDg — you,  the  Irish  Party,  by  your 
positive  teaching,  and  you,  the  Opposi- 
tion, by  your  silence— will,  on  the 
morrow  of  the  establishment  of  an  Irish 
Bepublic,  become  lovers  of  law  and 
order,  or  that  the  Irish  Bepublic,  or  what- 
ever the  thing  is  to  be  called,  will  have 
the  slightest  chance  of  permanence  or  suc- 
cess ?  Do  you  suppose  that  lawbreakers 
will  be  good  law-makers  ?  In  the  course 
of  this  debate,  I  have  been  told  that  Mr, 
Dillon  is  the  flower  of  Irish  patriotism ; 
but  is  he  really  teaching  the  Irish  people 


a  lesson  by  which  they  will  be  able  to 
direct  their  future  course  ?  Our  methods, 
we  admit,  are  different.  The  experi- 
ment which  we  are  endeavouriDg  to 
carry  out  in  Ireland  of  restoring  law  and 
order  we  know  is  being  tried  under  the 
greatest  difficulties — difficulties  which 
are  largely  due  to  those  whom  we  ought 
to  be  able  to  claim  as  our  greatest 
allies,  as  they  have  already  been  en- 
gaged in  the  same  task,  who  know  what 
its  difficulties  are,  and  who  should 
appreciate  the  importance  of  our  efforts. 
But,  notwithstanding  those  difficulties, 
we  know  that  success,  even  more  than  we 
had  dared  to  hope  for,  has  already 
crowned  our  efforts.  Last  year,  when 
I  proposed  the  Crimes  Bill,  I  spoke  in 
hope ;  now  we  know  for  certain  that 
the  efforts  we  have  made  to  repress 
lawlessness  are  succeeding.  We  nave 
already  succeeded,  and  we  mean  to 
succeed  further  in  the  future.  But,  Sir, 
whether  or  not  in  the  future  we  are 
destined  to  carry  on  successfully  the  work 
we  have  initiated,  in  either  case  we  are 
assured  that  it  is  ouly  on  the  foundation 
of  honesty,  of  liberty,  and  of  law  that 
the  future  of  the  Irish  people  can  be 
safely  rested. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.):  I  notice, 
Sir,  that  the  cheers  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  greeted  by  his 
friends  were  far  more  hearty  when  he 
rose  to  begin  his  speech  than  when  he 
sat  down,  having  made  it.  The  circum- 
stance is  one  not  complimentary  to  him, 
and  it  has,  I  think,  something  more  than 
a  personal  significance.  However  that 
may  be,  we  are  able  to  discount  the 
cheers  which  have  just  been  heard  from 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House.  Sir, 
they  are  the  cheers  of  a  Party  which 
thankfully  took  power  from  our  hands 
three  years  ago  by  denouncing  and  re- 
nouncing coercion.  They  are  the  cheers 
ofjion.  Gentlemen  who  two  years  ago 
obtained  from  the  Englislr  people  ad- 
mission to  this  House  by  pledging  them- 
selves upon  the  platforms  of  the  country 
to  a  policy  of  anything  but  coercion,  and 
who  now,  at  the  end  of  a  year  of  coercion 
and  nothing  else,  look  forward  with 
some  discomfort  and  a  good  deal  of 
apprehension,  thinking  how  many  of 
those  20  years  of  resolute  government 
they  are  likely  to  see.  The  debate  on 
this  Motion — a  Motion  which  is  definite 
and  limited — has  travelled  far  and  wide. 
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I  shall  endeavour  to  keep  as  close  as  I 
can  to  the  subject,  but  in  that  I  shall 
not  imitate  the  example  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  I  would  first 
notice  two  of  his  observations  which 
throw  an  instructive  light  upon  that 
quality  of  candour  in  the  character  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  is  sup- 
posed to  be  the  first  boast  of  an  English 
gentleman,  and  which  is  considered  to 
be  the  essential  characteristic  of  an  Eng- 
lish Minister  of  State.  He  claims  our 
gratitude  for  the  information  he  placed 
in  our  hands,  and  he  connected  that 
statement  with  a  denial  of  the  references 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  to  the  case  of  Colonel  Turner. 
Why,  Sir,  in  the  case  of  Colonel  Turner 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  challenged 
to  grant  a  public  inquiry.  He  refused 
a  public  inquiry,  and  he  based  to-night 
his  denial  upon  official  information  which 
he  has  not  enabled  us  to  test.  I  lay 
down  to  this  House  a  statement  on  which 
I  challenge  contradiction.  It  is  this — 
that  the  Irish  Gt)vernment  never  yielded 
us  information  but  at  such  a  time  as 
takes  from  that  information  the  only 
value  which  information  could  have  by 
taking  out  of  our  hands  the  power  to  use 
that  information  to  check  the  correctness 
of  the  statements  of  the  Government  in 
this  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  referred  to  the  treatment  of  priests 
under  the  Act.  I  wish  the  House  to 
attend  to  this  statement,  because  it  gives 
us  a  most  signal  proof  of  the  candour  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He 
said  he  was  an  English  Protestant,  and 
that  he  allows  priests  to  wear  in  prison 
their  clerical  garb  in  obedience  to  a 
canonical  rule.  If  a  priest  in  Ireland 
committed  an  offence  against  the  ordinary 
law,  would  he  be  clothed  in  the  ordinary 
garb  ?  If  a  priest  committed  a  theft  or 
an  assault,  what  then  of  the  canonical 
rules.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  claims  to  be  a  man  of  courage,  but 
who  displays  in  this  House  many  signal 
qualities,  always  inseparably  associated 
with  cowardice,  says  he  does  not  put 
Irish  priests  in  the  prison  garb.  I  will 
tell  him  the  reason  he  does  not  put  priests 
in  prison  garb.  Because  Father  Eyan 
refused  to  put  it  on,  and  courageous  as 
he  is,  successful  as  he  is,  he  does  not 
care  to  prove  his  courage  and  stake  his 
success  by  using  physical  force  against 
the  priests  of  Ireland.  His  xeferences 
to  the  treatment  of  priests  is  a  dear  proof 
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that  he,  in  his  own  mind,  makes  distinc- 
tions which  he  never  admits  he  makes — 
that  he  does  make  a  distinction  between 

Political  prisoners  and  ordinary  prisoners, 
he  magistrates  also  admit  it,  because 
in  all  cases  in  which  priests  were  the 
defendants  they  committed  them  as  first- 
class  misdemeanants ;  and  finally  upon 
this  point,  although  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  continually  professed  that 
the  discipline  of  the  prisons  of  Ireland 
is  not  placed  in  his  hands,  he  proved  by 
his  references  that  he  persoiially  and 
directly  controls  the  treatment  and  the 
fate  of  every  prisoner  in  every  prison  in 
Ireland.  I  make  him.  Sir,  a  present  of 
the  value  of  the  arguments  by  which  in 
this  Assembly  of  English  Gentlemen  he 
has  proved  his  manly  candour.  He  has 
proved  his  title  to  be  considered  a  man 
of  honour  by  slandering  an  abeent  man 
whom  he  has  put  into  prison.  I  am 
glad.  Sir,  he  has  referred  to  the  Whele- 
han  case,  because  it  will  enable  me  in  a 
very  few  words  to  place  before  this 
House  the  principles  and  the  methods 
of  the  present  Administration  in  Ire- 
land. He  has  stated  that  a  witness  in 
the  course  of  the  inquiry  into  that  case 
swore  that  he  was  told  by  another  per- 
son that  that  person  was  incited  by  a 
speech  of  Mr.  Dillon  to  commit  an  out- 
rage. Who  was  that  witness  ?  Let  the 
House  and  let  the  country  understand 
the  instruments  the  Government  em- 
ploys, and  the  kind  of  witnesses  the  Go- 
vernment cites  in  dealing  with  the  cause 
of  Ireland.  This  wituess  was  one  of  the 
most  infamous  wretches  whose  existence 
has  ever  constituted  a  disgrace  to  human 
nature.  This  witness  was  Cullinane,  the 
informer,  who  was  for  six  years  in  the 
pay  of  the  police,  and  who  was  a  fre- 
quent inmate  of  the  Informers'  Home  in 
Dublin.  Upon  the  night  of  the  murder 
of  Whelehan,  Cullinane,  the  paid  spy  of 
the  police,  by  an  arrangement  with 
Whelehan,  led  and  accompanied  the 
attacking  party  to  the  house  where  an 
ambush  was  laid  for  their  reception. 
Cullinane  it  was  who  incited  and  pro- 
duced that  crime.  Cullinane  was  a  man 
who  had  been  twice  in  the  Army,  and 
who  had  twice  deserted — a  man  who 
had  been  seven  times  convicted  of  crime 
and  seven  times  imprisoned.  He  was  a 
creature — I  will  not  say  a  man — who 
had  been  convicted  and  imprisoned  for 
a  criminal  assault  upon  a  child  of  three 
years,  and  while  he  was  suffering  hici 
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of  these  two  hon.  Gentlemen  can  secure 
what  they  have  often  secured  before— 
the  triumphant  defeat  of  their  candidate. 
Why  have  the  Kerry  murders  been  in- 
troduced into  this  debate  ?  The  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  impeaches  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Crimes  Act ;  but  has 
the  Moyer  of  it,  or  any  other  speaker 
in  the  course  of  this  debate,  laid  blame 
at  the  door  of  the  Government,  or  called 
in  question  the  use  of  the  Crimes  Act  in 
reference  to  the  Kerry  murders  or  to 
any  acts  that  men  understand  as  crime  ? 
We  have  been  told  that  but  for  the 
Crimes  Act  these  murderers  would  not 
have  been  punished.  Why  not?  We 
are  told  that  Mrs.  Quirke,  the  widow  of 
the  murdered  man,  was  in  fear  of  giving 
evidence.  Why  could  she  not  have 
been  examined  in  private  in  the  ordi- 
nary way,  or  why  could  her  information 
not  have  been  taken  secretly,  as  infor- 
mations were  taken  in  the  library  of 
Mr.  Olphert's  private  residence  in  Done- 
gal ?  But  she  could  not  have  been  in 
fear  of  giving  evidence  under  the  ordi- 
nary law,  because  that  fear  would  have 
applied  equally  to  her  examination 
when  she  was  publicly  examined  at  the 
trial  at  Wicklow.  That  reason  goes  by 
the  board.  We  are  told  that  a  verdict 
could  not  be  obtained  without  a  change 
of  venue,  and  that  a  change  of  venue 
could  not  have  been  obtained  without 
a  Crimes  Act ;  but  that  is  not  so, 
for  a  change  of  venue  can  be  obtained 
by  the  ordinary  law  in  cases  in  which 
the  Government  show  cause ;  and  even 
without  a  change  of  venue  they  can,  by 
the  time-honoured  practice  of  *'  standing 
aside"  the  jurors  whom  they  dislike, 
they  can  obtain,  even  in  Kerry,  a  jury 
suitable  to  their  taste  and  entirely  ade- 
quate to  their  purpose.  Why  did  the 
Government  so  constantly  in  this  debate 
refer  to  these  murders?  Sir,  the 
agrarian  question  in  Ireland  is  not  a 
new  one,  and,  unhappily,  agrarian  mur- 
ders in  Ireland  are  not  new.  Ever 
since  you  planted  in  Ireland  your  fatal 
agrarian  system,  since  you  have  main- 
tained it  by  your  power,  murder  and 
violence  have  been  its  fruit.  Go  back 
a  few  years,  go  back  to  any  agrarian 
crisis  before  the  Land  League  or  the 
National  League,  and  you  will  find  that 
where  there  were  evictions  by  tens  of 
thousands,  the  murders  might  be  counted 
not  by  the  unit  but  by  the  hundred| 


sentence  for  that  criminal  assault  the 
Government  released  him.  The  Govern- 
ment released  this  monster,  this  libel 
upon  human  nature,  before  his  sentence 
was  completed,  and  they  released  him 
to  take  him  into  their  pay  and  send  him 
about  the  country  propagating  crime,  to 
constitute  him  one  of  their  agents  in 
Ireland  to  propagate  crime,  because 
they  know  that  crime  is  the  political 
and  essential  stock-in-trade  of  the  Party 
now  in  power.  This  is  the  witness 
called  against  Mr.  Dillon.  This  is  the 
witness  who  has  been  called  against  a 
man  to  whom  the  better  part  of  his  poli- 
tical opponents  will  certainly  not  deny 
respect,  and  yet  upon  this  witness  they 
are  asked  to  stake  the  reputation  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  of  the 
whole  Government  of  Ireland,  as  against 
a  man  who  in  worth  of  achievement  and 
nobility  of  character  has  never  been  sur- 
passed either  in  Ireland  or  England. 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  called  before 
this  Assembly  of  English  gentlemen  as 
a  witness  this  vile  informer,  this  Go- 
vernment spy,  this  propagator  of  crime, 
this  convulser  of  the  community  in  Ire- 
land. This  episode  of  the  infamous 
villain  Cullinane,  the  informer,  will 
enable  the  House  to  judge  how  far  and 
in  what  degree  it  will  be  wise  for  the 
House  and  for  the  people  of  England  to 
scrutinize  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  described  as  information.  I  have 
said  that  this  debate  has  travelled  far 
and  wide,  and  I  have  now  to  ask  how  it 
has  happened  that  so  much  of  the  debate 
has  been  occupied  by  the  murders  of  the 
County  Kerry  ?  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  has  referred 
to  them,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell)  both  referred  to 
them,  and  of  the  speeches  of  these  Gen- 
tlemen I  am  delighted  to  say  that  I  was 
very  glad  to  hear  them,  for  the  cause  of 
Ireland  will  win  by  referring  it  to  im- 
partial judges,  and  there  is  no  impartial 
judge  who  would  not  be  disgusted  by 
the  rancorous  tone  of  their  speeches  and 
by  the  shallowness  and  by  the  false 
irrationality  of  their  case.  I  was  glad 
to  hear  these  Gentlemen,  because  they 
are  always  useful  to  the  cause  of  Ire- 
land. Why,  at  the  present  there  is 
only  one  spot  in  the  world  where  they 
could  b6  more  useful,  and  that  is  in  the 
Isle  of  Thanet,  where  the  united  forces 
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and  outrages  not  by  the  hundred  but 
by  thousands.  What  has  been  the 
cause  of  the  salutary  change  by  which 
the  murder  bill  has  been  lessened  and 
crime  decreased  ?  It  has  been  due  to 
two  things — combination  amongst  the 
people,  and  organization  springing  from 
that  cause.  With  the  Land  League  we 
have  had  the  Land  Act  of  1 88 1 ;  with  the 
National  League  we  have  had  the  Land 
Act  of  last  year.  Without  combination 
and  organization  we  would  have  had 
neither  one  nor  the  other,  and  if  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  his 
Friends  had  their  way  we  would  have 
had  neither  of  those  Acts,  and  Lreland 
at  the  present  moment  would  be  in  this 
condition,  that  the  landlord  could  increase 
the  rent  at  his  pleasure,  that  eviction 
would  be  executed  at  his  caprice,  and  the 
tillers  of  the  soil  would  have  been 
tenants  at  will.  Judging  by  past  ex- 
perience, a  continuance  of  that  system 
would  provoke  resentment,  and  cruelty 
on  the  part  of  the  landlord  would  be 
met  by  murder  and  outrage,  and  the 
change  has  occurred  through  combina- 
tion and  organization,  and  through  the 
legislation  forced  by  that  organization. 
For  the  change  which  has  occurred,  and 
the  legislation  which  has  been  passed, 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has  to 
thank  the  man  whom  he  and  his  Friends 
have  denounced  to-night.  If  he  and  his 
Colleagues  could  have  had  their  way,  Ire- 
land to-day  would  be  given  over  to 
cruelty  on  the  part  of  the  landlord  and 
to  crime  on  the  part  of  those  who  suffered 
that  cruelty.  But  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  referred  to  the  Kerry  mur- 
ders in  order  to  shift  the  true  issue 
before  the  country,  and  to  raise  a  false 
issue  instead.  Why  did  he  defend  him- 
self where  he  was  not  attacked?  Be- 
cause where  he  was  attacked  he  was 
conscious  he  had  no  defence.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  right  of 

fublic  men  to  change  their  opinions, 
have  read  a  poem  that  was  once 
written  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Nobody, 
I  suppose,  who  was  not  in  the  secret 
ever  before  suspected  him  of  poetry, 
and  nobody  certainly  would  have  ex- 
pected from  him  an  eulogium  upon 
Ireland ;  but.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman once  wrote  a  poem  in  praise  of 
the  Irish  race.  The  poem  closed  with  a 
striking  eulogium  of  the  matchless 
spirit  of  the  Celt.     Well,  Sir,  the  spirit 
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of  the  Celt  may  not  be  matchless,  but  I 
promise  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer it  will  be  too  much  for  him.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  challenged  the  Mover  of 
this  Motion  when  he  asked  whether  a 
legacy  of  respect  for  the  law  in  Ireland 
and  the  people's  affection  were  be- 
queathed to  us  by  the  Government 
Uiat  went  before  us  ?  I  say  it  was 
so  bequeathed.  This  is  a  Motion  in 
which  the  conduct  of  the  worst  Chief 
Secretary  that  Ireland  has  ever  seen 
is  impeached  by  the  best  Chief  Se- 
cretary ever  sent  to  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle,  during  his  brief  administra- 
tion, did  inspire  respect  for  law,  because 
his  Government  attracted  the  confidence 
of  the  people.  He  attracted  to  the  Gh>- 
vemment  the  affection  of  the  people  be- 
cause he  proved  that  his  Government 
desired  the  good  of  Ireland,  and  in- 
tended to  promote  it.  He  promoted  the 
common  interests  of  this  Bealm  because 
he  led  the  Irish  people  and  the  different 
peoples  to  unite  themselves  together  in 
what  is  the  only  sure  and  lasting  bond 
— the  bond  of  a  voluntary  union,  the 
bond  of  common  interest.  I  say  he 
handed  down  to  the  present  Government 
a  legacy  of  respect  for  the  law  and  an 
affection  for  the  Government;  and  if 
any  Member  of  this  House  feels  inclined 
to  challenge  this  statement,  I  ask  him 
if  the  public  life  of  this  country  in  re- 
cent years  supplies  any  parallel  to  such 
a  demonstration  of  popular  affection  as 
the  farewell  that  was  given  to  the  Earl 
of  Aberdeen,  or  the  reception  given  by 
the  people  of  the  capital  of  Ireland  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  when  he  visited  it  at  the 
opening  of  this  year?  Yes,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  bequeath  to 
his  Successors  a  legacy  of  respect  for 
law  and  an  affection  for  Gt)vernment, 
and  the  highest  compliment  that  I  can 
pay  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
strongest  proof  that  can  be  given  of  his 

Sower,  is  this,  that  though  his  Successor 
as  gravely  impaired  the  legacy  of  re- 
spect and  affection  bequeathed  to  him, 
he  has  not  yet  been  able  to  destroy  it 
utterly,  and.  Sir,  I  entertain  the  hope 
that  when  the  Liberal  Unionist  aber- 
ration of  intellect  shall  have  passed 
away,  and  when  sanity  shall  resume  its 
sway,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle will  return  to  Ireland  as  the  last 
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Imperial  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  If  it  can  be  proved  that 
the  Government  have  undermined  re- 
spect for  the  law  the  rest  of  the  Motion 
must  stand,  because,  where  they  do,  the 
minds  of  the  people  must  be  estranged 
from  the  Government,  and  where  the 
minds  of  the  people  are  estranged  not 
only  are  the  interests  of  the  Eealm 
damaged  but  the  stability  of  the  Bealm 
is  endangered.  There  are  just  two 
ways  and  no  more  for  producing  respect 
for  the  law.  You  may  do  it  by  terror, 
and  you  may  produce  it  by  deserving 
the  confidence  of  the  people.  I  ask 
how  the  Coercion  Act  produced  the  re- 
spect that  is  due  to  fear  ?  Turn  to  the 
1st  section  of  the  Act  by  which  the 
Government  were  authorized  and  em- 
powered to  set  up  a  Star  Chamber  in  Ire- 
land. It  has  been  set  up  in  different 
parts  of  Ireland,  and  what  has  happened 
under  it?  Impudent  agents  of  the 
Government  have  impertinently  at- 
tempted to  introduce  themselves  into 
the  most  private  and  confidential  affairs 
of  life.  They  have  attempted  to  come 
between  father  and  son,  between 
parishioner  and  priest,  between  banker 
and  client.  In  various  parts  of  Ireland 
men  in  different  grades  of  society  have 
been  sent  to  prison,  some  for  taking  no 
notice  of  the  summons,  some  for  declining 
to  take  the  oath,  and  some  for  flinging 
back  impertinent  questions,  and  I  lay 
down  without  fear  of  contradition  that 
in  no  one  case  where  a  man  has  been 
imprisoned  for  contumacy  has  his  im- 
prisonment succeeded  in  compelling  him 
to  answer.  Your  Star  Chamber  has 
proved  to  be  a  dead  letter.  One  of  the 
principal  purposes  of  the  Coercion  Act 
was  me  suppression  of  the  National 
League.  Have  they  suppressed  the 
National  League?  We  are  already 
confronted  with  the  evidence  of  two 
Members  of  the  Government,  one  of 
whom  says  it  is  a  thing  of  the  past,  and 
another  that  it  has  a  ubiquitous  exist- 
ence. The  National  League  has  nomi- 
nally been  suppressed  in  certain  dis- 
tricts, but  where  it  has  been  suppressed 
proof  is  given  in  the  new  interest  and 
fresh  vigour  of  its  existence.  Only  the 
other  day  a  priest  who  was  summoned 
for  attending  a  National  League  meeting 
was  escorted  to  the  Court  by  500  men 
wearing  cards  of  membership  in  their 
hats.  This  Act  was  aimed  at  the  liberty 
of  the  Press.    Editors  and  printers  have 


been  imprisoned  for  reporting  the 
meetings  of  suppressed  branches.  The 
Government    have    chased  and   cuffed 

goor  newsboys  about  the  street.  They 
ave  punished  men  selling  newspapers 
with  reports  of  suppressed  meetings  by 
long  terms  of  imprisonment.  Have  they 
stopped  the  publication  of  tlieso  reports? 
No ;  they  have  increased  them.  They 
are  widely  published  in  the  popular 
Press  of  Ireland  and  are  read  with  more 
avidity.  If  proof  were  wanted  I  have 
here  a  copy  of  a  newspaper  of  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  a  very 
careful  student — it  is  United  Ireland  of 
last  Saturday,  and  I  find  on  its  lead- 
ing page  the  heading  ''Suppressed 
Branches,"  followed  by  several  columns 
of  this  prohibited  matter.  The  League 
is  altogether  suppressed  in  the  County 
Clare.  It  is  there  a  thing  of  the  past, 
yet  I  find  that  there  were  held  and  are 
here  reported  the  meetings  of  14 
branches,  and  in  almost  every  one  of 
them  a  parish  clergyman  was  in  the  chair. 
Law  never  falls  into  such  utter  disrepute 
as  when  it  is  seen  to  be  impotent  as  well 
as  repulsive.  If  the  Leader  of  the  House 
were  here  I  would  put  the  question  to 
him ;  but  he  has  contracted  a  habit  of 
saying  ''Certainly,  Sir,"  which  detracts 
from  the  value  of  his  evidence.  I  would 
therefore  ask  any  independent  Member 
of  the  House  whether  the  Government, 
in  order  to  cover  their  defeat,  have  not 
abandoned  themselves  to  a  fiction.  That 
is  what  has  occurred,  for  they  havo 
stated  that  the  National  League  haa 
been  suppressed,  when,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  action  of  the  Gh>vemment  has 
tended  to  strengthen  it.  Well,  I  think 
the  Act  has  not  promoted  but  it  has  un« 
dermined  and  annihilated  the  respect  of 
the  people.  Has  it  not  undermined  the 
respect  that  is  due  to  the  sense  of  the 
people  that  law  is  conceived  in  their  in- 
terest and  administered  for  their  good  ? 
I  turn  again  for  one  moment  to  the  Ist 
section  of  the  Act.  Why  did  not  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  his  long 
and  tortuous  speech,  explain  why,  within 
the  last  few  days,  he  applied  the  1st 
section  to  the  County  and  the  City  of 
Dublin?  Se  would  not  allege  crime. 
He  could  not  allege  disturbance.  We 
have  before  us  the  Eeport  of  the  Com- 
mission Judge,  and  he  had  before  him 
the  Beport  of  the  Inspector  of  Police, 
and  the  police  in  Ireland  take  notice  not 
only  of  crimes  but  of  symptoms,  and  the 
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Judges  from  the  Bencli  discuss  symp- 
toms as  well  as  crimes.  If  there  had 
been  anythiDg  to  call  for  notice  in  the 
state  of  the  County  or  the  City  of  Dublin 
the  Inspector  of  Police  would  have  noted 
it  in  his  Report,  and  the  Judge  would 
haye  made  it  the  subject  of  comment  in 
his  charge.  There  is  no  crime ;  but  be- 
cause he  apprehends  crime  in  the  County 
and  the  City  of  Dublin  he  yery  arbi- 
trarily, and  without  a  shadow  of  cause, 
has  applied  to  that  county  and  city  the 
1st  section  —  has  applied  to  500,000 
people  the  humiliation  and  the  insult  of 
wantonly  setting  up  a  Star  Chamber  in 
their  midst,  and  all  that  he  can  say  in 
defence  of  his  unaccountable  action  is 
that  although  crime  does  not  exist  in 
Dublin,  that  something  may  be  done  in 
Dublin  at  some  time  or  another  that  may 
blossom  into  crime.  Sir,  reasoning  like 
that  would  justify  the  massacre  of  the 
innocents.  That  also  was  taking  time 
by  the  forelock.  That  was  a  measure 
of  State  policy  conducted  by  a  high 
official  with  yery  much  the  same  object, 
for  certain  infants  were  got  out  of  the 
way  for  fear  that  when  gprown  up  that 
they  might  blossom  into  agitators.  I, 
Sir,  haye  a  right  to  speak  for  the  citizens 
of  Dublin,  and  I  tell  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  if  he  dares  without  a  shadow 
of  a  cause  of  justi6cation  to  set  up  his 
Star  Chamber  in  that  City,  after  haying 
inflicted  the  humiliation  and  insult  of 
authorizing  the  establishment  of  that 
Chamber — if  he  sets  that  Chamber  at 
work  and  lays  eyery  citizen  of  Dublin 
open  to  haye  his  priyate  affairs  examined 
without  any  means  of  yindicating  his 
character  before  the  public — I  tell  him 
that  if  a  Star  Chamber  is  set  up  in 
Dublin,  the  inquisition  will  be  seyerely 
dealt  with.  I  ask,  is  not  respect  for  law 
undermined  when  men  can  haye  no  re- 
spect for  its  administration  ?  The  prin- 
cipal use  of  this  Act  is  the  administra- 
tion of  the  summary  powers  conferred 
by  it.  And  who  are  the  men  who  are 
administering  those  powers  ?  We  haye 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  Eesident 
Magistrates.  They  are  the  most  non- 
descript and  maudlin  collection  of 
curiosities  in  the  Public  Service  of  the 
world.  They  receiye  a  certiOcate  of 
competency  which  would  no  doubt  be 
useful  to  them  if  they  were  but  jockeys. 
Who  are  those  men  ?  A  few  of  them 
are  briefless,  a  score  of  them  are  incapa- 
citated  commanderSi  another  score  of 
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them  are  ex-officers  of  the  police,  and 
some  of  them,  to  my  own  knowledge, 
are  men  who  were  mere  ignorant  idlers, 
pitchforked  on  to  the  coercion  bench  for 
no  better  reason  that  any  man  can  dis- 
cover than  that  the  Goyemment  were 
satisfied  by  their  practical  experience  as 
to  their  being  fit  for  nothing  useful,  and 
that,  therefore,  they  might  possibly  be 
fit  for  that.  These  magistrates,  in  the 
main,  have  no  practical  knowledge  of 
the  law,  and  no  experience  of  public 
affairs,  and  they  are  opposed  by  social 
prejudice  and  personal  interest  to  the 
mass  of  the  people.  Let  me  give  two 
or  three  examples  of  them.  Mr.  Hamil- 
ton is  a  man  who  fawned  upon  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  when  he 
thought  the  Home  Kule  Bill  might  pos- 
sibly become  law.  He  is  the  same  Mr. 
Hamilton  who  wrote  a  letter  to  you.  Sir, 
and  who  was  unable  to  state  the  charge 
in  legal  language.  Then  there  is  Colonel 
Carew,  who  declared  from  the  Bench 
that  he  represented  the  Crown,  and  who 
said  that  he  had  received  his  orders 
from  the  Government  and  dared  not 
disobey  them.  I  can  easily  belieye  him. 
Obedience  to  the  will  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  and  the  satisfying  of 
his  desires  is  the  condition  on  which 
these  men  receive  their  appointments. 
Mr.  Dillon,  another  of  these  magistrates, 
declared  from  the  Bench  that  a  Pro- 
clamation from  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  made  a  meeting  illegal,  and 
that  the  Proclamation  had  been  issued 
by  virtue  of  the  Coercion  Act,  while  we 
who  are  neither  lawyers  nor  magistrates 
are  well  aware  that  no  Proclamation  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  or  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  can  make  a  meeting 
illeg^,  and  that  even  if  it  could  be,  he 
has  no  power  to  issue  proclamations. 
Captain  Massey  and  Mr.  Irwin,  two 
more  of  these  magistrates,  have  laid 
down  from  the  Bench  the  doctrine  that 
the  Coercion  Act  overturns  the  funda- 
mental rule  of  law  because  in  it  they 
ruled  that  the  onus  of  proof  of  guilt  does 
not  lie  upon  the  Crown,  but  that  the 
onus  of  proof  of  innocence  lies  upon  the 
defendant.  Mr.  Cecil  Koche  imagines 
that  when  he  consented  to  state  a  case 
that  the  option  of  the  Court  to  which 
the  case  was  to  be  stated  lay  not  with 
the  defendant  but  with  himself.  Mr. 
Cecil  Koche  gives  a  man  a  month  in  gaol 
for  laughing  at  a  policeman,  and  Mr. 
Cecil  Boche  gets  himself  into  a  judicial 
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temper  and  beats  the  people  with  his 
Btiok  before  he  goes  on  the  Bench,  and 
after  his  judicial  duties  are  over  sallies 
out  from  the  Bench  and  escorts  the 
prisoners  to  a  railway  station.  His  cus- 
tom— or,  at  any  rate,  he  has  upon 
more  than  four  occasions  ordered  a  rifle 
butt  end  charge  at  the  people  in  the 
street,  and  takes  a  leading  part  in  the 
attack  himself.  Those  are  the  admini- 
strators of  the  law,  and  those  being  the 
administrators  of  the  law,  what  respect 
for  law  can  there  be  ?  One  of  the  many 
pie-crust  pledges  made  by  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  to  the  House  during 
the  passage  of  the  Act  was  upset  when 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  assured 
us  the  other  day  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  stipendiaries  to  state  a  case  when  re- 
quired except  upon  a  frivolous  applica- 
tion. Now,  Sir,  I  have  followed  closely, 
except  for  one  period  of  six  weeks,  the 
whole  course  of  the  Coercion  Act,  and  I 
lay  down  broadly  this  assertion,  that  it 
has  been  the  almost  invariable  rule  of 
the  stipendiaries  under  this  Act  to  refuse 
to  state  their  reasons  and  to  refuse  to 
record  the  ground  of  the  application  and 
to  refuse  to  state  a  case,  no  matter  how 
good  the  ground  of  application  might 
be.  But  how  was  it  with  regard  to  ap- 
peals ?  The  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
promised  an  appeal  in  every  case.  How 
has  the  pledge  been  kept  ?  The  law  was 
left  in  such  a  condition  that  no  man 
could  get  an  appeal  at  all  unless  his 
sentence  exceeded  imprisonment  for  a 
month.  Although  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  ingeniously  pretends  that  he 
has  no  control  over  the  Kesident  Magis- 
trates, and  that  he  does  not  direct  their 
action,  I  would  recall  the  memory  of  this 
House  to  his  speech  to  his  own  consti- 
tuents last  year,  where  he  pointed  out  to 
his  constituents,  but  really  to  his  ser- 
vants in  Ireland,  the  inconvenience  of 
long  sentences  and  the  inconvenience  of 
allowing  public  men  to  be  at  large  in 
the  interval  between  the  infliction  of  the 
sentence  and  the  hearing  of  the  appeal, 
and  the  superior  advantage  of  the  inflic- 
tion of  short  sentences  from  that  point 
of  view.  The  effect,  Sir,  was  instant 
and  signal.  The  speech  was  as  effective 
as  a  circular  from  Dublin  Castle.  The 
stipendiaries  forthwith  began  to  pass 
short  sentences  of  a  month  and  under, 
which  deprived  the  men  upon  whom 
they  were  inflicted  of  their  right  of  ap- 
peal.    In  case  that  might  not  be  satis- 


factory to  the  Government  owing  to  the 
lightening  of  the  punishment,  the  plot 
was  completed  by  the  lawyers  of  the 
Crown,  for  they  initiated  at  the  same 
time  a  system  of  cumulative  sen- 
tences— a  system  repugnant  to  the  idea 
of  justice  and  the  spirit  of  the  law — a 
principle  by  which  they  carved  out  of 
the  same  Act  a  series  of  offences  and  of 
charges.  As,  for  instance,  Sir,  if  a  man 
made  a  speech  at  a  public  meeting  they 
charged  him  first  with  an  unlawful 
assembly,  they  charged  him  then,  for 
the  same  speech,  with  taking  part  in  un- 
lawful conspiracy  to  incite,  and  then 
they  charged  him  with  inciting  other 
people  to  take  part  in  the  conspiracy. 
Upon  each  of  these  three  charges  the 
man  was  tried,  and  upon  each  of  them  a 
separate  sentence  was  inflicted.  These 
separate  sentences  amounted  to  a  gfood 
long  term.  The  Government  were  satis- 
fied by  the  severity  of  the  sentences, 
and  the  liberties  of  the  subject  in  Ireland 
were  absolutely  left  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  and  his  menials  at  the 
bar  and  on  the  Bench ;  but  the  progress 
went  one  step  further,  and  was  con- 
ducted in  this  way — when  a  sentence  was 
passed  upon  a  public  man  long  enough 
to  allow  him  to  appeal,  he  was,  upon 
being  admitted  to  bail,  immediately  re- 
arrested, tried  upon  another  charge, 
and  put  into  gaol  for  a  period  not  long 
enough  to  entitle  him  to  appeal,  but 
long  enough  to  embarrass  his  defence 
and  to  keep  him  in  prison  until  his 
appeal  came  on  to  be  heard.  I  will 
refer  to  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Gal  way  (Mr.  Sheehy),  who 
was  imprisoned  for  a  public  speech.  He 
was  charged  with  delivering  a  public 
speech.  He  was  sentenced  to  imprison- 
ment for  three  months.  He  was  ad- 
mitted to  bail,  and  the  moment  he  had 
given  bail  and  was  set  at  liberty,  upon 
leaving  the  Court  he  was  re* arrested 
and  was  taken  to  Clonmel.  He  was 
there  tried  in  respect  of  a  speech  which 
had  already  been  used  against  him  in 
his  trial  at  Roscommon  —  which  had 
been  used.  Sir,  to  ensure  his  convic- 
tion; and,  to  increase  the  measure  of 
his  guilt,  he  was  sentenced  a  second 
time  upon  that  speech  to  be  imprisoned 
for  a  term  short  enough  to  prevent  him 
from  appealing,  and  then  during  that 
term  he  was  kept  in  prison  he  was  pre- 
vented from  arranging  and  preparing 
his  defence,  and  he  was  taken  from  the 
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prison  to  the  hearing  of  his  appeal  into 
the  midst  of  his  own  constituents  in  the 
garb  of  a  common  criminal.  I  also 
refer  to  the  case  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Clare  (Mr.  Cox).  He 
was  tried  for  the  delivery  of  a  public 
speech,  and  was  sentenced  at  Ennis  to  a 
period  long  enough  to  prevent  him  from 
appealing.  He  was  sentenced  to  four 
months'  imprisonment.  He  was  liberated 
on  bail.  Upon  being  set  at  liberty,  he 
was  instantly  re-arrested,  and  four  days 
later  he  was  brought  before  the  same 
Court,  before  the  same  magistrates,  and 
tried  a  second  time  upon  a  charge  carved 
out  of  the  same  speech ;  and  upon  that 
second  charge  he  was  not  admitted  to 
bail,  although  he  had  been  admitted  to 
bail  in  respect  of  the  heavier  conviction. 
He  was  sent  to  prison,  and  kept  in 
prison,  until  the  time  for  the  hearing  of 
his  appeal  came  on.  Sir,  this  is  the 
system  by  which  the  right  of  appeal 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
promised  has  been  extinguished,  and 
the  plot  culminated  in  the  action  by 
which  three  or  four  County  Court  Judges 
suddenly  amazed  the  country  by  in- 
creasing and  doubling  sentences  on 
appeal — an  act  which,  whether  techni- 
cally illegal  or  not,  was  as  repugnant 
to  the  spirit  of  justice  as  any  act  by  any 
Judge  could  well  be.  It  aroused  such 
a  tempest  of  indignation  in  this  country 
that  by  no  County  Court  Judge  in  Ire- 
land is  such  action  likely  to  be  re- 
peated. Now,  Sir,  I  have  shown  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  practically  left, 
m  violation  of  pledges,  at  the  mercy  of 
the  Stipendiaries;  but.  Sir,  these  Sti- 
pendiaries have  been  amusing  them- 
selves for  the  past  year  by  sending 
people  to  prison  on  the  charge  of  un- 
lawful assembly.  Now,  what  is  an 
unlawful  assembly  in  Ireland  ?  I  am 
not  a  lawyer,  and  I  do  not  attempt  to 
define  it.  A  man  is  sent  to  prison  in 
Ireland  under  the  Coercion  Act,  and  his 
farm  is  left  to  go  waste  and  his  wife 
and  family  left  to  starve,  and  if  the 
neighbours  come  to  plough  or  to  sow 
his  land,  or  to  give  food  or  fuel  to  his 
family,  the  police  break  in  upon  that 
gathering,  and  that  becomes  an  unlaw- 
ful assembly.  A  public  man  in  Ireland 
is  arrested,  and  the  people  cheer  him  on 
his  way  to  prison.  That  is  an  unlawful 
assembly.  If  a  coercion  prisoner  is 
released,  and  his  neighbours  meet  him 
outside  the  gaol  to  welcome  him  back 


to  liberty  and  to  accompany  him  to  his 
home,  the  police  break  in  upon  that 
occasion  also,  and  it  becomes  an  unlaw* 
ful  assembly.  If  upon  any  occasion  of 
a  gathering  in  Ireland  anyone  g^ans 
at  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland — 
which  a  g^eat  many  people  are  oertainly 
inclined  to  do— or  if  anyone  cheers  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian — 
which  chiefly  means  the  popular  inclina- 
tion in  Ireland  —  the  police  make  the 
groan  or  the  cheer  the  pretext  for  the 
attack,  and  the  gathering  of  the  people 
becomes  an  unlawful  assembly;  and 
every  man  upon  whom  the  police  chooses 
to  lay  hands  on  on  such  an  occasion  is 
sent  to  prison,  sometimes  for  months 
and  sometimes  with  hard  labour,  upon 
a  charge  of  taking  part  in  an  unlawful 
assembly.  A  man  is  sent  to  gaol  with 
hard  labour  for  taking  part  in  meetings 
of  the  suppressed  branches  of  the  Na- 
tional League.  What  has  been  the 
evidence?  Has  it  been  proved  the 
meetings  of  the  suppressed  branches 
have  been  held?  Not  at  all.  The 
Stipendiaries  never  stop  to  ask  for  such 
evidence.  A  number  of  men  are  seen 
going  into  a  house,  and  the  police  are 
not  aware  of  what  happens  in  the 
house.  They  charge  the  men  with 
holding  a  meeting  of  the  suppressed 
branch  of  the  League,  and  the  Coercion 
Stipendiaries  Massey  and  Redmond  have 
wisely  laid  it  down  Uiat  the  onus  of  proof 
does  not  lie  on  the  Crown  but  on  the 
men.  But  the  main  function  of  the  Coer- 
cion Act  has  been  in  reference  to  charges 
of  conspiracy,  I  have  closely  followed 
the  working  of  the  Act,  I  have  read  the 
evidence  published  in  every  case  since 
the  Act  passed  into  law,  and  I  say  that 
no  such  case  has  come  to  my  knowledge 
of  conviction  for  conspiracy  under  the 
2nd  section  of  the  Act  which  the  judg- 
ment  of  the  Court  of  Exchequor  does 
not  render  an  illegal  conviction.  A 
charge  of  conspiracy  under  the  Act  is  a 
new-fangled  charge.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary stated  that  the  Act  created  no  new 
crime,  but,  in  truth  it  is  studded  with 
brand-new  crime.  The  Chief  Baron  him- 
self declared  the  other  day  that  an  in- 
dictment for  the  kind  of  conspiracy 
charged  in  this  section  could  not  have 
been  maintained  in  any  Court  before 
the  Act  passed  into  law.  What  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  to  that  ? 
I  confront  him  with  the  declaration  of 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron.    The  judgment 
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of  the  Court  of  Ezchequor  has  made  it 
plain  that  a  conspiracy  amongst  persons 
not  to  deal  is  not  an  offence  against  the 
Act.  Then  I  say  that  the  convictions  for 
conspiracy  since  the  Act  passed  into  law 
have  heen  illegal,  because  I  cannot  call 
to  mind  one  single  case  in  which  the 
Crown  have  ventured  to  go  one  inch 
beyond  that.  The  Lord  Chief  Baron  and 
his  brother  Judges  have  laid  it  down 
that  in  order  to  establish  a  charge  of 
conspiracy  the  word  *'  induce  "  must  be 
understood  to  mean  compulsion,  and,  in 
effect,  intimidation,  and  in  these  cases 
not  a  shadow  of  this  intimidation  is 
found.  The  Government  have  sheltered 
their  magistrates  under  the  plea  of  mis- 
take. But  there  could  be  no  mistake  in 
the  Castlemartyr  case.  In  the  case  of 
David  Barry,  what  mistake  could  there 
have  been  about  the  man  who  sold  the 
bread  and  wanted  to  give  the  money 
back  because  he  would  not  be  a  black 
sheep  more  than  the  others,  and  would 
rather  give  the  bread  than  receive  money 
for  it  ?  How  can  any  Judge  or  magis- 
trate pretend  that  he  was  compelled  by 
others  not  to  deal  with  the  police  ?  It 
was  not  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  these 
magistrates  if,  when  they  tried  the 
Castlemartyr  case,  they  had  before  them 
the  judgment  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
in  the  case  of  Sullivan  the  blacksmith. 
That  judgment  declared  that  it  was 
necessary  to  prove  in  these  cases  that 
compulsion  had  been  exercised  upon 
others.  It  was  a  warning  and  direction 
to  them,  and  to  every  other  magistrate 
in  Ireland,  that  no  conviction  for  con- 
spiracy could  be  found  unless  compulsion 
was  proved.  They  ignored  that  judg- 
ment. They  trampled  upon  it,  and  they 
disgraced  even  the  tainted  Bench  of 
which  they  are  members.  And  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  nevertheless,  has 
declared  to-night  that  these  men  are  to 
be  continued  in  their  places  to  deride  the 
judgments  of  Superior  Courts,  and  to 
oppress  and  imprison  innocent,  helpless, 
and  inoffensive  men.  I,  for  my  part, 
am  scarcely  sorry  for  it,  and  I  should 
not  be  sorry  if  they  were  promoted  and 
included  in  the  next  batch  of  C.  B.'s, 
because  it  is  owing  to  their  scandals  and 
illegal  acts  that  the  Government  will  be 
eventually  overthrown.  The  judgment 
of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  the  Castle- 
martyr case  rules  the  case  of  Mr. 
Dillon.  Now,  this  Act  was  applied  to 
the  county  of  Louth  in  order  to  entrap 
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Mr.  Dillon.  He  is  as  ready  as  any  man 
in  this  House,  or  in  the  world,  to  face 
the  consequences  of  his  acts  under  any 
law  that  the  Government  may  devise; 
We  do  not  complain  of  this.  What  we 
do  complain  of  is  that  the  Government 
thought  nothing  of  abolishing  the 
dearest  interests  of  100,000  people  in  an 
Irish  county — a  most  crimeless  county, 
against  which  not  even  the  shadow  of  a 
case  has  been  made  out— for  the  sole 
and  simple  purpose  of  imprisoning  one 
man,  and  placing  a  gag  upon  the  lips  of 
one  man,  whose  voice  they  fear  when  it 
is  addressed  to  the  English  people.  If 
Mr.  Dillon's  speech  at  Tullyallen  was 
sufficient,  why  did  they  give  in  evidence 
against  him  the  speech  of  another  hon. 
Gentleman  which  was  not  made  the  sub- 
ject of  a  charge  ?  They  gave  in  evidence 
a  speech  made  two  years  ago,  before  the 
Coercion  Act  was  passed,  and  a  speech 
for  which  he  had  already  been  tried  by 
a  carefully  selected  jury  and  not  con- 
victed, and  that  in  contravention  of  a 
pledge  that  no  such  step  should  be 
taken  under  the  Coercion  Act.  Mr. 
Dillon  was  charged  with  taking  part  in 
an  unlawful  conspiracy  to  compel  and 
induce  others  to  commit  an  offence.  Why 
were  not  some  of  those  with  whom  he 
joined  identified  and  placed  in  the  dock 
with  him?  If  the  Government  were 
honest  in  their  desire  to  keep  down 
crime  in  Ireland  they  would  welcome 
the  speeches  of  Mr.  Dillon  and  of  others. 
Mr.  Dillon's  speech  at  Tullyallen  was 
the  most  powerful  protest  against  crime 
which  ever  proceeded  from  the  lips  of  a 
public  man.  When  Mr.  Dillon  said  that 
the  lives  of  traitors  would  be  an  un- 
happy one,  he  meant  it  in  the  same 
sense  in  which  the  lives  of  blacklegs 
and  thieves  would  be  unhappy.  The 
unhappiness  was  the  unhappiness  of 
those  who  act  against  the  interests  of 
the  people  and  against  the  public  wel- 
fare. Why  was  he  sentenced  to  six 
months'  imprisonment  f  Because,  as  the 
magistrate  said,  he  was  a  man  of  power. 
But  what  a  sad  commentary  is  that  upon 
the  spirit  of  your  rule.  The  same  thing 
which  makes  a  man  a  leader  if  he  is 
born  in  England  makes  him  a  prisoner 
if  he  is  born  in  Ireland.  Mr.  Dillon 
took  his  case  to  the  County  Court ;  but 
the  Judge,  acting  upon  the  instructions 
of  the  Government  to  refuse  facilities  as 
far  as  possible  for  the  effectuation  of 
justice,  refused  to  make  the  order  in 
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such  a  form  as  to  enable  it;  to  be  re- 
viewed.  The  County  Court  Judge  who 
sent  Mr.  Dillon  to  prison  was  appointed 
by  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  is  as  zealous 
a  partizan  as  any  man  in  Ireland.  Such 
is  the  course  of  procedure,  absurd  and 
illegal  as  it  is,  and  such  are  the  func- 
tionaries by  whose  procurement  Mr. 
Dillon  has  been  sent  to  prison  and 
others  have  been  subjected  by  a  Go- 
vernment who  profess  to  desire  the  con- 
ciliation of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  the 
loss  of  liberty.  They  have  been,  as  is 
the  case  with  somo  of  my  hon.  Friends, 
assaulted  by  warders,  stripped  of  their 
clothes  in  gaol,  allowed  to  stand  naked 
for  hours  together,  clothed  in  the  garb 
of  the  criminal,  tortured  on  the  plank 
bed  by  deprivation  of  sleep,  shut  up  in 
holes,  and  starved  on  bread  and  water 
for  days  and  weeks  for  refusal  to  per- 
form the  meanest  tasks  associated  with 
criminals.  Such  is  the  record  of  one 
year  of  the  Coercion  Act,  and  such  being 
the  record  of  one  year  of  the  Act,  how 
long  do  you  think  the  Act  will  endure  ? 
It  will  last  as  long  as  its  authors  last — 
perhaps  so  lone — but  certainly  not  one 
day  longer.  And  how  long  will  they 
last  ?  Two  years  ago  they  went  into  the 
Lobby  with  a  majority  of  140.  Will 
they  pretend  that  they  have  that  majo- 
rity now  ?  The  answer  is  often  given. 
It  began  at  Burnley  a  good  long  time 
ago,  and  it  has  continued  in  many  con- 
stituencies. It  was  given  the  other  day 
with  crushing  emphasis  at  Southampton, 
and  it  was  delivered  last  night  in  un- 
mistakable terms  by  the  Member  for 
Ayrshire.  The  Ministry  does  not  de- 
pend on  the  Tory  Party.  They  do  not 
constitute  one- half  the  House,  and  they 
have  not  even  the  power  to  issue  a  Writ 
for  filling  up  a  seat.  The  real  authors 
of  the  Coercion  Act  and  its  efficient 
guardians  are  to  be  found  on  this  side 
of  the  House  in  the  Liberal  Unionist 
Party.  The  Coercion  Act  could  never 
have  been  enacted,  and  without  them 
and  without  their  favour  it  could  not 
last  a  single  day.  What  is  the  position 
of  the  Liberal  Unionists?  They  have 
been  compared  to  a  criminal  in  a  con- 
demned cell.  The  comparison  was  in 
several  senses  most  apposite,  because 
they  may  while  they  stay  here  drag  out 
an  unhappy  kind  of  life.  They  will 
stay  here  as  long  as  they  can,  but  when 
the  day  comes  which  obliges  them  to  go 
forth,  that  day  will  mark  their  doom.' 


Jfr.  SexUm 


The  Liberal  Unionists  in  this  House 
enjoy  a  kind  of  life,  but  what  is  to 
become  of  them  in  the  country?  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  puts  on 
the  airs  of  a  Party  Leader ;  but  can  he 
return  a  Member  for  any  seat  in  Great 
Britain  ?  Nay,  more,  is  there  a  seat  in 
Great  Britain  at  the  present  moment 
where,  if  a  contest  occurred,  a  published 
letter  from  the  noble  Lord  would  not  en- 
sure the  defeat  of  the  candidate  whom  he 
favoured  ?  The  Liberal  Unionist  Party, 
so  far  as  concerns  the  public  life  of  this 
country,  is  nothing  more  than  a  mouldy 
relic.  It  is  offensive  to  every  sense,  and 
the  only  remedy  is  to  bury  it  on  the  first 
available  occasion.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Hossendale  is  the  head  of  it, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Kussell)  is  one  of  the  joints 
of  its  decomposing  tail.  Such  is  the 
moral  condition  of  the  authority  of  the 
Government  and  their  Confederates. 
What  is  our  position  ?  At  the  General 
Election,  a  few  years  ago,  you  left  us  two- 
thirds  of  the  seats  without  a  contest  and 
without  even  nominating  a  candidate, 
and  for  every  contest  that  took  place  in 
the  other  third,  we  won  against  you  a 
greater  relative  majority  than  that  by 
which  the  power  of  the  Government  was 
sustained.  Our  moral  and  elective 
authority  is  increasing  every  day,  while 
yours  is  decreasing  and  is  on  the  wane. 
But  you  have  a  majority  here  to-night ; 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  can  be  de- 
feated, your  votes  will  defeat  him  ;  but 
what  respect  will  your  votes  command  ? 
The  day  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  has  come.  He 
need  not  ask  the  Bemovables  opposite 
to  state  a  case  for  him,  for  he  has  ap- 
pealed to  what  is  happily  the  final  court 
of  his  country — ^the  conscience  of  the 
people.  We  believe  that  the  British 
public,  or  the  greater  part  of  it,  are 
weary  of  the  cruel  use  of  this  Act  and  of 
its  corrupt  administration,  and  their 
abhorrence  of  it  will  burst  out  into  a 
moral  insurrection  when  they  find  that 
under  it  a  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
at  the  instigation  of  a  faction,  can  become 
the  gaoler  of  a  man  more  powerful  in 
Ireland  than  the  Chief  Secretary  is  in 
England,  more  respected  in  England 
than  the  Chief  Secretary  is  anywhere. 
The  people  of  England  will  appreciate 
the  use  to  which  the  Act  is  being  put ; 
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and,  for  my  part,  I  make  no  doubt  that  if 
to-morrow  the  gaoler  and  the  prisoner 
should  appear  together  before  a  free  and 
open  assembly,  not  of  the  classes,  but  of 
the  fair-minded  British  people,  who  hate 
all  tyranny  and  abominate  all  meanness, 
the  gaoler  in  his  new  red  gown  as  Doctor 
of  Coercion  Law,  and  John  Dillon,  in 
convict's  garb — ^I  make  no  doubt  that 
public  approval  and  public  welcome 
would  be  given  not  to  the  Minister  who 
has  made  himself  the  willing  instrument 
to  the  greed  and  revenge  of  a  class,  but 
to  the  Bepresentative  who  forfeited  his 
liberty  and  is  risking  his  very  life  in 
what  is  to  him—  and  what  ought  to  be 
to  him — the  most  worthy,  the  most 
sacred  cause  upon  this  earth — the  cause 
of  the  homes  and  the  liberties  of  his 
people. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  278 ;  Noes 
366:  Majority  93. 

AYES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 

Abraham,  W,  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 

Acland,  A.  H.  D. 

Acland,  C.  T.  D. 

Allison,  R.  A. 

Anderson,  C.  H. 

Asher,  A. 

Asquith,  H.  H. 

Atherley -Jones,  L. 

Austin,  J. 

Balfour,  Sir  a. 

Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 

Ballantine,  W.  H.  W. 

Barbour,  W.  B. 

Barran,  J. 

Barry,  J. 

Beaumont,  W.  B. 

Bifi^gar,  J.  G. 

Bolton,  J.  0. 

Bolton,  T.  D. 

Bradlaufi'h,  G. 

Bright,  Jacob 

Bright,  W.  L. 

Broadhurst,  H. 

Brown,  A.  L. 

Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 

Brunner,  J.  T. 

Bryce,  J. 

Buchanan,  T.  R. 

Burt,  T. 

Buxton,  S.  G. 

Byrne,  G.  M. 

Gameron,  G. 

Gumeron,  J.  M. 

Gampbell,  Sir  G. 

Gampbell-Bannerman, 
right  hon.  H. 

Garew,  J.  L. 

Gauston,  R.  K. 

Gavan,  Earl  of 

Ghance,  P.  A. 


Ghanning,  F.  A. 
Ghilders,  rt.  hon.  H. 

C.  E. 
Glancy,  J.  J. 
Glark,  Dr.  O.  B. 
Gobb,  H.  P. 
Goleridge,  hon.  B. 
Golman,  J.  J. 
Gommins,  A. 
Gondon,  T.  J. 
Gonway,  M. 
Gonybeare,  G.  A.  V. 
Gorbet,  W.  J. 
Gossham,  H. 
Gox,  J.  K. 

Gozens-Hardy,  H.  H. 
Graig,  J. 
Graven,  J. 
Grawford,  D. 
Grawford^W. 
Gremer,  W.  R. 
Grilly,  D. 
Grosaley,  E. 
Da  vies,  W. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
EUis,  J. 
EUis,  J.  E. 
EUis,  T.  E. 
Esmonde,  SirT.  H.  G. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Evans,  F.H. 
Evershed,  8. 
Farquharsou,  Dr.  R. 
Fenwick,  G. 
Ferg^son,R.  G.  Munro- 
Finucane,  J. 
Firth,  J.'.F.  B. 
Flower,  G. 


Flynn,  J.  0. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Foljambe,  0.  G.  S. 
Forster,  Sir  G. 
Foster,  Sir  W.  B. 
Fowler,  rt.  hon.  H.  H. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fry,  T. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gaskell,  G.  G.  Milnes- 
Gilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 

Gladstone,rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Ghraham,  R.  G. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Gullv,  W.  C. 
Halnane,  R.  B. 
Hanbory-Tracy,  hon. 

F.S.A. 
Haroourt,  rt  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harrington,  T.  G. 
Harris,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Ha3me,  G.  Seale- 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Hingley,  B. 
Holden,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Illing worth,  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A, 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Joioey,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 
Eay-Shuttleworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenny,  G.  S. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Kenny.  M.  J. 
Kilbnde,  D. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawflon,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  R. 
Lefevre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  S. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lockwood,  F. 
Lyell,  L. 

Mjacdonald,  W.  A. 
MaoLmes,  M. 
Mac  Neill,  J.  G.  S. 
M'Arthur,  A. 
M* Arthur,  W.  A. 
M.<Gartan,  M. 
M*Garthy,  J 
M*Garthy,  J.  H. 
M*Donald,  P. 
McDonald,  Dr.  R. 
M'Ewan,  W. 
M'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 

2^3 


M'Lagan,  P. 
M'Laren,  W.  S.  B. 
Mahony,  P 
MaitUnd,  W.  F. 
Mappm,  Sir  F.  T. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Ma3me,  T. 
Menzies,  R.  S. 
Molloy,  B.  G. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morgan,  right  hon.  G; 

G. 
Morgan,  G.  Y. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Mundella,  right  hon. 

A.  J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
Neville,  R. 
Newnes,  G. 
Nolan,  Golonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Gonnor,  A. 
0*Gonnor,  J. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  J.  E. 
O'GormanMahon,  The 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Hea,  P. 
O'Keeffe,  F.  A. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Palmer,  Sir  G.  M. 
Parker,  G.  S. 
Pamell,  G.  S. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Pickard,  B. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Playfair,    right   hon. 

six  L. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  0. 
Portman,  hon.  B.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley,  B. 
Provana,  A.  D. 
Pugh,  D. 
Pjme,  J.  D. 
Qttinn,  T. 
Randell,  D. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  J.  B. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Reynolds,  W.  J. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberts,  J.  8. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robinson,  T. 
Roe,  T. 

Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
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BowntzM,  J. 
RiUMll,  Sir  C. 
SMDoeboii,  Sir  B. 
8«niielson,  G.B. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 
Shoo,  £. 
Simon,  Sir  J. 
Sinclair,  J. 
SlaM,J. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stansfeld,  right  hon.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  8. 
Steyenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  U. 
Storey,  S. 
Stnart,  J. 
Sulliyan,  D. 
Snlliran,  T.  D. 
Sommers,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
Swinhnme,  Sir  J. 
Talbot^  G.  R.  M. 
Tanner,  0.  K. 


Thomas,  A« 
Thomas,  D.  A. 
Treyelvan,  right  hon. 

Sir  O.  O. 
Tmte,J. 

Vivian,  Sir  fl.  H, 
Waddy,  S.  D. 
Wallace,  R. 
Wardle,H. 
Warmington,  C.  H. 
Watt,H. 
Wayman,  T. 
Whithread,  8. 
Will,  J.  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamson,  J. 
Williamson,  S. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 

Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
WoodaU,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  C. 

TBIXBRS. 

Maijorihanks,  rt.  hon. 
Morley,  A. 


NOES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-Gairdner,  J.  T. 
AmsUe,  W.  G. 
Aird,  J. 

AUsopp,  hon.  G. 
AUsopp,  hon.  P. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstmther,  Colonel  R. 

H.L. 
Anstmther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead.Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-PowelL  Sir  G. 

6. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Barday,  f.  W. 
Baring,  T.  0. 
Barnes,  A. 
Barry,  A.  H.  S. 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bass,H. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Banmaim/A.  A. 
Baaley- White,  J. 
Beaoh,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beanmont,  H.  F. 
Beckett,  £.  W. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  0. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

DelaPoer 


Bethell,     Commander 

G.R. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biddolph,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blandell,Col.  H.  B.  H. 
Bolitho,  T.  B. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodriok,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brookfield,  A  M. 
Brooks,  Sir  W.  C. 
Brown,  A.  B[. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Bordett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash..B. 
Bnrghley,  Lord 
Gaine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  S. 
Chorchill,  rt  hn.  Lord 

R.  Ix.  D. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cochrane-Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 


CoIIings,  J. 
Colomb,  Sir  J.  C.  R. 
Gomptcm,  F. 
CooIdb,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.C. 
Cwbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.  S. 
CroMley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Croesman,  G^.  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalrymple,  Sir  C. 
Darling,  C.  J. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.P. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
DeLisle,£.J.L.M.P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon,  G. 

Dixon-IIartland,  F.  D. 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dunoombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
EUiot,  Sir  G. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
EUiot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Ewart,  Sir  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Ejnre,  Colonel  H. 
Farquharson,  H.  R. 
Feilden,Lt-Gen.R.J. 
Fellowes,  A.  E 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.H. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
FitzwiUiam,  hon.  W. 

H.  W. 
FitzwiUiam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Fitz  -  Wygram,    Gen. 

Sir  F.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fry,L. 


Fultcm,  J.  F. 
Gardner,  R.  Biidiard* 

son- 
Gkithome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  £. 
Ghithome-Hardy,  hon. 

J.S. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
GKles,  A. 
GiUiat,  J.  8. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Gh>ldsworthy,     Major- 

General  W.T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hn.  O.  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
GreenaU,  Sir  G. 
Greene,  £. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
HaU,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  G.  J.  T. 
HamUton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
HamUton,  Lord  C  J. 
HamUton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,Gen.  Sir  E.  B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  £. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Bfarq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Havelock  -  Allan,    Sir 

H.  M. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,   right    hon. 

£. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon- Hodge,  R.  T. 
flervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A  W 
HUl',  Colonel  E.  S. 
HiU,A.  S. 
Hoare,  £.  B. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
HoUoway,  G. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldaworth,    Sir  W. 

H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howorti,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  0. 
Hubbard,  hon.  E. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes  -  HaUett,  CoL 

F.  C. 
Hulse,  £.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G, 
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Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jardine,  Sir  B. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Jeffreys,  A.  F. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
KeUy,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenrick,  W". 
Kenyon,  hon,  G-.  T  . 
Kenyon  -  Slaney,  CoL 

Ker,  R.  W.  B. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Hlmber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
Knatchbull-HugesBen, 

H  T 
Enightiey,  Sir  B. 
Knowles,  L« 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  B.  P. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lea,  T. 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lees,  E. 
Le^h,  T.  W. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  W.  0, 

Gordon- 
Lethbridge,  Sir  B. 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  E. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Yiscoont 
Llewellyn,  B.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  \V. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  M.  A. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Mallock,  B. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Marriott,     right  hon. 

Sir  W.  T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,  right  hon. 

H. 
Mattinson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  B.  C. 
MUdmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
MUvain,  T. 
More,  B.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 


Morrison,  W. 
Moss,  B. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  right  hon. 

Sir  J.  B. 
Mowbray,  B.  G.  0. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Munoaster,  Lord 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark.  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
Norris,  E.  S. 
Northcote,    hon.     Sir 

H.  S. 
Norton,  B. 
O'Neill,  hon.  B.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  B.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plunket,    right    hon. 

D.  B. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Pomfret*  W.  P. 
Powell.  F.  8. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  Sir  J.  H. 
Quilter,  W.  C. 
Baikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Bankin,  J. 
Baach,  Major  F.  C. 
Beed,  H.  B. 
Bichardson,  T. 
Bidley,  SirM.  W. 
Bitchie,  right  hon.  C. 

T. 
Bobertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
HoUit,  Sir  A.  K. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Rothschild,  Baron   F. 

J.  de 
Round,  J. 
Royden,  T.  B. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Sandys,  Lt. -Col.  T.M. 
Saundersou,  Col.  E.  J. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwin-Ibbetson,  right 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Selwyn,  Captain  C.  W. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  E, 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stephens,  H.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Stokes,  G.  G. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Swetenham,  E. 
Svkes,  C 
Talbot,  J.  G. 


Tapling,  T.  K. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Theobald,  J. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Townsend,  F. 
Trotter,  Col.  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  B. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  B.  E. 
Webster,  B.  G. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 


Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wiggin,  H. 
Williams,  J.  Powell- 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Winn,  hon.  B. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  B.  A. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TBLLBRS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


PABLIAMENTABY      FRANCHISE      (EX- 
TENSION TO  WOMEN)  BILL. 
(Baron    Limndale,    Mr,     Woodall,    Sir    Robert 
FowUr,  Sir  William  Mouldtworth,  Sir  Albert 
Itollit,   Mr.   lllingwwrth,  Mr,    Maclure,  Mr. 
Stansfeldf  Dr.  Camerou,) 

[bill    11.]       SECOND  BEADINa. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
on  Friday." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
rose  to  a  point  of  Order,  and  asked  Mr. 
Speaker  if,  under  the  Eesolution  the 
House  had  that  day  passed,  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  Bule  closing  debate  at  mid- 
night only  applied  to  the  debate  just 
concluded,  and  then,  seeing  that  1  o'clock 
was  passed,  should  not  Mr.  Speaker, 
under  the  One  o'clock  Bule,  at  once 
vacate  the  Ohair  without  Motion  put,  the 
remaining  Orders  of  the  Day  standing 
oyer  until  the  next  day's  Sitting  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  House 
passed  a  Resolution  providing  that  the 
debate  on  a  particular  Motion  should 
not  be  interrupted  at  12  o'clock,  and  at 
the  termination  of  the  proceedings  for 
which  such  provision  was  made  the 
operation  of  the  usual  Rule,  until  then 
suspended,  began. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  submitted, 
simply  for  ruling,  and  not  as  argument, 
that  it  was  only  in  regard  to  a  particular 
Motion  leave  was  given,  and  that  then 
the  One  o'clock  Rule  remained  absolute. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that 
the  Rule  to  which  he  alluded  had  refer* 
ence  to  Morniug  Sittings. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  tUf&rred  till  Friday. 
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COUNTY  COUKTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

[Mr.   T,  M.  Eealify    Mr.  Clancy^  Mr,    Chance^ 

Mr,  Maurice  Healy.) 

[bill    166.]      SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  if  the 
(Government  proposea  to  offer  opposition 
to  the  Bill  ? 

The  solicitor  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
yersity)  said,  he  would  not  say  that 
ultimately  the  Govemment  would  object 
to  the  Bill ;  but  he  would  ask  that  the 
second  reading  should  be  postponed  to 
next  week. 

Second  Reading  def$rr$d  till  Monday 
next. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  2)  BILL. 

{Mr.  Courtney  J  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ^ 

Mr.  Jaekeon,) 

THIBD  BBADINO. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Mr.  Jackson.) 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said 
although  the  hour  was  late,  he  certainly 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  Bill,  who  invariably  made  a  cour- 
teous response  to  any  request  addressed 
to  him,  should  offer  some  explanation 
of  the  Bill  and  why  the  country  had  to 
pay  this  amount  of  money.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  charge  of  the 
arrangement  of  Government  Business 
would  do  wisely  if  he  brought  on  these 
Money  Bills  at  a  time  when  some  dis- 
cussion would  be  possible  for  the  public 
benefit,  and  not  after  a  tedious  sitting 
and  a  succession  of  long  speeches  to 
which  Members  of  the  Government  had 
largely  contributed.  It  was  not  be- 
coming that  large  sums  of  money  should 
be  voted  away  and  not  a  word  said  as  to 
why  they  were  granted.  Let  right  hon. 
Gentlemen,  who  were  public  servants, 
explain  to  the  public  why  they  asked 
for  the  money ;  and  if  any  points  re- 
quired discussion  let  them  be  debated, 
seeing  that  the  suspension  of  the  Rule 
allowed  the  sitting  to  be  prolonged  ad 
infinitum,  though,  for  his  own  part,  he 
was  averse  to  a  sitting  being  prolonged 


for  the  purpose  of  forcing  through  such 
a  measure.  He  added  one  more  to  the 
many  protests  he  had  made  against 
these  Bills  being  taken  at  an  hour  when 
many  hon.  Members  interested  were 
absent,  having  had  no  intimation  that 
such  Business  would  be  brought  on. 
When  there  was  such  an  outcry  against 
the  waste  of  public  money,  it  was  more 
than  ever  the  duty  of  hon.  Members  to 
discuss  these  financial  items;  but  the 
Government  took  upon  themselves  time 
after  time  to  endeavour  to  sneak  through 
some  measure  of  the  kind,  always  ready 
with  the  excuse  that,  like  the  baby  in 
the  Midshipman  Eaty  story,  '*  it  was  such 
a  little  one."  But  by  a  little  at  a  time 
they  managed  to  get  through  a  great 
deal  of  money,  and  speaking  in  all 
solemn  earnestness,  and  certain  that 
many  Members  shared  his  view,  he  de- 
clared it  highly  improper  to  pass  im- 
portcmt  Money  Bills  at  that  late  hour 
without  some  protest  against  such  dis- 
creditable manceuvres  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment. 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.),  said, 
the  hon.  Member  was  a  little  hard  upon 
him. 

Db.  tanner  :  No ;  never  hard  on 
you. 

Mb.  JAOKSON  said,  it  would  be  very 
much  more  to  his  satisfaction  if  he  were 
able  to  bring  on  these  Bills  earlier. 
But  the  hon.  Member  was  under  some 
misapprehension,  this  was  no  question 
of  proposing  a  Vote  of  money ;  the  Bill 
merely  gave  effect  to  a  Vote  the  House 
had  already  passed.  The  House  had 
voted  the  money  in  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  and  in  accordance  with  the 
Resolution  this  Bill  was  introduced. 
Therefore,  he  hoped  the  doubts  of  the 
hon.  Member  would  be  dispelled,  and 
he  might  rest  assured  that  whenever  an 
opportunity  offered  of  bringing  on  these 
Bills  earlier  it  should  be  taken  advantage 
of. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  the  practice  of  setting  down  Go- 
vernment Orders  on  a  private  Members' 
day  was  quite  an  innovation.  To  the 
Bill  in  its  present  stage  he  had  no 
objection,  and  he  was  quite  sure  his 
hon.  Friend  would  withdraw  his  opposi- 
tion, but  a  protest  against  this  insidious 
practice  of  the  Government  was  not  out 
of  place.  Already  the  Government  had 
acquired  a  large  proportion  of  the  time 
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usually  allotted  to  private  Members,  and 
were  about  to  ask  for  more;  but  not 
content  with  their  large  powers,  they  set 
down  these  Bills  on  Tuesday.  On  such 
a  practice  the  House  should  look  with 
great  jealousy,  and  hon.  Members  should 
preserve  to  themselves  such  shreds  of  the 
public  time  as  they  yet  retained.  He 
took  the  opportunity  of  acknowledging 
the  correction  of  Mr.  Speaker  on  the 
point  of  Order  he  raised  earlier. 

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London), 
said,  the  rule  by  which  these  Bills  were 
taken  at  any  hour  of  the  night  originated 
in  1870,  and  under  an  authority  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  should  respect — that 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone). 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  said,  a  word  of  protest  was  due 
from  an  English  Member,  for  it  would 
not  be  quite  seemly  to  leave  a  protest  of 
this  kind — first,  against  the  impropriety 
of  taking  Money  Bills  at  so  late  an  hour, 
and,  secondly,  against  the  monopoly  of 
private  Members'  time  by  the  Govern- 
ment— entirely  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Friends  from  Ireland.  He  only  now 
wished  to  emphasize  the  protest  he  and 
others  had  made  on  previous  occasions, 
that  it  might  not  be  said  they  had  less 
regard  for  the  interests  of  the  country 
than  hon.  Gentlemen  who  came  from  the 
other  side  of  the  Channel.  As  to  the 
usual  tu  quoque  of  the  worthy  alderman, 
it  mattered  not  a  straw  whether  it  was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  or  any  one  else,  who  in 
1870  laid  down  any  Rule  of  the  kind. 
Many  things  had  happened  since  then, 
ideas  had  changed,  and  Members  of  the 
advanced  Democratic  Party  said,  no 
matter  who  passed  the  Rule,  it  was  a 
monstrous  injustice  to  the  people  and  a 
scandal  to  the  House  that  public  money 
should  be  voted  at  such  an  hour. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (StaflFord- 
shire,  Lichfield)  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  withdraw  his  oppo- 
sition. It  was  a  growing  habit  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  ask  for  a  Vote 
of  many  millions  on  account,  promising 
Members  that  there  should  oe  oppor- 
tunity for  full  discussion  when  the  Votes 
came  on.  But  what  did  this  amount 
to?  The  other  night  afforded  an  ex- 
ample. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  interrupted  a  debate  of  great 
interest,  after  it  had  proceeded  for  an 


hour  and  a-half,  by  moving  the  closure. 
Then  the  House  was  asked  to  pass  the 
stages  of  the  Bill  at  any  hour  quite  as  a 
matter  of  form.  He  hoped  the  protest 
would  be  sufficient  to  induce  the  Govern- 
ment to  postpone  the  Bill  to  a  Govern- 
ment day. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  the  Bill  provided  for  the 
advance  of  some  £5.500,000  sterling  for 
Consolidated  Fund  purposes,  and  it  also 
gave  the  Government  power  of  borrow- 
ing that  amount.  But  the  limit  of  inte- 
rest to  which  the  Government  was  tied 
was  5  per  cent.  NoWj  inasmuch  as  the 
Government  had  been  pluming  itself  on 
the  ability  to  borrow  at  less  tnan  3  per 
cent,  and  had  converted  3  per  Cents  into 
2}  per  Cent  Consols,  it  struck  one  at 
first  sight,  in  the  absence  of  any  expla- 
nation, that  it  was  rather  a  strange  thing 
that  for  this  comparatively  small  sum 
the  Government  snould  take  power  to 
pay  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent  on  advances 
in  connection  with  this  particular  Bill. 
Could  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  explain  that  apparent 
anomaly? 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  it  was  only  with 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  he  could 
speak  again.  No  change,  so  far  as  the 
Bill  was  concerned,  was  made  as  com- 
pared with  its  predecessors,  and,  as 
formerly,  it  included  the  power  of  bor- 
rowing money  if  necessary ;  and  upon 
the  possibility  of  borrowing  being  neces- 
sary, it  was  always  usual  to  insert  the 
maximum  rate  of  interest,  5  per  cent. 
But,  as  the  hon.  Member  knew,  the  Go- 
vernment could  borrow  money  at  much 
less  than  that  rate ;  the  last  Treasury 
Bills,  he  believed,  were  granted  at  a 
trifle  over  1  per  cent. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Then, 
why  insert  5  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  it  was  a  purely 
arbitrary  figure  inserted,  beyond  which 
the  Treasury  might  not  go ;  but  there 
was  not  the  least  intention  of  giving  5 
per  cent,  or  anything  like  it. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  ( Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  said,  he  hoped  opposition 
would  not  be  persisted  in  to  what  was  a 
purely  formal  measure.  It  was  too  late 
to  raise  the  questions  as  to  the  expendi- 
ture involved  in  a  Ways  and  Means  Bill. 
He  agreed  with  much  that  had  been 
said  about  taking  Votes  at  a  late  hour. 
The  Civil  Service  Votes  were  in  a  state 
of  arrear,  for  which  he  believed  there 
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was  no  precedent  in  recent  years.  But 
this  being  a  purely  formal  stage,  the 
Government  might  in  fairness  claim  that 
the  third  reading  should  be  taken  now. 

Mk.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (NottiDgham.  Rush- 
oliffe)  said,  he  was  glad  to  hear  these 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as 
to  the  condition  of  Supply,  and  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  would  convey  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury the  strong  view  that  was  entertained 
that  very  soon  the  House  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  fairly  considering 
Votes  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  very  soon  have  that  oppor- 
tunity. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  (Cavan,  W.)  said,  he 
had  listened  to  the  conversation,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  they  were  rather  being 
taken  advantage  of  in  being  detained 
until  half- past  1  o'clock,  when  they 
ought  to  have  gone  home  when  the  de- 
bate of  the  night  closed ;  and  to  put  his 
protest  into  form,  he  moved  that  the  de- 
bate be  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Mr.  Biggar,) 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  said, 
he  seconded  that  Motion.  In  addition 
to  the  observations  offered  in  the  first 
instance  against  proceeding  with  the 
Bill,  now  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  had  drawn  attention  to  the 
practice  of  putting  down  Government 
bills  on  private  Members'  nights,  and 
reprobated  that  objectionable  practice. 
Then  he  learned,  from  the  course  of 
the  discussion,  that  this  was  merely  a 
formal  measure,  and  since  that  was  the 
case,  and  there  was  an  objection  on 
principle  to  its  being  taken  on  a  private 
Members'  night,  the  Government  might 
generously  yield  the  point,  and  defer  the 
Bill  to  Thursday.  The  result  would  be 
no  injury  would  be  done,  while  there 
would  be  an  admission  that  the  practice 
was  a  novel  one,  and  it  might  be  ac- 
cepted as  a  pledge  that  the  Government 
would  not  persist  in  the  evil  practice. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  said, 
he  desired  to  join  in  the  appeal. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity)  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to 
move,  *'  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Mb.  SPEAKER  not  assenting, 

Mr,  Htnry  M,  Fowhr 


Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON,  continuing, 
said,  it  was  said  this  was  a  purely 
formal  Motion,  and  on  that  ground  they 
were  appealed  to  to  withdraw  opposi- 
tion. But  he  was  not  prepared  to  admit 
that  any  proceeding  of  the  House  was 
purely  formal.  It  was  the  right  of  any 
Member  to  rise  upon  any  proposal  con- 
nected with  the  proceedings  of  the 
House.  If  the  hon.  Member  persisted 
with  his  Motion  he  would  go  with  him 
into  the  Lobby. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  did  not  think 
he  should  be  consulting  the  convenience 
of  the  House  if  he  entered  at  that  hour 
into  an  unseemly  wrangle.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers had  rightly  described  this  stage  of 
the  Bill  as  formal ;  but  it  was,  unfortu- 
nately, one  of  those  formal  stages  neces- 
sary to  pass  before  the  Government 
could  use  the  money.  He  would  point 
out  to  the  House  that  the  postponement 
of  these  matters  placed  the  Government 
in  a  very  awkward  position  for  carrying 
on  the  Service  of  the  oouotry.  The  Bill 
had  been  down  on  the  Orders  for  some 
time — he  would  be  extremely  sorry  to 
use  words  that  might  give  offence  to  any 
hon.  Member  —  but  everybody  must 
clearly  understand  that  this  purely  for- 
mal Motion,  supported  by  his  right  hon. 
Predecessor  in  Office  from  the  other  side, 
was,  notwithstanding  this  appeal,  op- 
posed— this  formal  third  reading  stage 
of  a  Money  Bill,  necessary  for  carrying 
on  the  Business  of  the  country — was 
opposed  simply  for  the  sake  of  putting 
the  Government  in  a  difficulty.  [An 
hon.  Membeb:  The  novelty  of  the 
practice !]  There  was  no  novelty  in  the 
practice  of  putting  down  a  Bill  founded 
on  a  Resolution  in  Ways  and  Means, 
and  necessary  to  provide  money  for 
the  Service  of  the  country,  day  by 
day,  for  successive  stages.  He  was 
speaking  in  the  hearing  of  those  who 
had  knowledge  of  the  usual  prac- 
tice. However,  having  regard  to  those 
who  had  long  been  sitting  in  the  House, 
and  the  officers  of  the  House,  he  would 
not  resist  the  Motion  which  had  been 
made.  But  he  hoped  the  House  would 
understand  the  reason  why  he  assented  to 
it  was,  because  opposition  had  been  most 
unreasonably  raised  to  a  purely  formal 
Motion. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  said,  before  the 
Motion  was  agreed  to,  he  should  like  to 
say  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  had  thought  proper 
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to  give  an  answer  to  a  very  reasonable 
Question  put  to  him  early  in  the  day  as 
to  a  Moruiug  Sitting  on  Friday,  the  Go- 
yernment  might  have  met  with  a  very 
different  reception  from  below  the  Gang- 
way. He  put  a  Question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  as  to  Friday's  Business,  and 
instead  of  receiving  the  information  he 
sought,  he  was  not  even  told  if  there 
would  be  a  Morning  Sitting  or  not. 
Therefore,  to  say  that  a  formal  stage 
had  been  refused  merely  to  spite  the 
Government,  when,  on  their  part,  the 
Government  refused  to  answer  a  most 
respectful  Question,  was  to  make  a  com- 
plaint that  reciprocity  was  not  all  on 
one  side.  The  hon.  Gentleman  probably 
was  wise  in  terminating  an  unpleasant 
controversy  by  postponing  the  Bill, 
though,  so  far  as  he  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
was  personally  concerned,  he  would 
have  been  glad  to  accede  to  the  request 
to  pass  the  Bill,  and  had  said  as  much, 
but  let  it  be  understood  that  complaints 
of  want  of  courtesy  did  not  rest  entirely 
with  the  Government. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  him  a  word  in  de- 
fence of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  who  was 
absent.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  doing  his  right  hon.  Friend  an  in- 
justice. He  could  not  answer  the  Ques- 
tion when  it  was  put  to  him,  simply 
because  the  Order  of  Business  was  not 
then  settled,  and  could  not  be  settled 
until  to-morrow.  It  was  quite  impos- 
sible for  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  give 
the  information. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  said  his  Question 
was  whether  there  would  be  a  Morning 
Sitting. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  not  even  that  was 
settled,  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber should  know  between  this  and 
Thursday.  There  was  not  the  least 
desire  to  be  discourteous,  and  no  one 
was  more  desirous  to  avoid  that,  and  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  House,  than  his 
right  hon.  Friend  ;  but  the  fact  was,  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  give  the  infor- 
mation asked  for. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  said,  it  was 
in  no  spirit  of  factious  opposition  that 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  had  acted 
in  regard  to  the  Bill.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Government  Business  was 
conducted  in  a  remarkably  loose  way,  if 
they  were  unable  to  say  on    Tuesday 


what  Business  they  proposed  to  take  on 
the  Thursday  and  Friday.  Equally  ex- 
traordinary was  the  statement  that  the 
conduct  of  the  Business  of  the  country 
would  be  seriously  interfered  with  if 
the  final  stage  of  a  Money  Bill  was 
postponed  for  48  hours. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  iiVL'Thureday , 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 

before  Two  o'clock. 
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CHANNEL   TUNNEL    (EXPERBIENTAL 

WORKS)  BILL.-(*y  Order.) 

BECOKD  BEADU^G. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe), 
in  moving  the  second  reading,  said,  that 
the  Bill  was  promoted  by  600  or  700 
gentlemen  and  a  few  ladies.  Among 
the  number  were  Members  of  that 
House  and  Members  of  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  together  with  representa- 
tives of  the  great  staple  industries  and 
commerce  of  the  country.  He  wished 
they  could  have  had  upon  the  present 
occasion    a    more    effective    advocate. 
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There  had  been  a  good  deal  of  letter 
and  pamphlet  writing  on  the  subject,  and 
a  considerable  amount  of  misconception 
and  misrepresentation  in  regard  to  it. 
Only  that  morning  there  was  an  article 
in  The  Times  to  which  he  wished  to  direct 
particular  attention.  It  contained  one 
of  the  most  glaring  misstatements  he 
ever  remembered  to  have  read.  The 
article  said — 

'*  We  are  promised  a  in^at  increase  of  trade  if 
we  constraet  a  Tunnel  and  aroid  the  breaking 
of  bulk  ;  but  the  fact  is  judiciously  ignored  that 
bulk  will  have  to  be  broken  all  the  same,  because 
the  Continental  railway  gauge  is  different  from 
ours." 


In  regard  to  that  statement,  he  could 
only  say  that  the  carriage  of  His  Itoyal 
Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales,  built 
in  England  on  the  English  gauge,  had 
travelled  all  over  Europe  without  break 
of  gauge,  except  in  regard  to  one  part 
of  it.  Scientifically  speaking,  no  doubt 
the  English  gauge  of  4  feet  8^  inches  was 
not  the  gauge  of  France,  Germany, 
Italy,  and  Austria,  where  they  used  a 
decimal  system  of  measurement,  and 
there  might  be  a  hair's  breadth  of  dif- 
ference between  the  gauge  of  England 
and  on  the  Continent.  The  only  excep- 
tion to  that  substantial  continuity  was 
to  be  found  in  Bussia,  where,  un- 
doubtedly, there  was  a  different  gauge, 
and  goods  sent  to  Bussia  had  to  be 
broken  in  bulk.  He  had  now  to  return 
his  thanks  to  the  Leader  of  the  House 
for  having  given  that  day  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  what  he  ventured  to  think 
was  one  of  the  most  important  questions 
that  could  be  discussed  in  the  industrial 
and  commercial  interests  of  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  no  doubt, 
would  have  given  a  better  day,  if  it  could 
in  any  way  have  been  conceded ;  but  he  h  ad 
been  good  enough  to  say  that  the  ques- 
tion, so  far  as  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  concerned,  would  be  treated 
as  an  open  question,  and  not  as  one  in 
regard  to  which  every  Supporter  of  the 
Government  must  of  necessity  vote  the 
same  way.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  carried  the 
rod  for  the  benefit  of  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side,  would  kindly  bear  that 
declaration  in  mind,  and  not  attempt  to 
put  any  pressure  on  the  ordinary  Sup- 
porters of  the  Government,  but  would 
m  this  matter  respect  the  just  wishes  of 
the  Leader  of  the  House.     He  thought 

8ir  Edward  JVatkin 
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he  might,  in  return  for  the  kindness  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  call  on  the 
Leader  of  the  House  to  express  his 
sentiments  and  views  in  regard  to  the 
construction  of  a  Tunnel  under  the 
Channel.  Undoubtedly,  in  past  times, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  very  much 
in  favour  of  such  a  means  of  communi- 
cation ;  and,  undoubtedly,  also,  when  a 
Member  of  the  Governments  of  Lord 
Derby  and  Lord  Beaconsfield,  he  was 
the  medium  of  communications  with 
France,  intended,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
unite  the  two  countries  on  the  question. 
He  did  not  think  he  would  be  contra- 
dicted by  anybody  when  he  said  that 
the  Government  of  the  Liberal  Party 
and  of  the  Tory  Party  each  coincided  in 
conducting  negotiations  which  led  to  a 
complete  arrangement  between  the  two 
countries  in  favour  of  the  construction 
of  the  Tunnel,  and  led  further  to  the 
drawing  up  of  a  Convention  conducted 
on  the  part  of  England  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Great  Yarmouth  (Sir  Henry 
Tyler)  and  others ;  and  on  the  part  of 
France  by  certain  Commissioners,  which 
Convention  was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  in  1876.  The  question  before 
the  House  was  hardly  a  question  whe- 
ther there  ought  to  be  a  Tunnel  under 
the  Channel  or  not.  The  Bill  before 
the  House  was  to  enable  the  experi- 
ments, which  had  so  far  been  successful, 
to  be  continued,  but  it  contained  also, 
he  admitted,  provisions  under  which,  if 
the  experiments  were  successful  through- 
out, the  Government  of  the  day,  and  the 
Government  of  the  day  only,  should 
have  power  to  decide  whether  the  ex- 
perimental works  should  be  widened 
into  permanent  works,  and  the  Tunnel 
be  completed.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
have  those  clauses  struck  out  of  the 
Bill,  and  to  confine  the  measure  simply 
to  the  continuance  of  the  experiments, 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  would  make 
no  objection,  although  they  would 
regret  it.  They  would  regret  it  because 
it  had  always  been  thought  that  a  great 
work  of  this  kind,  even  it  were  con- 
ducted in  the  first  instance  by  private 
enterprize,  ought  to  become  a  National 
work.  It  had  never  been  believed 
by  those  for  whom  be  spoke  that 
a  great  structure  of  this  kind  should  be 
possessed  by  private  persons,  and,  there- 
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fore,  there  had  been  an  endeavour  in 
drawing  the  Bill  to  facilitate  future 
arrangements  which  might  be  considered 
the  most  salutary  to  the  country.  With 
regard  to  experiments,  he  would  remind 
hon.  Members  that  on  two  or  three  pre- 
vious occasions  the  House  had  deli- 
berately, by  enactment,  sanctioned  the 
prosecution  of  experiments  in  order  to 
show  whether  a  Channel  Tunnel  could 
be  made  or  not.  Therefore,  he  was  ask- 
ing the  House  to  sanction  no  new  legis- 
lation, but  merely  to  enable  a  number 
of  private  individuals,  who  had  done  the 
puolic  service  by  devoting  their  time 
and  money  to  an  attempt  to  solve  the 
question,  to  provide,  as  a  joint  stock 
company,  further  money,  with  a  view  of 
solving  the  question  whether  the  Tunnel 
could  be  made  or  not.  The  article  he  had 
quoted  from  The  Times  of  that  morning 
spoke  very  doubtfully  as  to  whether  the 
continuity  of  the  stratum  through  which 
the  Tunnel  would  have  to  pass  was  an 
ascertained  fact.  Now,  the  measures  were 
in  the  same  position  and  of  the  same 
thickness  on  both  sides  of  the  Channel, 
and  if  any  doubt  existed  as  to  the  rea- 
sonable proof  of  continuity,  he  thought 
that  would  be  an  argument  for  allowing 
the  experiments  to  proceed.  At  the 
same  time,  he  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
French  Tunnel  Company,  who  held  a 
Charter  under  the  French  Government, 
had  made  about  11, 000  soundings  of  the 
Channel,  and  if  there  had  been  any 
fault  or  any  breach  of  continuity  be- 
tween the  two  sides  of  the  Channel,  the 
geological  presumption  was  that  that 
fault  would  have  been  discovered.  The 
position  of  the  matter  at  present  was 
this — a  Convention  had  been  made  with 
the  French,  but  that  Convention  had 
either  been  suspended  or,  as  the  French 
asserted,  broken  on  our  side,  although 
the  French  had  laid  out  their  money 
on  the  solemn  assurance  that  this 
country  would  allow  similar  works  to  be 
constructed  on  the  English  side  of  the 
Channel.  On  the  French  side  £80,000 
had  been  expended  on  works  on  the 
faith  of  the  experiment  being  allowed  ; 
but,  of  course,  the  works  were  at  a  stand- 
still, and  no  interest  could  be  paid  on 
the  capital  invested.  No  doubt  they  felt 
aggrieved,  and  perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  in  replying  to  him,  would 
kindly  say  what  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intended  to  do  in  regard  to  the 


great  sacrifices  which  had  been  made 
by  the  house  of  Eothschild  and  others  in 
reference  to  the  experiments. 

Me.  HO  WAED  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central) :  On  the  French  side  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  :  Yes.  On 
this  side  about  £60,000  had  been  ex- 
pended ;  but  the  expenditure  had  been 
useless,  for  they  were  interdicted  from 
making  one  single  turn  of  the  boring 
machine  without  the  permission  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  work  on  the  two 
sides  had  been  carried  altogether  for 
about  2^  miles  ;  so  that  about  one-tenth 
of  the  distance  had  been  experimented 
upon.  They  did  not  propose  to  ask 
anyone  to  subscribe  capital  for  a  perma- 
nent Tunnel  until  it  was  proved  to  de- 
monstration that  the  work  could  bo  done. 
Therefore,  they  desired  to  have  a  drift- way 
out  from  one  side  of  the  Channel  to  the 
other.  He  did  not  think  that  even  that 
''small  hole,"  as  it  had  been  called,  would 
be  useless,  because  it  might  be  utilized  for 
the  passage  of  telegraph  wires,  and  the 
transmission  of  Her  Majesty's  mails,  to 
the  great  advantage  and  profit  of  the 
country,  even  if  the  Government  of  the 
day  did  not  think  it  desirable  to  con- 
struct a  complete  Tunnel  through  which 
passengers,  baggage,  and  all  kinds  of 
material  could  pass.  That  being  their 
object — namely,  to  complete  the  drift- 
way, and,  therefore,  render  it  certain,  or 
absolutely  uncertain,  that  the  Tunnel 
could  be  made,  the  period  of  suspension 
inflicted  upon  them,  unjustly  and  need- 
lessly, as  they  believed,  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  had  not  been  entirely  lost.  They 
had  made  experiments  in  regard  to 
ventilation,  as  to  the  kind  of  carriages  to 
be  used,  also  in  respect  of  the  electric 
lighting  of  the  Tunnel,  and  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  trains,  whether  con- 
taining goods  or  passengers,  could  bo 
lifted  up  from  the  Tunnel  to  the  level  of 
the  surface  of  the  ground.  They  had 
invented  a  locomotive  to  work  by  com- 
pressed air,  and  it  had  been  a  great 
success.  The  present  arrangements 
seemed  to  be  more  costly  than  steam ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  found  that 
it  could  be  done  at  a  moderate  increase 
of  cost  compared  with  the  cost  of  pro- 
pulsion by  steam.  That  locomotive 
would  do  exactly  what  the  Tunnel  ma- 
chine did  when  it  was  worked.  Com- 
pressed air  was  used  at  a  pressure  of 
about  20  lbs.  to  the  square  inch,  and,  as 
the  machine  turned  or  the  engine  moved. 
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tbe  compressed  air  came  out  again,  tlms 
disposiDg  of  all  tbe  nonseose  which  had 
been  uttered  aboat  the  Yentilation  of 
the  Tannel.  In  regard  to  lighting  the 
Tunnel,  they  had  ti^en  the  adyiceof  the 
late  Sir  William  Siemens,  andoabtedlj 
a  very  high  aathoritj,  and  improTing  on 
that  advice,  they  prepared  a  scheme  by 
which  the  Tannel  could  be  admirably 
lighted ;  in  fact,  made  as  light  as  day. 
The  trains  would  be  lifted  to  the  surface 
by  hydraulic  power.  He  came  now  to 
the  military  objections  to  this  Tunnel, 
and  he  had  something  to  say  about  those 
objections.  He  proposed  to  answer  one 
soldier  by  another  soldier.  The  proposal, 
he  repeated,  was  to  lift  the  train  bodily 
from  the  Tunnel  level  to  the  ground 
level,  and  there  was  no  difiB.culty  about 
that,  as,  with  the  hydraulic  system,  they 
might  lift  almost  anything  they  pleased. 
That  would  shorten  the  length  of  the 
Tunnel  and  place  the  carriages  on  the 
upper  level  sooner  than  by  any  other 
means.  Under  those  circumstances  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  notion  of  pouring 
millions  of  men  through  the  Tunnel  from 
all  parts  of  Europe  rather  fell  to  the 
ground.  That  was  the  general  position 
and  the  general  intention  of  the  pro- 
moters. The  real  question  that  day  was 
whether  they  were  to  have  their  most 
reasonable  request  granted,  and  be 
allowed  to  continue  these  experiments. 
He  must  say  that  he  was  astonished  at 
any  Member  of  a  Department,  or  of  an 
intelligent  Government,  interfering  with 
scientific  experiments  of  this  kind, 
especially  in  connection  with  a  country 
like  this,  where  every  ascertained  fact 
was  turned  by  merchants  and  traders 
into  money.  If  the  experimental  works 
had  not  been  stopped  about  five  years 
ago  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  they  would 
have  been  completed  in  time  to  have 
allowed  the  placing  of  a  likeness  of  Her 
Majesty  in  toe  centre  of  the  Tunnel  and 
in  time  to  take  possession  of  that  part 
which  was  under  the  sea  for  the  British 
Empire  in  the  year  of  Her  Majesty's 
Jubilee.  The  responsibility  of  not 
doing  so  was  not  theirs,  but  that  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Simple-minded 
people  had  an  idea  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  was  intended  to  protect  enter- 
prize,  and  not  to  obstruct  it.  He  had 
already  spoken  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House,  but 
he  could  quote  the  names  of  a  great 
many  personages  who  had  been,  and 
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many  of  whom  still  were,  in  faTonr  of 
the  construction  of  this  Tunnel.  At  the 
head  of  the  list  was  the  late  Prince 
Oonsort.  He  knew  it  had  been  denied, 
or  doubted,  that  the  Prince  Consort 
ever  expressed  himself  as  in  faTOur  of 
the  construction  of  the  Tunnel,  and 
therefore  he  had  obtained  a  public 
document  which  had  been  published  in 
English,  French,  German,  Italian,  and 
Spanish,  and  circulated  in  1867,  the 
year  of  the  great  French  Exhibition, 
which  gave  a  history  by  the  French 
Tunnel  Projectors  of  the  initiation  of 
the  enterprize,  in  which  approval  of  the 
scheme  was  expressed  by  the  Prince 
Consort.  The  late  Mr.  Oobden  was 
also  in  favour  of  it,  and  spoke  of  the 
construction  of  a  submarine  Tunnel  as 
the  best  means  of  securing  a  true 
alliance  between  the  two  countries. 
He  thought  that  England  would  become 
isolated,  and  more  and  more  restricted 
in  regard  to  that  oontinuity  of  transit 
which  existed  almost  throughout  Europe. 
The  book  he  quoted  contained  this  pas- 
sage— 

"  The  first  time  that  we  had  Ihe  opporlonity 
of  talkin j^  to  Lord  Palmerston  on  the  sabject  of 
tbe  Sabmarine  Tannel,  we  foand  bim  at  first 
ratber  close.  *  Wbat !  yoo  pretend  to  ask  us  to 
oontribate  to  a  work  the  object  of  wbicb  is  to 
sborten  a  distance  wbicb  we  find  alreadj  too 
shoK ! '  We  expressed  to  him  oar  wish  to  talk 
of  it  to  Prince  Albert  in  bis  presence,  and  to  that 
be  Terj  kindlj  consented.  The  Prince  Consort 
bad  sopported  this  project  with  trolj  enthusiastic 
sympathy.  His  reception,  therefore,  was  most 
kind,  lie  entered  into  conversation,  in  wbicb  the 
Prince  onfolded  all  tbe  advantages  wbicb  his  ele- 
vated mind  foresaw  for  England  in  the  creation  of 
a  road  to  tbe  Continent.  Lord  Palmerston,  with- 
out losing  that  perfectly  courteoas  tone  which  was 
habitual  with  him,  made,  however,  a  remark  to 
the  Prince  which  was  very  rude  at  bottom — '  Yoa 
would  think  quite  differently  if  yoa  had  been 
born  in  this  island.'  We  were  ourselves  perfectly 
stupefied  with  this  unexpected  apostrophe.  To 
make  Prince  Albert,  whose  love  of  the  coontrj 
of  bis  adoption  was  well  known,  feel  that  he 
was  a  foreigner,  was  shocking  to  us,  and  we 
felt  deeply  hurt.  Some  days  after  we  went  to 
excuse  ourselves  with  the  Prince  Consort 
for  baring  been  the  cause  of  this  dis- 
graceful incident.  The  Prince  appeared  not 
to  have  been  offended,  and  told  us  that  be 
had  received  that  innocent  dart  as  one  of  the  fre- 
quent sallies  in  which  Fam  dealt.  Then  be 
added,  that  he  had  said  a  few  words  about  the 
Submarine  Tunnel  to  the  Queen.  Her  Majesty 
had  been  graciously  pleased  to  answer  bim  in 
these  words — '  Tou  may  tell  the  French  engineer 
that  if  he  can  accomplish  it,  1  will  give  bim  my 
blessing  in  my  own  name,  and  in  the  name  of  all 
the  ladies  of  England.'  Lord  Palmerston  knew 
this,  and  whether  it  worked  a  sudden  change  in 
bis  thoughts,  considering  it  as  public  opinion,  or 
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whethsr  he  wm  rcKll/  not  to  di<po>ed  to  tcsii- 
tance  u  he  had  appeBred  la  be,  ba  uid  frnnklj' 
one  eieoing  at  a  numaroai  piirtf,  at  which  the 
Tunnel  wm  Bpoken  about — •  Thii  projaot  will  be 
carried  out,  becauae  it  i*  reapeotable,  auil  becaum 
it  i>  faroiirsd  bf  all  the  ladiei  at  Englnnd.'  Un 
hiaaldfl  Richard Cobdsn  aaidat  a publio  meeting — 
'Iconeider  the  Submarine  Tnanel  as  the  true 
kreb  of  alliance  between  the  two  count rie*.'  *' 

He  imagined  that  tha  late  Lord  Derby 
was  DO  mean  autlioritj  with  hoD.Qeatle- 
men  oppoaite  bb  to  the  interoBts  of  the 
country.  Well,  Lord  Derby  must  have 
believed  that  thia  was  an  enterprise 
which  ought  not  to  be  diaoourged,  and 
oould  have  bad  no  belief  in  the  scare  in 
regard  to  it  which  distracted  the  minds 
of  other  persons.  Therefore  he  sanc- 
tioned the  convention  with  France.  The 
notion  of  connecting  England  and  France 
together  by  a  Tunnel  originated  in  this 
way— 57  Members  of  Parliament,  an 
Archbishop,  and  a  great  many  mer- 
chants, traders,  lawyers,  and  scientific 
men  sent  a  memorial  to  the  Emperor  of 
the  French,  asking  him  to  consent  to 
such  an  undertaking.  The  Tunnel  was 
thus  initiated  on  this  side  of  the  water, 
and  if  ever  it  were  made,  as  he  believed 
it  would  be  made  to  the  great  advan- 
tage both  of  England,  Franoe,  and  every 
civilized  nation,  the  credit  would  be  due 
to  Lord  Biohard  Oroavenor,  as  be  was 
known  in  that  House,  or  Lord  Stal- 
bridge,  as  he  was  known  in  the  other 
House ;  and  also,  whatever  their  pre- 
sent opinions  might  be,  to  the  house  of 
Rothschild.  There  bad  been  plenty  of 
supporters  of  the  Tunnel,  and  many 
opinions  in  favour  of  its  construction 
expressed  on  the  part  of  leading  persons 
in  this  country  with  regard  to  it.  The 
newspapers  also  were,  at  no  distant  date, 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  oonstmction  of 
the  Tunnel.  He  would  read  an  extract 
from  a  letter  written  by  a  very  remark- 
able man,  the  late  Sir  Hoses  Uontefiore, 
who  died  in  168.5,  at  the  age  of  101. 
In  1882,  Sir  Moses  Uontefiore  wrote 
this  letter  to  him — 

"  The  receipt  and  pcraaal  of  7aur  ei teemed  note 
baa  afforded  me  great  pleaaure.  Inthankinj;  joD, 
whiob  1  do  moit  heartily,  for  your  kind  offer  to 
acoompanj  me  on  a  Tiait  lo  the  worka  or  the 
Channel  Tunnel,  I  regret  to  Mj  that  Ihe  itate  of 
m;  heiillb  !■  luch  aa  to  precluile  the  poaaibilitj 
of  mj  aTaJliDg  mjaelf  ac  present  of  the  honour 
;ou  hsTe  moat  kindl/  propoacd  to  oonfer  on  m*  ; 
but  1  do  not  giia  up  the  hope  of  attending  ita 
chriateniug,  and  of  bearing  hii  Grace  Ihe  Arch- 
biahop  ol  Canterburr  name  it.  I  am  oce  of  thoaa 
who  chink  (hit  ersr;  great  work — and  auch  the 
Uhunnci  Tunnel  undoubtodlj  la— sbould  bear  the 


In  an  article  on  September  11th,  1B73, 
The  Timei  said— 

"  On  our  aide  ot  Iha  Channel  everything  that 
contributee  (o  tbc  dcTelopment  of  Freneh  com- 
meroe,  or  that  addt  to  Ihe  atake  held  bj  the 
French  nation  in  the  friendlf  riTalrj  in  which 
there  are  no  Tinquiahcd,  will  be  regarded  with 
fealinga  of  unmixed  Bati>r>clion.      An  improTe- 
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ifateamera  warranted  to 
preient  aea  aickneai.  would  take  Iraiellera  aoroti 
on  preteita  aa  al'ght  aa  thoaa  wbioh  now  bring 
the  reaidenta  in  tbe  i'rovincea  to  .apend  21  houra 
in  London.  To  make  France  aa  aooesaible  as 
Scotland,  and  far  more  acceiaible  than  Ireland, 
would  be  lo  have  tbe  ententi  emdiale  on  inch 
condition  a  of  mutual  aatiafaatian  and  advantags 

under  which  thej  could  be  brokea  down." 

On  December  8th,  1874,  7^  T^Wi  again 
referred  in  approving  words  to  the 
Tunnel,  and  spoke  in  high  terms  of  the 
excellence  of  toe  project.  On  the  30th 
of  January,  1875,  Th«  Timei  said— 

"  The  project  of  a  Channel  Tunnel  hat  now 
beau  Bnall;  aanctioned  bf  tbe  GoTernmentl  of 
Great  Britain  and  France.  In  Franoe  lOma 
difficult;  aroae  from  the  Iaw  of  ISti,  which  re- 
quired that  the  project  ahould  be  declared  'of 
public  utility  '  before  an  official  conceaeion  in  ila 
fatour  eonid  be  deflnitive,  and  not  merely  con- 
tingent 1  but,  aa  our  Faria  correapondent  atatad 
jeiterday.  the  diffloulty  haa  been  OTercome,  and 
tbia  formality  will  hare  been  completed  before 
tbe  paasing  of  the  Bill  whiob  the  Miniater  of 
Public  Worka  haa  Uid  before  Ihe  Aaaemhly.  A 
deapitoh,  dated  January  Z6,  intimated  the  con- 
Bentofthn  Engliah  Gorernment  to  the  propoaed 
arrangemenla,  aubjuct  to  certain  aonditiona — 
among  others,  that  the  right  to  auapend  tralHo 
on  war  being  imminanlaball  baai 


e  agre 


d  that 
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right  ahall  be  made  no  ground  for  olaim 
nity.  The  Frecoh  GoTarnmeot  hai  aaaented  ;  but 
thinks  it  juat  that  a  term  of  ailenaion  equal  to 
auch  auapenaiOD  of  traSlo  sbould  be  given  to  lh« 
99  years'  coneesaion  and  lbs  30  years'  monopoly. 
Seventy-three  Chambera  of  Commeroa  have  bsan 
eoniultod,  and  all  approra,  twenty-aeion  of  these 
demanding,  howcTer,  that  there  ahould  be  no  in- 
deflnita  monopoly,  but  that  the  State  ahould  have 
power  to  purchase,  and  that  a  tariff  of  msiimum 
rates  ahould  ba  fixed.  Whaleier  may  be  the 
practical  result  of  this  great  cucerpriia — and  wo 
with  it  all  suocesa— It  will  always  r«main  an 
honourablo  eiampte  of  parse  vering  aoientifio 
effort  and  of  international  oo-operation  for  tha 
common  good." 

He  would  not  trouble  the  House  with 
more  than  he  oould  help,  but  he  wanted 
to  show  the  Qovernment  and  the  House 
that  aa  far  as  the  newspapers  were  coa< 
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oemed,  they  were  at  the  time  in  f&Toar 
of  the  enterprize.  It  ma;  be  said  there 
had  been  a  change  ol  opinion,  but  he 
iras  afraid  there  had  only  been  a  ohange 
of  editors.  Tkt  Daily  Ttltgraph  on  the 
and  December,  186B,  said — 

"  No  gDarftntia  i*  aiked,  if,  u  theie  three 
EDgUthmen  and  itlto  one  nrj  saisntiflii  French 
BDginaer  flrmlj  belieTP,  the  Tunnel  ii  r«aait)le. 
W*  bave  not  forgotten  Ihat,  alone  aniong  hii 
Collwiguaa,  Mr.  Glnditone,  a>  CbanasUor  of  tho 
Eiobequsr,  wii  diipowJ  to  gira  a  GoTernmeot 
goaraDtee  to  the  tMraareneuTt  of  the  Atlanllo 
Uable." 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  {Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  am  afraid  that 
u  A  mistake. 

Sitt  EDWARD  WATKIN  said,  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  informed  him  that 
it  vas  a  mistake  about  the  guarantee. 
Hit  Dailji  Ntioi  of  the  2nd  January, 
1875,  apoke  favourably  of  the  project, 
and  said — 


"  The  opeoing  of  too  b  a  < 
thii  oonntrj  and  the  Continent  will  be  a  pure  gain 
to  the  Gommeroiiil  and  aooial  inlereiti  on  i>ath 
tidfli.  It  oblilaratM  the  Cbannsl,  aa  far  ai  it 
hindera  diraot  aommanioation  ;  jst  keeps  it  intaot 
for  all  thoae  advantage*  of  aeierinae  from  the 
potilleal  campliaations  of  th«  Continent,  which  no 
generation  hag  more  Ihorougblf  appreoiated  than 
onr  own.  The  eommeroial  adrantagea  of  the 
OomiDunioation  muat  neceiaarilj  be  hejond  nil 
ealoutation.  A  link  bslween  the  two  ohief 
Mpital*  of  Weatarn  Europe  which  would  annex 
onr  railwaf  ifatem  to  the  whole  of  the  railwa^B  of 
the  Continent  wonld  praotioallj  widen  the  world 
to  pteaauro  and  travel,  and  everf  kind  of  enler- 
priie.  The  300,000  lrn*eller*  who  oroie  the 
Cbancel  ererf  jeir  would  probiblj  become 
3.000,000  iftbo  sea  were  praotioallj  Uken  out  of 
(he  waj  hf  a  safe  and  quick  commanioation  under 
It.  The  jaarner  to  Paris  vould  be  Terj  little 
more  iban  that  from  London  to  Lirgrpool.  It  is, 
howerrr,  quite  needless  to  eolarge  on  theae 
•dTnntagca.  The  Ohannai  Tnnnel  is  the  crown- 
ing enterpriie  of  on  ags  of  rait  engineering  wcrkt. 
Il«  aooatnplishment  ia  to  be  desired  from  eTsr^ 

Kint  ol  *ie«  ;  and,  ahould  it  be  ■ooeeasful.  it  will 
as  benefloent  in  its  result*  as  the  other  groat 
triumpha  of  (he  aoienoe  of  our  lime." 

He  now  desired  to  say  a  word  or  two  in 
regard  to  the  military  objections.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Sir  Edward 
Bamley),  who  was  a  Uember  of  that 
House,  wished  to  hare  spoken  upon  the 
question  last  year,  and  intended  to  follow 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  a  DiTision  was 
taken  somewhat  suddenly,  at  the  request 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House.  The  request  was  a  rea- 
■onable  one,  and  was  therefore  complied 
with.  The  next  day  the  hon.  and 
Sir  £dwa-i  Waikin 
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gallant  Gentleman,  who  had  been  un- 
able to  take  part  in  the  debate,  wrote  a 
letter  to  Th*  Ttmti,  and  he  [SirE.  Watkin) 
took  it  for  granted  that  the  objeotiona 
stated  in  that  letter  were  the  objections 
of  that  section  of  the  military  classes  who 
opposed  the  construction  of  the  Tunnel 
as  being  dangerous  to  the  State.  The 
objeotions  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman were  similar  to  those  that  were 
put  forward  on  a  previous  occasion  by 
the  Under  Secretaty  to  the  Ooloniee, 
then  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms),  but  his  argu- 
ments were  demolished  in  three  words 
by  the  Ohairman  of  Committees,  who 
spoke  of  them  as  a  "  oombinatioD  of 
bogeyism  and  fogeyism."  The  gallant 
general  said — 

"  I  will  now  take  the  other  oase.  I  will  (op- 
poae  that  an  invaalon  should  take  plane  after  the 
making  of  the  Taonol— that  ia  to  aaf,  when  there 
is  a  groat  highwaf  between  Franoeand  England, 
the  possession  of  both  end*  of  wbiob  would  render 
the  iOTadar  independent  of  the  aea.  Of  oonrae, 
we  bear  It  insisted  on  that  we  oouM  alwaji  pra< 
Tent  the  eoemj  from  using  the  Tunnel,  either  by 
partially  or  oompletalf  destrojlng  it.  Now,  that 
a  work  of  this  aitf  niire  character,  iOTOlring  aoeb 
an  amount  of  labour  and  such  expenditura,  should 
ha  abaoluteljr  and  permanently  destroyed,  posaibly 
an  a  falae  alarm,  Is  what  1  refuse  to  beliOTO.  I  do 
not  balieia  that  iharebolders  woold  be  foand  to 
join  in  sn  undertaking  that  might  be  liable  to  snob 
a  eataatrophe.  I,  therefore,  diamiia  the  question 
ofoomplete  dettruclion,  and  auuiiie  that  either 
our  end  of  the  Tunnel  would  be  blocked,  or  some 
partial  destruction  would  be  resorted  to.  Now, 
there  are  many  parta  of  our  Sootharo  Coaste 
where  large  lorces  ean  be  thrown  on  shore,  under 
ocTcr  of  the  Sre  of  their  warships,  superior  to 
what  we  could  at  the  moment  sasemble :  and, 
thererore,  secure  of  posaesatng  tbemselve*  oF  a 
oerlaio  area  beyond  the  immediate  landing  |riaae. 
II  they  were  ihua  landed  at  or  near  DoTar,  Ihey 
would  aaauredly  aeise  the  mine  of  the  Tunnel  and 
open  it,  whether  by  repair  or  othsrwise.  Thua  it 
would  be  rendered  arailabie  for  the  enemy,  and 
what  would  we  then  see  f  Night  and  day  a 
Btorm  of  troops  and  supplies  would  be  pouring 
through  the  Tunnel,  possibly  under  the  heela  of 
our  liotorious,  hut  helpless,  Channel  Fleet.  Now 
in  tbia  oaae— and  I  would  impress  this  point — it 
would  no  longer  be  a  oonteat  between  two  armiel, 
but  between  the  entire  military  reaouroes  of 
France  on  the  one  side,  and  what  «e  eould 
oppose  on  the  other — and  whn  could  doubt  the 
result,  il  Franoe  could  bring  all  her  trained 
armiea,  all  her  raat  miliUry  eatablistimenta,  to 
bear  upon  ua  ?  And  who  can  doubt  that  in  the 
Treaty  whioh  would  onaua,  a  main  .-irtiole  would 
empower  her  to  hold  our  issue  ol  the  Tunnel  and 
to  protect  It  by  works  on  the  hnighta  of  Donr  T 
And  tbia  thorn  in  our  side— in  OUT  fitals— we 
might  nsfor  be  rid  of." 

An  hon.  Msubes  asked  who  the 
gallant  GeaUeman  referred  to  was  ? 
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Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  :    General 
Sir  Edward  Hamley. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  said,  he 
meant  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Birkenhead  (Sir  Edward  Hamley), 
whose  name  he  had  used  in  answering 
the  question  instead  of  the  place  he  re- 
presented. The  hon.  and  gallant  Gene- 
ral had  had  great  experience,  and  had 
published  a  book  which  he  hoped  would 
assist  in  the  manufacture  of  many  excel- 
lent soldiers.  They  knew  that  in  the 
Convention  concluded  and  laid  before  the 
House  in  1876,  provision  was  made  for 
closing  the  Tunnel  in  the  event  of  war. 
That  point  had  not  been  neglected.  Sir 
Frederick  Bramwell  and  Mr.  Brady, 
their  engineers,  and  no  mean  authorities, 
said  that  by  a  simple  arrangement  the 
Tunnel  could  be  closed  by  drowning  a 
portion  of  it  in  three  minutes,  while 
it  would  take  three  months  to  pump  the 
water  out  again,  even  if  there  were 
machinery  on  the  spot.  Then,  again, 
they  had  designed  a  machine  by  which 
a  Minister  of  the  State  or  any  re- 
sponsible military  officer  in  any  part  of 
England,  by  touching  a  button,  could  ex- 
plode a  mine  and  blow  up  the  entrance 
of  the  Tunnel.  They  had,  in  fact,  30 
different  modes  for  closing  or  destroy- 
ing the  Tunnel;  therefore  he  wished 
it  to  be  understood  that  they  had 
anticipated  all  these  objections,  and  he 
thought  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Birkenhead  would  devote  his  atten- 
tion to  what  had  been  proposed  before 
he  wrote  letters  to  newspapers,  it  might 
lead  to  a  better  result.  He  had  said 
that  he  would  answer  one  soldier  by 
another  soldier.  He  would  answer  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Birken- 
head by  quoting  the  opinion  of  a  gallant 
officer  who  had  been  one  of  his  own 
pupils — he  meant  Colonel  Hozier.  Every- 
one knew  that  Colonel  Hozier  was  a 
gallant  soldier,  and  that  he  had  had  an 
advantage  which  no  other  officer  had  of 
having  been  the  correspondent  for  27te 
Timee  in  the  war  in  Denmark,  in  the 
war  between  Prussia  and  Austria,  and 
in  the  Franco- German  War.  On  each 
occasion  he  had  served  on  the  Staff  of 
the  Crown  Prince,  the  late  Emperor, 
whom  he  described  as  the  noblest  man 
he  ever  met,  and  no  one  knew  better 
than  he  did  the  opinions  of  German 
military  men  on  tMs  and  many  other 
questions.  Colonel  Hozier  said — 


^<  It  has  been  argaed  that,  if  the  Tunnel  ex- 
isted, we  might  be  defeated  somewhere  else  and 
be  obliged  to  surrender  it  and  allow  our  enemies 
to  use  it  as  they  liked.  If  we  were  so  heavily  de- 
feated as  to  have  to  make  any  terms  our  enemies 
chose,  would  not  the  first  demand  be,  '  Qive  up 
your  Navy  ? '  We  must  never  be  defeated,  but 
keep  up  the  Army  and  Navy  at  such  a  strength 
that  such  a  contingency  could  not  be  possible. 
Another  objection  is,  that  we  shall  get  slack  in 
the  conrse  of  time,  and  allow  our  sentries  to  get 
negligent,  and  some  one  might  arrive  and  take 
us  ;  but  if  our  sentries  are  so  liable  to  be  negli- 
gent, and  our  outposts  to  be  so  careless,  we 
ought  to  be  anxious  at  the  present  moment. 
Why  should  not  Gibraltar  be  seiced  to-morrow 
by  the  Spaniards  ?  The  sentries  there  have  not 
yet  gone  to  sleep.  If  our  soldiers  are  not  to  be 
trusted,  what  is  the  good  of  building  fortifica- 
tions ?  This  argument  against  the  Tunnel  is  the 
fantastic  idea  of  some  disordered  imagination.*' 
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He  (Sir  Edward  Watkin)  quite  agreed 
with  the  opinion  that  we  must  never  be 
defeated,  and  he  would  go  very  far  with 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  in  increasing  our  Army  and 
Navy  in  any  way  that  was  deemed 
necessary.  He  advocated  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Tunnel,  because  he  believed 
that  it  would  be  one  of  the  best  means 
of  defence,  and,  at  times,  of  offence, 
which  could  possibly  be  provided.  It 
was  Colonel  Hozier's  opinion  that  the 
arguments  against  the  Tunnel  were  only 
the  fantastic  idea  of  a  disordered  ima- 
gination. One  ground  on  which  the 
advocates  of  the  Tunnel  relied  was  that 
it  formed  a  second  line  of  supply  in  case 
the  sea  was  closed  to  us,  and  assuming 
that  we  were  not  at  war  with  France. 
He  would  read  a  few  words  that  were 
uttered  by  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
the  Member  for  East  Marylebone  (Lord 
Charles  fieresford),  who  took  such  deep 
interest  in  the  Navy.  The  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  remembered,  no  doubt,  that 
we  imported  into  this  country  40  per  cent 
of  our  food,  and  all  of  our  raw  material 
except  flax  from  Ireland  and  the  wool 
we  got  from  our  own  sheep ;  and  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  pointed  out  that 
if  England  were  crippled  at  sea,  we 
should  be  starved  by  a  blockade.  Then 
what  we  wanted  was  a  second  line  of 
communication  that  would  enable  us  to 
pour  supplies  into  the  country,  and  re- 
lieve us  from  the  difficulty  caused  by  the 
obstruction  of  our  supply  from  America 
and  other  parts  of  the  world.  He  main- 
tained that  it  was  necessary  for  the  safety 
of  the  country  that  we  should  have  a 
second  line  of  supply,  and  not  be  alto- 
gether dependent  upon  the  sea.    The 
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construction  of  the  Channel  Tunnel 
would  strengthen  instead  of  weakening 
our  military  position.  Foreign  Nations 
would  know  that,  unless  we  happened 
to  be  at  war  with  France,  of  which  he 
thought  there  was  no  probability,  except 
through  our  own  fault,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  defeat  us  by  stopping  our 
supplies.  Therefore,  the  construction  of 
a  Channel  Tunnel  was  a  project  which 
would  give  us  exactly  that  which  we 
required.  One  contention  of  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Tunnel  was  that  the  Go- 
vernments of  both  countries,  having 
once  sanctioned  the  undertaking,  neither 
could  honourably  retire.  They  main- 
tained that  it  would  promote  and  secure 
peace  with  France.  What  was  France  ? 
France,  it  should  be  remembered,  was 
not  only  our  nearest  neighbour,  but  our 
best  foreigpi  customer  save  one.  The 
trade  between  France  and  this  country 
amounted  to  £51,000,000  sterling  per 
annum.  People  talked  of  France  as  if  we 
had  no  interest  in  it  at  all.  In  the  time 
of  Queen  Anne  an  Act  was  passed, 
declaring  that  trade  with  France  was 
a  common  nuisance,  and  ought  to  be 
abated.  That  seemed  to  be  the  senti- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach).  Those,  how- 
ever, were  not  the  propositions  which 
he  (Sir  Edward  Watkin)  laid  down,  and 
he  wanted  to  know  from  the  Gh>vemment 
if  they  were  prepared  to  take  the  re- 
sponsibility of  saying  that  we  should 
never  have  under  any  circumstances,  or 
at  any  time,  a  seoond  means  of  obtaining 
our  supplies  irrespective  of  the  sea.  We 
might  increase  our  Navy  to  any  con- 
ceivable extent ;  but  with  the  cumbrous 
and  untried  ships  we  had,  and  their  im- 
mense weight,  could  anyone  tell  us  that, 
at  any  moment,  a  naval  disaster  might 
not  cripple  the  capacity  of  our  Navy  ? 
Then,  would  Her  Majesty's  Government 
take  the  responsibility,  before  the  House 
and  the  country,  of  saying  that,  under  no 
circumstances  would  they  ever  sanction 
the  formation  of  a  seoond  line  of  supply 
in  the  interests  of  our  commerce  and 
our  people  ?  What  was  England  ?  In- 
dustry and  commerce.  Take  away  her 
trade  and  commerce,  and  what  sup- 
port would  there  be  for  her  Forces, 
either  on  land  or  sea?  It  might  be 
said  that  there  was  no  great  outcry 
for  the  Tunnel,  but  that  was  because 
no  great  agitation  had  ever  been  got 

Sir  Edward  JTaiUn 


up  in  its  favour,  as  they  believed 
they  would  one  day  find  a  Government 
sensible  enough  to  rise  above  all  fear 
and  panic  and  look  to  the  future  from 
a  broad  and  prudent  point  of  view. 
The  best  national  insurance  we  could 
possibly  have  was  to  provide  a  second 
line  of  communication  independent  of 
the  sea.  As  far  as  foreign  opinion  went, 
the  great  strategist,  Count  Yon  Moltke, 
and  other  German  officers,  had  dis- 
tinctly declared  that  the  idea  of  inva- 
ding England  through  the  Tunnel  was 
perfectly  absurd.  Count  Von  Moltke 
said,  they  might  just  as  well  try  to  in- 
vade England  through  his  library  door. 
The  proposal  was  to  construct  two  single 
lines  of  tunnel,  as  it  was  believed  they 
would  be  in  every  way  better  than  one, 
and  each  would  be  about  the  size  of  the 
door  of  that  chamber.  Yet  they  were 
told  that  all  the  Queen's  horses  and  all 
the  Queen's  men  would  be  insufficient 
to  enable  them  to  defend  two  small  holes 
of  that  nature  against  the  enemy.  He 
thought  the  whole  thing  was  absurd 
on  the  face  of  it.  The  late  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Sir  Thomas  Farrer, 
was  an  enthusiastic  supporter  of  the 
Channel  Tunnel,  and  another  official  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Mr.  Giffen,  gave 
evidence  before  a  Joint  Commitee. 
Being  asked,  with  reference  to  the 
statement  of  the  Commander-in-Chief 
and  Lord  Wolseley  that  the  Tunnel 
would  make  it  necessary  to  expend 
£3,000,000  in  turning  Dover  into  a 
first-class  fortress,  he  said — 

"  I  have  looked  at  the  qaestion  from  that  point 
of  Tiew,  assuming  the  statements  that  hare  been 
made  hj  Lord  Wolseley  and  the  Doke  of  Cam- 
bridge, and  others,  in  their  military  Reports  on 
the  matter  ;  and  what  I  should  like  to  put  before 
the  Committee  upon  that  subject  is  with  regard 
to  the  expense  of  making  a  first-class  fortress, 
which  is  one  of  the  main  points  upon  which  Lord 
Wolreley  and  the  Duke  insist.  The  ezpenditare 
of  £3,000,000  sterling  would  be  equal  to  an 
annual  charge  of  £90,000,  and  I  think  that 
would  be  quite  an  insignificant  sum  compared 
with  the  commercial  advantages  alone  of  the 
Tunnel,  if  it  answers  at  all  the  expectations 
which  the  promoters  put  forward,  and  which  I 
think  to  a  large  extent  are  well  founded." 

That  was  Mr.  Giffen's  opinion.  If  they 
had  to  expend  this  money  in  the  way 
proposed,  Mr.  Oiffen  said  the  com- 
mercial advantages  that  would  be 
gained  would  be  so  great  that  they 
would  save  money  by  doing  so.  He 
thought  that  Mr.  Giffen's  opinion  ought 
to  have  some  weight  with  the  Board 
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of  Trade.  He  would  like  now  to 
ask  another  question — namely,  why 
the  Government  took  upon  themselvoB 
the  responsibility  for  refusing  for  all 
time  to  come,  if  they  could,  this  second 
line  of  supply?  What  was  the  rea- 
son they  resisted  fulfilling  the  pledges 
which  they,  as  a  Oonservative  Govern- 
ment.  gave  through  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  by  the  in- 
struction of  Lord  Beaconsfield — whom, 
he  supposed,  was  still  considered  a 
sagacious  man — and  of  Lord  Derby  ? 
What  was  the  reason  why  they  had  now 
changed  their  front,  and  refused  to  con- 
sent to  this  most  reasonable  proposition  ? 
He  would  put  these  points  to  the  Go- 
vernment. Even  with  an  increased  Navy, 
as  desired  by  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  the  Member  for  East  Marylebone 
(Lord Charles Beresford),  England  might 
be  subjected  to  a  naval  reverse,  even 
although  the  five  men-of-war  and  the 
cruisers  asked  for  by  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  were  provided.  The  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  said,  when  interviewed 
by  27ie  Fall  Mall  Gazette— 

"  They  are  making  a  great  fuss  in  the  House  of 
Commons  about  the  defencclessncss  of  London, 
Ac.,  and  so  long  as  the  Navy  leaves  something 
to  bo  desired  they  are  right  in  wishing  to 
strengthen  the  Army  ;  but  1  do,  and  1  shall,  in- 
sist that  England  must  rule  the  seas,  if  she  ex- 
pects to  rule  anything.  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mons four  or  five  of  us  from  the  Navy  stood 
against  20  times  as  many  Army  men,  and  so  we 
had  hard  work  to  make  ourselves  felt  ;  but  is  it 
not  evident  that  were  England  beaten  in  the 
waters  which  form  her  only  frontier,  the  enemy 
would  have  only  to  block  her  food  supplies  and 
let  her  starve  ?  They  would  conquer  us  without 
striking  a  blow.  England  can  never  be  saved  by 
her  Army.  Therefore,  as  it  is  our  sole  hope,  our 
Navy  must  be  very  strong,  very  much  stronger. 
I  maintain  now,  as  I  have  always  maintained, 
that  we  want  five  more  men-of-war  and  2S  more 
cruisers.  Then  we  will  be  safe,  and  not  until 
then." 

No  man  could  say,  as  an  infallible 
certainty,  that  whatever  the  extent  of 
our  Fleet  we  might  not  be  subjected 
to  naval  reverses.  Then,  why  should 
not  Her  Majesty's  Government  sanc- 
tion a  second  line  of  communication 
which  would  prevent  our  being  starved 
if  blockaded  ?  He  wished  to  know  why 
the  Convention  of  1876  was  to  be  re- 
pudiated ?  No  doubt,  if  it  was  repudi- 
ated it  would  be  from  a  fear  of  France. 
The  late  President  of  France,  M.  Grevy, 
declared    to  a  deputation   of    English 
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workmen,  who  waited  upon  him  three  or 
four  years  ago,  that — 

**  Oe  regarded  the  Tunnel  as  a  magnificent 
enterprise,  and  one  involving  the  happiest  effects. 
It  was  not,  therefore,  on  that  side  of  the  Channel 
that  any  objection  would  be  raised.  France  did 
not  anticipate  or  fear  invasion." 

[An  hon.  Member  :  Hear,  hear !  1  ' '  Hear, 
hear!"  said  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman, and  there  they  had  the  voice 
of  prejudice  at  once.  President  Grevy 
made  use  of  further  expressions  which 
were  very  important,  and  which  he 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
answer  if  he  could.     The  words  were — 

"  But  it  was  not  for  him  to  judge  the  pre-ooca« 
pations  of  eminent  Englishmen.  It  was  in 
England  that  the  opposition  existed.  They  had 
addressed  themselves  to  the  French  workmao, 
who  were  certainly  in  harmony  with  them|;  but 
what  influence  could  they  exercise  over  pablio 
opinion  in  England  ?  It  was  for  England  to 
reflect  and  decide.  If  England  thought  isolation 
and  separation  the  best  for  her,  she  was  the  best 
judge.  This  was  the  only  reply  he  could  eive  so 
far  as  the  Tunnel  was  concerned.  No  objection 
would  be  raised  against  it  in  France.  It  was 
purely  an  English  question." 

On  this  question  what  did  foreign 
nations  and  our  own  Colonies  say  about 
the  construction  of  the  Tunnel  ?  Why, 
our  Colonies  were  almost  to  a  man  in 
favour  of  it.  Everybody  in  the  United 
States  laughed  at  our  fears,  and  they 
knew  very  well  that  if  England  be- 
longed to  the  United  States,  which,  per- 
haps, might  be  the  case  some  day  for 
anything  he  knew,  did  they  think  that 
24  hours  would  elapse  before  they 
began  to  connect  themselves  with  France? 
He  believed  that  we  should  increase 
our  power  and  our  commerce  by  putting 
aside  our  prejudices.  The  construction 
of  the  Tunnel  was  chiefly  opposed  by 
men  who  had  narrow  naval  or  mili- 
tary views,  who  discussed  the  question 
in  cabins  and  drawing  rooms,  by  half- 
informed  editors,  and  by  men  who  knew 
nothing  of  the  great  work.  Some  of 
them  could  not  pass  a  thoroughly  good 
examination  in  geogpraphy,  and  knew 
nothing  about  the  great  commercial 
requirements  of  the  day.  In  America, 
as  he  had  said,  they  spoke  with  con- 
tempt of  the  fears  with  which  we  chose 
to  indulge  in  in  this  country.  In 
Australia,  every  man  to  whom  he  had 
spoken  had  expressed  a  strong  opinion 
of  the  folly  of  pursuing;  the  line  of  aption 
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which  the  Ooyemment  proposed  to  take 
with  reference  to  this  important  ques- 
tion, and  denounced  our  cruelty  in  com- 
pelling them,  after  they  had  crossed  the 
ocean  to  visit  us,  unnecessarily  to 
undergo  all  the  horrors  of  the  middle 
passage  between  this  country  and 
France.  Caricatures  were  the  laughing 
voice  of  nations.  He  would  produce 
only  two,  out  of  hundreds  issued  in 
different  parts  of  the  world.  One  pub- 
lished in  the  United  States  represented 
the  British  Lion  running  away  with  his 
tail  between  his  legs  from  one  end  of 
the  Tunnel,  with  Lord  Wolseley  on  his 
back,  frightened  by  the  crowing  of  a 
Gallic  cock.  Another  cartoon,  published 
in  Spain,  represented  a  British  soldier 
with  a  great  number  of  shells,  swords, 
and  guns  around  him,  saying — ''lam 
so  afraid  of  being  invaded."  One  man 
might  be  seen  in  the  distance,  and  a  few 
rate  running  out  of  the  Tunnel.  He 
was  ashamed  that  we  should  allow  our- 
selves to  be  made  the  laughing-stock  of 
all  nations.  By  doing  so  we  were 
weakening  our  moral  power  and  our 
preetige.  He  would  conclude  the  few 
observations  which  the  House  had  lis- 
tened to  so  patiently  and  so  kindly  by 
quoting  a  letter  which  he  stumbled 
across  the  other  day.  It  was  a  letter 
written  by  the  then  King  of  Hanover 
to  ^Lord  Stran^ord,  at  the  time  of  the 
opening  of  the  Great  Exhibition  of  1851, 
in  which  he  said — 

''The  follj  and  absordity  of  the  Quoen  in 
allowing  this  trumpery  show  most  strike  every 
•ensible  and  well-thinking  mind,  and  I  am 
astonished  the  Ministers  themselves  do  not  insist 
OQ  her  at  least  going  to  Osborne  during  the  Ex- 
hibition, as  no  human  being  can  possibly  answer 
for  what  may  occur  on  the  occasion.  The  idea  of 
permitting  3,000  National  Guards  to  come  over 
#11  eorpi,  and  parade  London  in  their  side-arms, 
must  shock  every  honest  and  well-meaning 
Englishman.  But  it  seems  everything  is  oom- 
bining  to  lower  us  in  the  eyes  of  Europe." 

He  was  afraid  that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  animated  by  a  similar  spirit  to  that 
which  had  dictated  the  writing  of  that 
letter.  He  thanked  the  House  for  its 
indulgence,  and  he  would  only  repeat 
his  questions  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  give  him  a  plain,  explicit,  and 
unmistakable  answer.  Would  the 
Government  take  the  responsibility  of 
preventing,  if  it  could,  for  all  time 
the  construction  of  a  second  line  of 
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supply  independent  of  the  sea;  would 
the  Government  explain  to  the  House 
their  reasons  for  their  change  of 
policy ;  and  would  they  tell  the  House, 
if  they  objected  to  the  construction 
of  the  Channel  Tunnel  as  a  means 
of  national  protection  and  national 
insurance,  what  they  themselves  would 
propose?  He  trusted  that  the  House 
of  Oommons  would  not  throw  unneces- 
sary obstacles  in  the  way  of  one  of 
the  greatest  works  which  had  been  con- 
ceived in  modern  times.  The  opinions 
of  some  of  the  best  and  most  able  men 
of  the  country  were  in  favour  of  the 
project.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  rise  superior 
to  the  prejudices  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  would  do  justice  to  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  by  referring  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee,  which  was  all  the 
promoters  asked.  He  begged  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  and 
be  sent  to  a  Select  Committee  to  be  in- 
quired into  in  the  ordinary  way. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (^ir  Edward  JFatkin.) 

Thk  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  My  duty  in  this  case  is 
to  follow  the  example  of  those  who  have 
represented  the  Board  of  Trade  in  this 
House,  and  to  move  that  this  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  this  day  three  months. 
The  hon.  Member  has  used  a  great 
many  hard  words  with  regard  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  I  do  not  wish  to  go 
into  the  relations  that  have  existed  be- 
tween the  hon.  Member  and  the  Board 
of  Trade ;  but  if  any  complaint  is  to  be 
made  in  respect  to  those  relations,  it 
should  be  made  rather  with  regard  to 
the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  towards 
the  Board  of  Trade  than  that  of  the 
Department  towards  the  hon.  Member. 

Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN :  I  rise  to 
Order.  Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows  that  I  have  had  a  letter 
from  a  former  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  thanking  me  for  my  conduct 
and  for  the  very  useful  information 
which  I  had  given  to  the  Depart- 
ment. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  : 
We  have  been  told  that  the  information 
given  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  neither 
candid  nor  accurate  wbeu  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  was 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  But 
I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  that  matter. 
It  is  not  merely  on  Departmental 
grounds  that  I  oppose  this  Bill;  I  speak 
on  behalf  of  the  whole  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qoyernment.  I  saw  the  other  day  a 
most  extraordinary  statement  that  went 
the  round  of  the  Press  to  the  effect  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  treat  this  matter  as  an  open  question. 
I  did  not  contradict  that  statement ;  I 
treated  it  with  contempt.  But  we  have 
heard  to  day  from  the  hon.  Member 
that  that  statement  was  made  upon  the 
authority  of  no  less  a  person  than  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN :  Certainly. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
On  the  authority  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN :  Yes. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS^-BEACH : 
Then  I  can  tell  the  hon.  Member  that 
that  statement  is  absolutely  without 
foundation. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN :  WUl  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  so  himself? 
No  ;  he  will  not  do  so. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH : 
Yes ;  he  will.  These  are  the  words 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  autho- 
rized me  to  state  to  the  House — 

"Hold  Sir  Edward  Watkin  that  the  Govern- 
merit  had  considered  bis  proposalt,  and  had  oome 
to  the  conclusion  that  thej  would  oppose  the 
second  reading  ;  and,  further,  that  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  move  its  rejection, 
and,  therefore,  there  must  be  GoTornment 
Tellers." 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN :  That  is 
quite  true,  but  not  all  the  truth. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH  : 
Therefore  it  is  that  I  say  that  in  moving 
the  rejection  of  this  measure  I  am  doing 
so  as  completely  on  behalf  of  the  GK)- 
vernment  as  any  of  my  Predecessors  in 
Office  in  former  years.  At  the  outset  of 
my  observations  I  would  deprecate  the 
attempt  of  the  hon.  Member  to  minimize 
the  importance  of  the  Bill  he  has  intro- 
duced. The  hon.  Member,  in  moving 
the  second  reading,  described  it  as  a 
Bill  merely  to  authorize  the  continuance 
of  a  scientific  experiment  which  it  would 
be  in  the  power  of  the  Government  of 
the  day  at  any  time  to  put  an  immediate 
stop  to.    But  1  know  what  would  be 


the  consequence  if  this  House  should, 
unfortimately,  sanction  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.    The  hon.  Member  him* 
self  would  be  the  first  to  attribute  great 
importance  to  the  action  of  the  House, 
and  to  assert  that  the  House,  by  sanc- 
tioning the  second  reading  of  the  mea- 
sure,  had  not   merely  sanctioned  the 
continuance  of  a  scientific  experiment, 
but  had  approved  the  principle  of  the 
construction  of  the  Channel  Tunnel.    I 
will  prove  that  by  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  himself  stated  to-day.  The  hon. 
Member  has  put  it  before  the  House  as 
a  great  grievance  that  whereas  at  one 
time  the  Governments  of  England  and 
France    looked  with  favour  upon  the 
scheme  of  the  Channel  Tunnel,  and  en- 
couraged an  experiment  in  which  pre- 
liminary expenses  were  incurred,  there 
was  subsequently  a  change  of  policy  ; 
and  he  has  actually  suggested  that,  on 
this  account,  compensation  ought  to  be 
given  by  the  Government  to  a  French 
firm  which  made  this  experiment  and 
expended  money  under  a  French  Charter 
upon  the  other  side  of  the  Channel.  No, 
Sir;   the  fact  is  that  we  have  before 
us  a  proposal  to  institute  experiments 
which,  if  successful,  would,  according 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  be  subsequently 
carried   on  to  the  completion  of   the 
works  which  he  advocates.     Therefore, 
the  question  we  are  asked  to  decide 
to-day  is  not  a  question  of  mere  scien- 
tific experiments,  but  the  principle  of  the 
Channel  Tunnel.     Well,  Sir,  I  may  say 
at  once  that  I  am  opposed  to  that  prin- 
ciple.   I  do  not  wish  to  discuss  whether 
the  construction  of  the  Channel  Tun- 
nel is  feasible.    It  may  or  may  not  be 
so,  although  that  is  a  point  upon  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  not  given    the 
House  or  the  publio  sufficient  informa- 
tion.   I  do  not  want  to  dwell  upon  the 
suffi.ciency  of  the  very  varying  estimates 
which  at  one  time  or  another  have  been 
put  before  a  credulous  public — P'  Oh, 
oh ! "] — Yes;  I  repeat  before  a  credulous 
public,  by  the  hon.  Member,  as  to  the 
amount  of  capital  that  would  be  re- 
quired   for  the  completion  of  such  a 
work,   or   upon  the    probability  of   it 
proving  a  commercial    success,  if  ever 
it  were  to  be  completed.    These    are 
matters  upon  which  Parliament  would 
certainly  require  to  be  fully  and  amply 
satisfied  before  they  authorized  the  con- 
struction of  this  TunneL    But  those  are 
not  matters  with  which  we  have  to  deal 
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in  the  debate  to-day.  The  hon.  Member 
has  adverted  to  the  opinions  whioh  he 
says  have  been  expressed  on  the  idea  of 
the  construction  of  a  Channel  Tunnel 
by  several  persons.    I  leave  the  House 
to  judge  of  the  good  taste  of  the  hon. 
Member    in  introducing  the  name  of 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen  into   such   a 
controversy  as  this,  or  of  the  value  of 
the  opinion  of  a  man  in  his  99th  year, 
like  Sir  Moses  Montefiore.     But  I  say 
that  I  disbelieve  the  assertion  of  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  late  Lord  Derby 
ever  gave  an  opinion  in  favour  of  the 
Channel  Tunnel.     Moreover,  I  believe 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  entirely  mis- 
represented to  the  House  the  opinion  of 
the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield  on  the  ques- 
tion, and  I  challenge  him  to  produce  the 
letter  in  which  he  avers  that  the  noble 
Lord  expressed  himself  in  favour  of  this 
scheme.     When  that  letter  is  produced 
I  believe  that  it  will  be  found  to  con- 
tain a  statement  to  the  effect  that  the 
shareholders    who    might    be    deluded 
into  taking  part  in  such  a  scheme  would 
never    receive    any    interest    on    their 
money.     But,   however  that  may  be, 
this  is  by  no  means  a  Party  question, 
and   I  trust  the  House    will  look  at 
it  as  that  which  should  be  far  above 
Party  differences — namely,  a  question 
relating  to  the  national  security.   Well, 
that  is  the  way  in  which  this  ques- 
tion has  been  considered  by  authorities 
whom  I  think  even  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self must  respect.  Those  authorities,  Par- 
liamentary, military,  and  scientific,  have 
reported  adversely  to  the  construction 
of  the  Tunnel  as  injurious  to  this  coun- 
try, and  the  House  of  Commons,  on 
three  previous  occasions,  has    ratified 
the  decision  at  which  those  authorities 
arrived.      Now,   Sir,    what    were    the 
reasons    on  which   that    decision  was 
based.     I  will  endeavour  very  shortly 
to  state  them  to  the  House.    I  think  it 
is  quite  impossible  for  any  reasonable 
person  to  deny  that  the  insular  position 
of  this  country,  and  the  absence  of  a 
military  frontier,  have  been  of  enormous 
advantage  to  us  in  the  past,  and  may 
prove  of  enormous  advantage  in  the 
future.     Now,   so  far  as  it  goes,  the 
construction   of    the    Channel    Tunnel 
would  give  us  a  military  frontier.     It 
would  open  a  door  for  attack  which  does 
not  now  exist,  and  I  think  it  is  not  a 
little  due  to  the  fact  that  no  such  door 
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exists  that  we  have  been  saved  in  this 
Kingdom  from  the  curse  of  conscription, 
and  that  for  so  many  generations  we 
have  been  spared  those  horrors  of  inva- 
sion from  which  every  other  European 
country  has  heavily  suffered.     Now,  the 
first  thing  for  the  House  to  ask  itself  is 
whether — as  it  cannot  be  denied  that 
such  a  door  would  be  opened  by  the 
construction  of  the  Channel  Tunnel — 
that  door  could  be  closed  with  absolute 
certainty  in  time  of  danger  ?     [Sir  Ed- 
ward Watkin:  Yes.]  The  hon.  Member 
thinks  that  it  can,  and  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  will  support  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  no  doubt  are  of  the  same 
opinion ;  but  my  own  opinion  is   that 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  absolute  cer- 
tainty in  the  conduct  of  human  affairs, 
and    I   will   venture   to  quote,   if   the 
House  will  bear  with  me,  some  expres- 
sions of  opinion  from  high  authorities 
on  these  matters,  who  agree  in  the  main 
with  the  hon.  Member  opposite,  which 
I  think  will  show   that  on  this  point 
they  are  not  precisely  in  accord  with  his 
views.     The  House  is  aware  that  this 
subject  was  considered  by  a  very  able 
and  strong  Committee  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,   and   that  a   Heport   of 
unquestionable  ability  was  presented  by 
a  minority  of  that  Committee  in  favour 
of  the  scheme  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  In  1883. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Yes  ;  in  1883.  Well,  that  minority, 
headed  by  Lord  Lansdowne,  admitted 
that  the  construction  of  the  Tunnel 
would  in  some  respect  modify  the  con- 
ditions under  which  the  defences  of  this 
country  would  have  to  be  considered, 
and  that  special  precautions  would  be 
necessary  to  prevent  its  falling  into  the 
hands  of  an  enemy ;  they  admitted,  fur- 
ther, that  its  possession  either  during 
the  progress  of  operations  or  an  occupa- 
tion of  English  soil  would  be  highly 
advantageous  to  the  invading  force  and 
injurious  to  the  nation,  and  they  con- 
ceived that  if  it  could  be  shown  that  no 
means  could  be  devised  to  prevent  the 
Tunnel,  when  once  made,  from  passing 
into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  its  forma- 
tion would  be  in  the  highest  degree 
objectionable.  The  question  was,  could 
such  means  be  devised?  That  was 
referred  to  a  scientific  Committee  of 
military  and  engineering  authorities, 
who  made  recommendations  for  the  se- 
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curity  of  the  Tunnel  so  complicated,  so 
numerous,  and  so  costly,  that  if  they 
were  carried  out  in  any  great  degree  at 
the  expense  of  the  shareholders,  as  the 
hon.  Member  once  suggested— he  does 
not,  I  see,  now  give  any  assent  to  that 
proposition  —  they    would    absolutely 
deprive  the  shareholders  of  any  pos- 
sibilities of  making  the  Tunnel  a  com- 
mercial   success.       But    this    scientific 
Committee  reported  that  while  by  the 
means  they  recommended  the  Tunnel 
might  be  made  absolutely  useless  to  an 
enemy  it  would  be  presumptuous  to  place 
absolute  confidence  in  the  most  complete 
arrangements  for    preventing   it   from 
falling  into  the  hands  of  an  enemy,  thus 
absolutely  negativing  the  presumption 
on  which  the  Minority  Keport  of  Lord 
Lansdowne  was  based.    Now,  the  hon. 
Member  treated  almost  with  ridicule  any 
idea  that  we  could  possibly  ever  be  at 
war  with  France.     I  hope  and  pray  that 
such  a  calamity  to  both  nations  may 
never  occur,  but  it  is  simply  folly  and 
madness  to  shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
wars  between  these  countries,   of  the 
most  serious  character,  have  occurred. 
It  is  possible  that  they  may  occur  again, 
and  we  have  no  right  in  this  House  to 
look   at  this  question   of  the   Channel 
Tunnel   without  reference  to   the  pos- 
sibility of  war  between  this  country  and 
France.     Now,  I  do  not  imagine  that  it 
has  ever  been  contended  by  those  mili- 
tary experts  to  whom  the  hon.  Member 
— who  is  not  a  soldier  himself — has  re- 
ferred in  terms  of  remarkable  contempt, 
that  if  in  a  war  between  France  and 
England  the  English  end  of  the  Tun- 
nel were  in  our  possession  the  French 
would    attempt  to    invade    this    coun- 
try by  sending  an  army  through   the 
Tunnel;  but  what  has  been  contended 
is  this — that   there  might  be  the  pos- 
sibility of  surprise.     Such  things  have 
happened  in  past  wars,  and  the  House 
will  remember  that   they  have  some- 
times happened  without  a  previous  de- 
claration of  war.     One  notable  case  is 
that  in  which  we  seized  the  Danish  Fleet 
in  1807.     Surprise  might  be  attempted 
and  made  successful  through  treachery, 
for  who  will  guarantee  the  loyalty  to  this 
country  of  all  of  the  employes  of  a  cos- 
mopolitan company,  many  of  the  share- 
holders in  which  might  be  Frenchmen 
themselves  ?    It  might  be  aided  by  de- 
lay on  the  part  of  the  authorities,  or  by 
the  failure  of  the  action  of  the  apparatus 


for  flooding  the  Tunnel  in  a  moment  of 
danger,  because,  of  course,  you  never 
could  test  such  an  apparatus  to  see 
whether  it  would  work  when  required. 
We  should  have  no  guarantee  for  its 
continuous  efficiency,  and  I  should  like 
to  know  what  Government  would  not 
hesitate  until  the  very  last  moment  be- 
fore it  gave  the  order  for  causing  such  a 
great  destruction  of  property  as  would 
result  from  the  flooding  or  blocking  of 
the  Tunnel  ?  But  supposing  this  danger 
avoided,  the  order  given,  the  Tunnel 
blocked  or  flooded,  and  the  risk  of  sur- 
prise or  treachery  gone,  would  not  the 
English  end  of  the  Tunnel  still  remain 
as  a  point  of  the  gravest  anxiety  to  this 
country  during  the  progress  of  a  war  ? 
It  would  be  the  first  point  of  contem- 
plated attack  by  our  enemies  through- 
out. I  will  not  attempt  to  express  an 
opinion  as  to  the  possibility,  military  or 
engineering,  of  such  an  operation  ;  but 
we  hear  a  great  deal  in  these  days  about 
the  likelihood  of  an  invasion  of  Eng- 
land, Surely  it  would  be  a  much  easier 
and  simpler  operation  to  send  over  a 
force  sufficient  to  seize  and  hold  the 
English  end  of  the  Tunnel  for  such  time 
as  would  be  necessary  to  repair  and 
pump  it  out?  Then,  how  can  the  hon. 
Member  ridicule  the  idea  that  if  this 
were  once  done,  troops  might  be  poured 
from  France  through  the  Tunnel  in  such 
numbers  as  would  render  it  very  for- 
tunate for  us  if  we  ever  secured  the  pos- 
session of  the  key  of  England  again  ?  I 
dare  say  that  hon.  Members  will  say 
that  these  ideas  are  exaggerated ;  but 
I  would  submit  this  to  their  considera- 
tion. There  is  no  doubt  that  these 
opinions  are  widely  entertained  in  this 
country.  They  are  held  by  great  military 
authorities,  and  have  been  enforced  by 
able  writers  in  the  Press;  and  they 
have  taken,  and  will  take,  hold  very 
largely  of  public  opinion.  Do  you  think 
that  that  public  opinion,  so  infiuenced, 
would  have  no  bearing  upon  our  mili- 
tary and  naval  expenditure?  Do  hon. 
Members  opposite  who  are  anxious  for 
economy,  and  who  are  endeavouring  in 
every  possible  and  impossible  way  to 
promote  it  in  these  matters,  think  that 
they  are  doing  something  likely  to  tend 
to  economy  in  military  and  naval  ex- 
penditure by  adding  a  greater  scare  to 
the  scares  which  already  exist?  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  with  every  rumour  of 
war  on  the  Continent  there  would  be 
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fresh  demandtf  for  fortifications,  arma- 
ments, and  garrisons  for  the  defence  of 
the  English  end  of  the  Tunnel.  At  all 
events,  even  the  hon.  Member  for  Hythe 
will  admit,  if  he  will  not  take  the  burden 
of  erecting  these  fortifications  upon  the 
shareholders  of  his  Company,  that  the 
nation  would  have  to  spend  a  consider- 
able sum  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
fortifications,  armaments,  and  garrisons, 
and  that  thousaods  of  men,  whether 
added  to  the  strength  already  exist- 
ing of  the  Army  or  taken  from  their 
present  duties,  would  be  fixed  in 
one  spot  in  peace  and  in  war,  their 
services  being  required  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Tunnel.  Therefore,  on  the 
ground  of  risk,  possible  rather  than 
probable  though  that  risk  may  be,  but 
even  more  on  the  ground  of  the  great 
addition  to  our  expenditure  which  such 
risk  would  certainly  cause,  I  am  opposed 
to  the  construction  of  such  a  Tunnel  as 
this.  But  I  should  like  to  know  what 
are  the  advantages  which  are  held  out 
to  us?  The  hon.  Member  tells  us  that 
the  construction  of  the  Tunnel  would 
promote  and  secure  peace  with  France ; 
and  he  charges  ns  by  implication  to- 
day, and  in  so  many  words  in  his  former 
speeches,  with  a  policy  of  isolation  and 
separation,  the  logical  end  of  which 
must  be  to  strain  the  relations  and 
possibly  lead  to  war  between  the  two 
countries.      I  maintain  that  our  insular 

fosition  is  the  best  security  for  peace, 
believe  that  it  saves  many  opportuni- 
ties of  quarrel  and  much  temptation  to 
an  invasion  of  this  country.  Our  rela- 
tions with  France  now  are  admitted  even 
by  the  hon.  Member  to  be  friendly. 

Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN :  Yes. 

SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH  : 
They  certainly  are  so.  Then  I  ask  the 
hon.  Member,  would  he  change  them 
for  the  relations  which  obviously  exist 
between  France  and  her  two  powerful 
Continental  neighbours,  with  whom  she 
has  an  extended  land  frontier  and 
such  complete  means  of  artificial  inter- 
course by  railways,  roads,  and  other 
methods  of  communication  ?  You  can- 
not say — it  would  be  ludicrous  to  pre- 
tend— that  you  can  deprive  nations  of 
occasions  of  quarrel  by  increasing  the 
means  of  communication  between  them. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  made  use  of  two 
arguments  in  support  of  the  Bill  which 
I  must  notice.  He  said  that  the  Channel 
Tunnel  would  provide  this  country  with 
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an  additional  means  of  food  supply. 
But  if  the  other  end  of  the  Tunnel  was 
in  the  hands  of  France,  it  certainly 
would  not  provide  us  with  an  additional 
means  of  food  supply  if  we  were  at  war 
with  France,  and  France  is  the  only 
country  which  could  possibly  deprive  us 
for  a  day  of  the  complete  command  of 
the  sea.  Therefore,  what  would  be  the 
advantage  of  the  hon.  Member's  Channel 
Tunnel  from  that  point  of  view  ?  Then 
the  hon.  Gentleman  dwelt  on  the  great 
commercial  advantages  which  would  be 
derived  from  the  proposed  undertaking, 
I  give  him  the  benefit  of  the  argument 
as  to  the  greater  ease  and  comfort  of 
the  passengers.  He  would  mitigate  the 
sufferings  of  many  an  old  lady,  and  in- 
crease largely  the  passenger  traffic.  But 
the  suffering  might  be  lessened  if  the 
harbours  on  both  sides  were  so  improved 
as  to  make  it  possible  to  use  steamers 
like  the  steamers  between  this  country 
and  Ireland,  though  a  large  proportion 
of  passengers  would  prefer  a  cheaper 
mode  of  conveyance.  So  far  as  heavy 
goods  traffic  is  concerned,  I  do  not  think 
the  Channel  Tunnel  would  do  anything 
for  it  at  aU.  I  would  invite  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  look  at  the  evidence  which  was 
given  before  the  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee. If  they  will  do  so,  I  think  they 
will  find  conclusive  proof  upon  the  sub- 
ject. For  there  is  not  only  the  difficulty 
of  the  break  of  gauge,  which  the  hon. 
Member  passed  over  so  lightly 

Sir  EDWAED  WATKIN  :  There  is 
no  such  thing  as  a  break  of  gauge. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BKACH: 
But  the  hon.  Member  admitted  that 
there  is  a  break  of  gauge. 

Sir  EDWAED  WATKIN :  Only  in 
Hussia. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
There  is  not  only  that  question,  what- 
ever it  may  amount  to,  but  there  is  the 
fact  that  a  tunnel  20  or  25  miles  long 
could  not  by  any  possibility  have  the 
same  relative  capacity  for  carrying 
goods  in  24  hours  as  an  ordinary 
railway.  If  there  is  to  be  a  great 
passenger  and  perishable  goods  traffic, 
there  would  not  be  room  for  heavy 
goods  trains,  and  the  cost  of  the  line 
would  be  so  great  that  the  rates 
charged  must  necessarily  be  high  if 
the  shareholders  are  to  get  a  return 
for  their  money,  and  goods  would  g^  by 
the  cheapest  route.  Another  argument 
is  that  we  are  losing  the  depot  trade  of 
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the  Continent,  and  that  by  better  com-  hon.  Gentleman  shakes  his  head.  I  am 
munication  between  England  and  the  trying  to  give  him  the  benefit  of  a  doubt. 
Continent  we  might  retain  that  trade.  It  may  be  that  rumours  of  impending 
I  will  tell  you  of  a  better  and  cheaper  wars  are  not  quite  so  rife  as  they  were 
mode  of  retaining  that  trade.  It  is  so  at  that  time.  I  do  not  know  that  either 
to  improye  our  own  harbours  as  to  make  of  those  propositions  are  true,  but  of 
them  better  and  more  accessible  to  large  one  thing  I  am  quite  certain— that  the 
ships  than  the  harbours  of  our  Conti-  causes  of  great  Continental  wars  exist  in 
nental  rivals,  and  in  doing  that  we  as  g^eat  force  now  as  they  did  then,  and 
should  have  the  additional  advantage  of  that  the  excessive  armaments  of  the 
benefiting  our  Mercantile  Marine,  which,  great  Continental  Powers  have  been 
as  far  as  it  goes,  would  be  rather  injured  largely  increased  since  that  time.  And 
than  benefited  by  the  construction  of  a  what  is  the  condition  of  France  ?  It  is, 
Tunnel.  I  quite  grant  that  the  construe-  unfortunately,  far  more  unstable  now 
tion  of  a  railway  between  England  and  than  it  was  in  1884,  and  there  is  an  un- 
France  would,  to  some  extent,  stimulate  certainty  about  its  political  future  far 
trade,  as  undoubtedly  it  would  encourage  greater  than  existed  then.  What  is  our 
travelling;  and  it  might,  therefore,  if  it  condition  here?  We  have  a  strong  feel- 
were  done,  be  of  service  to  the  wealth  of  ing  abroad,  propagated  with  great  dili- 
this  country,  and  improve  the  relations  gence,  of  the  insecurity  of  this  country, 
between  this  country  and  France.  But  Is  this  the  time  to  add  to  that  feeling  of 
I  do  not  believe  that  anything  would  be  insecurity  by  opening  another  door  to 
gained  in  this  way  which  would  not  be  the  attack  of  a  possible  enemy  ?  Is 
far  outweighed  by  the  injury  to  trade  this  the  time  to  give  a  chance,  and  a 
from  the  anxiety  caused  by  the  per-  very  good  chance,  for  that  feeling  to  be 
petually  recurring  panics,  and  the  feel-  increased,  and  a  scare  created  which 
ing  of  insecurity  which  would  arise  from  would  sweep  away  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  existence  of  a  Tunnel,  and  the  gain  West  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth)  and 
would  also,  to  a  great  extent,  be  counter-  all  the  economists  on  that  side  of  the 
balanced  by  the  expenditure  that  would  House,  and  land  us  in  a  military  and 
be  required  for  fortifications  and  de-  naval  expenditure  which  was  never 
fence.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  neces-  contemplated  in  the  wildest  dreams  of 
sary  for  me  to  detain  the  House  at  any  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  he 
greater  length.  I  would  remind  the  was  Prime  Minister  ?  If  the  right  hon. 
House  that  on  three  previous  occasions  Gentleman  opposite  has  less  responsi- 
it  has  rejected  this  Bill  on  the  second  bility  now  than  in  1884,  we  have  greater; 
reading.  The  first  occasion  was  in  1884;  and  in  pursuance  of  that  responsibility 
and  in  1885  it  was  also  rejected,  when  it  is  my  duty,  on  behalf  of  Her  Ma- 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  jesty's  Government,  to  ask  the  House 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber-  to-day,  by  refusing  to  sanction  the 
lain),  speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Go-  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  to  maintain 
vernment  of  the  day,  moved  the  same  inviolate  the  silver  streak  which  for  so 
Motion  that  I  am  about  to  make.  I  do  many  ages  past  has  been  the  natural 
not  know  what  has  happened  since  that  and  cheap  defence  of  the  liberty  and  the 
time  which  would  induce  the  House  to  prosperity  of  our  country.  I  beg  to 
alter  its  decision,  unless  it  be  that  the  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the  this  day  three  months. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  is  in  a  posi-  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
tion  of  greater  freedom  and  less  respon-  ^^j.^  *«  now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the 
sibility,  and  that  the  rumour  is  true  that  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
on  this  occasion  he  is  going  to  give  his  ^  ^ij^ee  months."— (fiir  Michael  mcki" 
powerful  support  to  a  Bill  against  which  j^gach  ) 

he  voted  in  1884  and  1885.     If  that  be  ^   '\.                   ^     .mu  .  xi.           j 

so,  it  is  even  a  more  remarkable  change  ,   Question  proposed,  •*  That  the  word 

than  the  political  gyrations  of  the  hon.  ^^^    s**^^  Part  of  the  Question. 

Member  for  Hy  the  himself ,  for  I  cannot  Mr.   W.    E.    GLADSTONE    (Edin- 

conceive  the  faintest  reason  for  it.     It  burgh.  Mid  Lothian) :  The  appeal  which 

may  be,  for  the  moment,  that  the  Euro-  has  been  made  to  me  by  the  right  hon. 

pean  sky  is  clearer  than  it  was.     [Mr.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 

W.  E.  Gladstone  dissented.]    The  right  Government  Board  is  a  very  fair  appeal. 
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He  has  a  right  to  know,  and  I  will  en- 
deavour to  explain  to  him,  why,  having 
been  at  the  head  of  the  Government  in 
1884,  and   having  voted   against  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Channel  Tunnel  Bill, 
I  do  not  take  the  same  course  on  the 
present  occasion.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  spoken  for  the  Government 
to  which  he  belongs,  and,  so  far,  he  is 
in  the  same  position  as  was  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  when, 
in  1885,  he  asked  the  House  to  put  a 
negative  upon  the  Bill.    But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  at  once  perceive 
the  broad  and  vital  difference  between 
the  speech  which  he  has  now  made  in 
stating  the  grounds  for  his  proceeding 
and  the  speech  which  was  then  made  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman   has  opposed    the  Channel 
Tunnel  Bill,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  upon 
its  merits — upon  grounds  which  will  be 
as  good  in  any  future  year  as  they  are 
at  the  present  moment.     My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham is  not  in  the  House,  but  I  have 
had  within  the  last  week  or  10  days  an 
opportunity,  through   his  kindness,  of 
going  over  the  whole  ground  and  testing 
our  several  recollections,  and  I  believe  I 
am  correct  in  saying  that  in  the  speech  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  there  was  not  one 
word  condemnatory  of  the  Channel  Tun- 
nel upon  its  merits,  and  that  his  oppo- 
sition was  an  opposition  of  time,  and  of 
time  only.    For  my  part,  I  could  not 
have  taken  then  any  other  position,  and 
I  will  presently  state  why  it  was  that  I 
was  a  party  to  opposition  on  that  ground. 
It  is  a  matter  of  justice  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hythe  (Sir  Edward  Wat- 
kin)  and  to  the  promoters  of  the  Chan- 
nel Tunnel,    after  what    happened  in 
1884  and  1885 — I  believe   these  were 
the  years,  though  I  am  not  certain  that 
I  am  absolutely  correct — that  I  should 
explain  the  view  which  I  took  of  their 
case  and  the  reasons  which  induced  me 
at  that  period,   without  any  doubt  or 
hesitation,  to  join  in  the  opposition  to 
the  progress  of  the  Bill.     1  am  very 
glad  to  think  after  the  debate  of  last 
night  that  we  are  now  engaged  in  a  dis- 
cussion of  a  very  different  kind.     I  do 
not  think  that  any  person  who  agrees 
with  me  will  be  induced  to  vote  against 
the  Government  from  any  desire  to  dis- 
place it,  or  that  any  Gentleman  who 
will  vote  with  the  Goyemment  will  do 

Jfr.  IF.  JE.  Gladstone 


so  upon  the  ground  that  this  is  one  of 
the  sacrifices  required  from  them  to  pro- 
tect the  country  against  the  danger  of  a 
Liberal  invasion  of  the  Benches  oppo- 
site.    On  the  other  hand,  I  am  afraid 
that  our  arguments  in  this  matter  on 
the  one  side  and  on  the  other  are  looked 
upon  as  singularly  unsatisfactory  by  our 
opponents.     On  political  questions  we 
often  feel  that,   at  any  rate,  there  is 
something  in  what  the  other  man  says ; 
but  on  this  occasion  we  seem  to  get  at 
the  ultimate  principles  and  modes  of 
thinking  which  are  fixed  on  one  side 
and  fixed  on  the  other,  and  which  would 
lead  us,  if  we  used  the  language  that 
occurs  to  us,  to  describe  the  opposite 
arguments  in  very  disrespectful  terms. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated 
his  case  with  force,  clearness,  and  ability ; 
and  yet  I  frankly  own— and  frankness 
is,  after  all,  a  great  virtue — the  whole  of 
the  considerations  he  has  advanced,  and 
his  arguments  against  this  Tunnel,  are 
neither  better  nor  worse  than  mere  and 
sheer  bugbears.     Having  gone  thus  far 
in  the  exercise  of  frankness,  I  will  for 
the  rest  of  my  speech  endeavour  to  fall 
back  on  the  virtue  of  courtesy ;    and 
I  will  not  recur  to  the  use  of  any  lan- 
guage of  that  character,  by  which  I  only 
meant  to  illustrate  the  position  in  which 
we  stand  to  one  another,  and  which  we 
unhappily  aggravated  in  1884.     Now, 
Sir,  this  subject  was  first  introduced  to 
me  by  a  Tory  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. It  was  first  introduced  to  me  in  the 
year  1865  by  a  gentleman  whose  name 
will  always  be  mentioned  with  respect  in 
this  House — I  mean  Mr.  Ward  Hunt. 
He  was  not  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
at  that  exact  time,  for  I  was.     He  came 
to  me  as  the  leader  of  a  deputation,  and 
endeavoured  to  induce— or  perhaps  I 
should  say  seduce — me,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  Lord  Palmerston, 
into  giving  my  support  to  the  promotion 
of  this  dangerous  project.     Mr.  Ward 
Hunt   was    totally    insensible    of    the 
dreadful  nature  of  the  petition  he  was 
making — notwithstanding   his  position 
in  the  Conservative  Party,  he  was  totally 
unaware  of  all  the  dangers  that  have 
been   pointed   out    by   the    right   hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.    And  here.  Sir,  I 
am  obliged  to  correct  a  statement  of  my 
hon.  Friend   the   Member  for   Hythe, 
who,  on  the  authority  of  somebody  or 
another,  alleged  that  I  alone  among  the 
Ministers  of  that  day  was  disposed  to 
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give   a    guarantee   in  some   shape   or 
other  to  the  promoters  of  the  project. 
I  was  never  disposed  to  give  a  guaran- 
tee to  the  extent  of  one  single  farthing 
to  the  promoters  of  this  scheme,  or  any 
other  scheme  of  a  similar  kind.     I  find 
it  necessary,  for  my  own  credit  perhaps, 
at  any  rate  for  the  truth  of  history,  to 
disclaim  it.     Sir,  I  was  instructed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  and  with  my 
own  full  concurrence,  to  refuse  a  guaran- 
tee ;  but  we  did  so  without  giving  the 
slightest  indication  of  any  opposition  to 
the  Tunnel  scheme.     A  series  of  other 
Oovernments  followed,  and  every  one  of 
those  Governments  officially  committed 
itself  on  the  merits  of  the  Tunnel.    Lord 
Granville  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  1868 ;  Lord  Derby  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  of  1874 ;  and,  I  think, 
the  senior  Lord  Derby,  the  distinguished 
Prime  Minister  of  a  former  period,  ex- 
pressed precisely  similar  sentiments ;  and 
every  one  of  those  Governments,  acting 
unanimously,  was  engaged  so  far  in  the 
promotion  of  this  project  that  they  gave 
it  their  unequivocal  sanction.     Nor  did 
they  stop  there,  but  they  entered  upon 
international  proceedings.    Communica- 
tions were  established  with  France.     A 
Commission  was  appointed  on  the  part 
of  the  two  countries,  and  I  do  wish  to 
bring  home  to  the  minds  of  hon.  and 
right  hon.   Gentlemen    the   degree    to 
which  our  honour  and  our  dignity  in  an 
international  aspect  are  involved  in  the 
question  before  the  House.     I  must  say 
that  that  is  one  of  the  most  serious  con- 
siderations that  operate   on  my  mind 
with  regard  to   the  promotion  of  this 
Bill.     The  two  Governments  jointly  in- 
stituted a  Commission  to  consider  the 
details — the  important  and  difficult  de- 
tails— of  the  schemes  by  means  of  which 
this   great  project  could  be  best    ad- 
vanced.    The  principle  of  the   project 
was  taken  for  granted,  on  the  one  side 
and  on  the  other,  when  we  entered  into 
these    general    proceedings     with    the 
French  Government.     The  Commission 
laid  down  conditions  which  were  to  be 
the  basis  of  a  Treaty  between  the  two 
countries,   and  the  actual  signature  of 
the  Treaty  was  suspended,  not  upon  the 
ground  of  any   political   apprehension 
whatever,  but  simply,  I  believe,  upon 
the  ground  that  financial  considerations 
did    not    at  that  moment  favour  the 
progress  of  the  scheme.     What  dwells 
upon  my  mind  is  this— that  there  was 


very  much  of  the  character  of  an  en- 
gagement of  honour  in  these  proceed- 
ings between  England  and  France,  and 
that  it  is  a  matter  of  some  difficulty  to 
justify  the  recession  of  a  Kingdom  like 
this  from  a  position  of  that  kind,  after 
you  have  voluntarily  and  deliberately, 
and  after  long  thought  and  reflection, 
made  it  the  subject  of  such  inter- 
national proceedings.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says— and  I  have  no  doubt 
very  truly — that  there  are  serious  ob- 
jections raised  by  the  military  authorities 
against  the  scheme.  Well,  Sir,  at  the 
time  I  am  speaking  of,  the  opinion  of 
the  military  authorities  was  in  favour 
of  the  Tunnel.  The  two  Gt)vernments 
did  not  act  in  respect  of  the  Tunnel 
without  consulting  the  military  autho- 
rities, and  those  military  authorities 
whom  the  Government  had  to  consult 
were  distinctly  favourable  to  the  Tunnel. 
But  I  think  I  may  go  a  little  further 
than  that,  and  may  venture  to  read,  at 
least  for  the  purpose  of  challenging 
contradiction  if  it  can  be  challenged,  a 
short  extract  from  a  very  well-informed 
memorandum  with  which  I  have  been 
supplied  on  the  part  of  the  promoters^ 
and  which  is  one  which  can  easily  be 
brought  to  issue.  The  extract  to  which 
I  refer  says — 

"It  was  not  until  the  nutumn  of  1881  that 
any  militarj  opinion  adverse  to  the  Tunnel  was 
expressed." 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  a  remarkable  fact. 
The  Tunnel  was  then  a  scheme  20  years 
old.  It  had  been  discussed  in  every 
possible  form.  It  had  been  the  subject 
of  much  official  Correspondence,  and  it 
had  received  the  assent  of  a  number  of 
Governments.  Those  Governments  would 
not  have  assented,  and  did  not  assent, 
without  the  authority  of  the  Military 
Department  and  the  advice  of  their 
military  advisers,  and  until  the  year 
1881  these  portentous  discoveries  which 
have  taken  possession  of  the  mind  and 
imagination  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and,  I  suppose,  of  those  who  sit 
near  him,  were  never  heard  of.  Surely 
that  is  rather  a  staggering  circumstance. 
And  now  I  will  relate  the  facts  upon 
which  the  Government  of  1881  and  the 
following  years  had  to  base  itself  in 
dealing  with  this  subject.  At  that  time 
we  find  that  the  military  authorities  had 
commenced  their  opposition,  and  a  great 
ferment  began  to  prevail.  A  combina- 
tion of  powers  was  brought  into  opera- 
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tion.  The  literary  authorities  were 
brought  to  back  up  the  military  autho- 
rities. Great  poets  eyoked  the  Muses, 
and'  strove,  not  as  great  poets  in  other 
times  used  to  do,  to  embolden  their 
countrymen  to  encounter  serious  dan- 
gers, but  to  intimidate  their  countrymen 
by  conjuring  up  phantoms  of  danger 
that  were  not  fit  to  be  presented  to  any- 
body except  that  valuable  class  of  the 
community  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  described  in  his  speech  as 
Buffering  occasionally  the  pains  of  sea- 
sickness. Then,  Sir,  the  Army — the 
military  host  and  the  literary  host — 
were  backed  by  the  opinion  of  what 
is  called  **  Society,"  and  society  is 
always  ready  for  the  enjoyment  of  the 
luxury  of  a  good  panic.  There  is  nothing 
more  enjoyable  than  a  good  panic  when 
that  panic  is  based  on  a  latent  convic- 
tion that  the  thing  which  it  contemplates 
is  not  in  the  least  degree  likely  to  hap- 
pen. These  speculative  panics — these 
panics  in  the  air — have  an  attraction  for 
certain  classes  of  minds  that  is  inde- 
scribable, and  these  classes  of  minds,  I 
am  bound  to  say,  are  very  largely  to  be 
found  among  the  educated  portion  of 
society.  The  subject  of  this  panic  never 
touched  the  mind  of  the  nation.  These 
things  are  not  accessible  to  the  mind  of 
the  nation.  They  are  accessible  to  what 
is  called  the  public  opinion  of  the  day — 
that  is  to  say,  public  opinion  manufac- 
tured in  London  by  great  editors  and 
clubs,  who  are  at  all  times  formidable, 
and  a  great  power  for  the  purposes  of 
the  moment,  but  who  are  a  greater 
power  and  become  an  overwhelming 
power,  when  they  are  backed  by  the 
threefold  forces  of  the  military  and 
literary  authorities  and  the  social  circles 
of  London.  Well,  Sir,  these  powers 
among  them  created  at  that  period  such 
a  panic  that  even  those  who  were  most 
favourable  to  the  Tunnel,  of  whom  I 
was  one,  thought  it  quite  vain  to  offer  a 
direct  opposition.  We,  therefore,  pro- 
posed the  appointment  of  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee, and  the  issue  of  that  Joint  Com- 
mittee has  been  very  fairly  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  am  bound  to 
make  a  fair  admission — and  I  do  it  in  the 
presence  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Hossendale  Division  of 
Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton),  whose  opinion  at  the  time  I  do  not 
now  remember — that,  although  in  the 
Government  of  1868,  to  which  he  and  I 
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belonged,  there  never  was  a  question  as 
to  the  propriety  of  the  Tunnel,  and  Lord 
Granville  wrote  in  that  sense,  and  even 
instituted  communications  with  France ; 
yet  when  we  come  to  the  Gt>vemment  of 
1 880,  and  the  circumstances  of  1 88 1 , 1 882, 
and  1883,  a  change  of  opinion  did  find 
its  way  even  into  the  Cabinet.  Some  of 
us  were  what  I  should  call  not  quite 
sound  and  others  of  us  were,  and  we  all 
agreed  that  the  best  thing  we  could  do 
was  to  refer  the  matter  to  this  impartial 
tribunal.  And  when  that  tribunal  re- 
ported there  was  no  improvement  in  the 
circumstances.  If  I  am  asked  why,  under 
these  circumstances,  I  took  part  in 
throwing  out  the  Channel  Tunnel  Bill, 
my  answer  is  that  we,  the  Government, 
were  engaged  in  arduous  affairs. 
Powers  were  put  very  freely  into  action 
against  us  at  that  time  which  are  now 
happily  in  abeyance.  We  deemed  that 
it  was  our  duty  to  have  some  regard  to 
the  time  of  Parliament.  We  knew  it 
was  impossible  to  pass  the  Bill.  It  was 
a  time  of  tempests,  and  as  sensible  men 
in  time  of  tempest  are  not  satisfied  with 
the  shelter  of  an  umbrella  and  seek  shel- 
ter under  the  roof  of  some  substantial 
building,  so  we  acted.  Whether  or  not 
we  ought  to  have  shown  more  heroism 
I  do  not  know.  But  we  thought  it  idle 
to  persevere  in  a  hopeless  struggle.  We 
did  not  in  the  least  condemn  the  Tunnel 
on  its  merits.  We  did  not  think  there 
was  the  slightest  chance  of  proceeding 
with  the  Bill  to  the  end,  and  we,  there- 
fore, invited  Parliament  not  to  bestow  its 
time  on  a  discussion  which  we  believed 
to  be  perfectly  useless.  That  was  the 
principle  on  which  we  proceeded  at  the 
time.  I  will  say  a  little  upon  the  argu- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
I  am  not  going  to  attempt  to  follow  those 
arguments  as  if  we  were  engaged  in  a 
debate  like  that  of  last  night.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  expedient  or  convenient 
to  make  this  a  debate  between  both  sides 
of  the  House.  There  are  some  on  this 
side  of  the  House  who  are  probably  un- 
sound besides  those  who  are  usually  so ; 
and  I  hope  there  are  some  on  that  side 
who  are  sound,  and,  therefore,  the  House 
is  totally  without  prejudice.  But  there 
is  one  thing  which  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  which  I  regret,  and  that 
was  his  comparison  between  the  internal 
condition  of  France  at  the  present  time 
and  the  internal  condition  of  France 
some  six  or  seven  years  ago.     I  own  I 
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think  it  wa8  an  error  to  enter  upon  that 
chapter  of  the  subject,  even  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  entertains  the  opinion 
which  he  apparently  does  entertain.  But 
as  he  has  said  that  he  thinks  there  is  not 
the  same  prospect  of  stability  in  France 
now  as  then,  I  must  g^ve  myself  the 
satisfaction  so  far  of  expressing  quite  a 
different  opinion.     And  I  may  remind 
the  Goyernment  and  the  House  of  this — 
that  the  French  Bepublic  never,  since 
1870,    has   been  called  upon  to    pass 
through  so  severe  a  crisis  as  the  crisis, 
not  yet,  I  think,  12  months  old,  with  re- 
spect to  the  appointment  of  President. 
That  was  the  most  trying  experience 
which  it  has  had  to  go  through,  and  it 
made  many  of   its    friends    and  well- 
wishers  tremble  as  to  the  issue.  It  made 
every  sound  and  right-minded  man  in 
France  apprehensive    of  what  was  to 
happen,  and  I  rejoice  to  say  that  France 
and    the  institutions  of  France  came 
through  the  struggle  with  as  much  calm 
temper  and   solidity  as  any  country  in 
the  world  could  have  done.   That  is  one 
thing  I  feel  it  right  to  say  inconsequence 
of  what  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man.    Following  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  I  do  not  touch  on  the 
engineering  question.     Neither  will  I 
touch  upon  the  commercial  question,  ex- 
cept to  say  frankly  that  I  differ  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  believe  the 
commercial   advantages  of  this  Tunnel 
would  be  enormous.      I  have  nothing, 
however,  to  do  with  engineering  or  com- 
mercial questions.     I  am  here  simply  as 
a  Member  of  Parliament  to  see  whether 
there  is  any  reason  why  I  should  with- 
hold my  assent  to  the  plan.     Now,  Sir, 
I  have  used  the  familiar  illustration  of 
the  umbrella  as  shelter  in  a  storm.  After 
hearing  the   speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  am  not  quite  sure  whether 
the  storm  is  still  going  on ;  but  I  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  panic  had 
passed  away.     My  impression  haa  been, 
and  in  the  main  my  impression  is,  that 
the    literary    alarm,    the   social   alarm, 
which  backed  up  the  military  alarm  are 
very  greatly  allayed,  and  that  we  have 
now,  what  we  had  not  five  or  six  years 
ago,  a  chance  of  a  fair,  temperate,  and 
candid  discussion.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman refers  to  a  land  frontier  as  if  it 
were  an  unmixed  evil.     No  doubt  it  is 
less  secure,  upon  the  whole,  than  a  sea 
frontier ;  but  he  must  not  forget  that  a 
land  frontier  has  enormous  advantages 


with  respect  to  intercourse  between  man 
and  man,  which  are  of  great  consequence 
in  the  view  of  those  who  believe  that 
peace  and  not  war  is  the  natural  and 
proper  condition  of  mankind,  and  it  is 
to  be  as  we  trust  to  a  great  extent  for 
this  country,  at  least,  the  ordinary 
normal  and  habitual  condition  in  which 
we  live  with  foreign  countries.  But  on 
the  question  of  procuring  a  land  frontier, 
if  it  is  a  land  frontier,  which  I  do  not 
think  it  is,  the  habitual  and  standing 
advantages  of  a  land  frontier  are  enor- 
mous compared  with  its  occasional  dis- 
advantages and  dangers.  With  regard 
to  the  political  and  military  objections, 
I  must  say  I  feel  pained,  as  an  English- 
man, in  considering  the  extensive  revo- 
lution of  opinion  that  has  taken  plaoe. 
For  20  years  this  project  lived  and 
flourished,  difficult  in  an  engineering 
sense,  very  difficult  in  a  technical  sense, 
and  as  a  financial  question.  I  do  not 
presume  to  enter  upon  those  questions, 
and  leave  them  to  those  who  better 
understand  them — but  with  no  doubt 
cast  on  it  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
security  of  this  country.  Now,  Sir,  a 
transition  from  darkness  to  light  has 
taken  place — and  it  ought  to  be  hailed 
notwithstanding  all  the  inconveniences 
which  accompany  such  transitions — and 
it  is  rather  a  serious  question  for  us  to 
consider  whether  the  English  nation  and 
Government  from  1860  to  1880,  or  whe- 
ther the  influences  which  acted  during 
the  years  1883-4  and  1885,  and  which 
are  to  some  extent  acting  now,  lead  us 
in  the  right  or  wrong  direction.  Speak- 
ing of  the  dangers  of  a  land  frontier 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  a  lugu- 
brious manner,  said  that  this  end  of  the 
Tunnel  must  always  be  the  subject  of 
great  anxiety.  Well,  if  this  end  of  the 
Tunnel  is  to  be  the  subject  of  great 
anxiety,  what  will  the  other  end  be  ? 
But,  strange  to  say,  I  find  that  the  other 
end  of  the  Tunnel  is  the  subject  of  no 
anxiety  at  all.  Many  of  us  are  in  the 
habit  of  considering  the  French  nation 
as  light-minded,  with  great  resources 
and  great  ingenuity,  talents,  and  energy, 
but  still  light-minded,  unlike  ourselves, 
solid,  and  stable,  perhaps  rather  heavy, 
but  at  any  rate  a  very  steady- going 
people,  who  make  up  our  minds  slowly 
and  resolutely,  and  do  not  change  them. 
ILauffhter.']  Oh,  I  am  not  speaking  for 
myself — I  am  only  speaking  on  behalf 
of  my  country  ;  but  I  would  ask  hon. 
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GenUemen  to  apply  this  test  to  the  case 
of  the  French  people.  I  must  say  that 
they  have  treated  this  matter  with  the 
most  dignified  self- restraint  and  con- 
sistency throughout.  I  am  bound  to 
give  my  opinion,  and  I  think  the  French, 
had  they  any  other  than  the  most 
friendly  disposition  with  regard  to  our- 
selves, might  have  made  serious  com- 
plaints of  the  manner  of  their  treatment 
in  having  been  invited  to  embark  in  this 
enterprize  to  an  extent  only  short  of  the 
signature  of  the  Treaty  when  we  receded 
from  the  ground  and  left  the  light- 
minded  people  standing  in  exactly  their 
original  attitude,  while  we — not  the 
nation,  but  the  Government  and  the 
circles  of  opinion  known  in  London — 
have  very  considerably  altered.  Well, 
but,  you  will  say,  the  question  of  our 
inyading  France  is  not  a  matter  to  be 
considered  at  all.  Therefore,  the  other 
end  of  the  Tunnel  does  not  seriously 
enter  into  the  question.  The  real  ques- 
tion that  we  have  before  us  is  the  likeli- 
hood of  the  coming  of  that  unhappy 
day — I  agree  it  is  a  perfectly  possible 
thing,  I  think  and  hope  it  is  nothing 
more  than  a  possible  event,  still  it  must 
be  taken  into  consideration — when  Eng- 
land will  be  invaded  by  France.  I  am 
very  much  behind  the  age  in  a  great 
many  respects,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say 
very  much  behind  those  Kepresentatives 
of  the  age  who  sit  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House,  for  I  have  the  habit  of 
being  guided  to  a  certain  extent  in 
anticipations  of  the  future  by  considera- 
tions of  the  past.  I  know  that  it  is  a 
mode  of  looking  at  a  subject  entirely 
dismissed  from  consideration  at  present. 
For  about  800  years,  beginning  from 
the  Conquest,  I  want  to  know  which 
country  has  oftenest  invaded  the  other, 
and  I  will  state  this  proposition — that  the 
invasions  of  France  by  England  have 
been  tenfold  more  than  the  invasions  of 
the  British  Islands  by  France.  Do  you 
believe  in  a  total  revolution  in  the  means 
of  action  between  the  two  countries  ?  I 
do  not  believe  it.  There  has,  indeed, 
been  a  great  change  in  one  matter — that 
of  population.  Now,  Sir,  during  the 
[Revolutionary  wars  what  happened? 
The  great  Napoleon — the  most  wonder- 
ful general  and  strategist  of  modern 
times,  the  man  of  whom  Dr.  Dullingor 
says  that  he  raised  war  as  the  mode  of 
its  planning  and  execution,  not  as  to  its 
morality,  almost  to  the  dignity  and  atti- 
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tude  of  a  fine  art — addressed  the  whole 
of  his  resources  and  thoughts  to  the  in- 
vasion of  England.  Ireland  was  tried 
three  times  by  the  Directory,  and  three 
times  there  were  miserable  failures. 
Two  other  Fleets  had  set  out,  one  from 
Holland  and  one  from  Spain,  and  they 
had  been  destroyed  by  the  power  of 
British  arms  at  sea.  But  Napoleon 
made  it  a  study  nightly  and  daily  to 
devise  and  arrange  the  means  of 
invading  England,  and  he  was  obliged 
to  recede  from  it  as  an  impossible 
task.  Not  that  it  is  an  impossible 
task.      Do    not    suppose    that    I   am 

foing  to  say  anythmg  so  extravagant, 
am  going  to  say  this.  It  is  worth 
while  for  those  who  have  these  portent- 
ous ideas  of  the  power  of  Franoe,  and 
so  small  an  idea  of  our  means  of  defence, 
to  consider  the  relative  population  of 
the  two  countries.  At  the  time  when 
Napoleon  prosecuted  his  schemes  the 
population  of  Great  Britain  was 
10,000,000;  the  population  of  France 
22,000,000.  I  will  not  count  the  popu- 
lation of  Ireland,  for  at  that  period, 
unfortunately,  as  at  others,  it  added 
nothing  to  the  military  resources  of  this 
country  for  repelling  invasion.  Well, 
10,000,000  Englishmen  constituted  the 
sum  of  those  whom  Napoleon  had  to 
invade,  and  he  could  not  manage  it.  At 
the  present  moment  this  Island  contains 
far  more  than  30,000,000  men  not  less 
strong,  not  less  determined,  not  less 
energetic  than  the  10,000,000  in  Napo- 
leon's time  at  the  beginning  of  the  cen- 
tury, and  thoy  are  close  in  mere  numbers 
upon  the  population  of  France.  Here, 
then,  are  two  countries,  and  the  question 
is  whether  one  will  invade  the  other  by 
means  of  the  Channel  Tunnel  ?  This  is 
a  country  that  has  incessantly  invaded 
France,  and  I  am  not  sorry  to  say  that, 
though  we  did  it  with  marvellous  suc- 
cess 500  years  ago,  we  have  not  always 
been  equally  successful  in  recent  years, 
though  there  is  the  paramount  case  of 
1815,  with  respect  to  which,  if  a  parallel 
case  could  be  quoted  on  the  other  side 
for  the  action  of  England  and  Welling- 
ton, I  would  admit  that  there  would  be 
something  more  in  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  than  I  can  allow 
that  it  contained  as  matters  stand.  I 
shall  be  told  that  Napoleon  had  no 
steam.  That  appears  to  be  a  strong 
argument,  but  it  is  capable  of  being  usea 
both  ways.    I  believe  that  the  inven- 
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tion  of  steam,  and  the  great  reyolution 
that  we  hare  seen  in  shiphuilding,  haye 
enormously  increased  our  means  of  de- 
fence as  compared  with  those  of  France. 
I  believe  that  our  defensive  power  in 
times  of  crisis  would  develop  itself  with 
a  rapidity,  to  an  extent,  and  with  an 
efficiency  that  would  surpass  all  pre- 
vious examples,  and  would  astonish  the 
world.  There  is  one  question  that  I 
should  like  to  ask — What  is  the  ground 
taken  up  by  those  Gentlemen  who  point 
to  our  security  as  the  main  matter  which 
we  have  to  consider  ?  Do  they  mean,  on 
that  ground,  to  limit  our  communications 
with  France  ?  Do  they  mean,  as  in  the 
time  of  Queen  Anne,  to  "  abate  "  our 
trade  with  France,  as  bein^  a  source  of 
danger  and  insecurity  ?  *  *  N'o, "  says  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite ;  '*  any- 
thing but  it ;  extend  your  communica- 
tions to  the  uttermost ;  give  every  facility 
by  which  men  and  material  " — for  the 
word  *'  goods"  is  synonymous  with 
material — **  can  pass  from  one  country 
to  the  other,  but  do  not  sanction  the 
construction  of  this  Tunnel.''  That  is 
the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  proposes  that  the  harbours  of  the 
country  should  be  enlarged.  He  set  no 
limit  to  the  range  of  his  philanthropy 
and  enlightened  views  upon  this  matter. 
He  has  no  apprehension  upon  this  sub- 
ject. Well,  my  apprehension  of  inva- 
sion is  not  great ;  but,  if  I  am  to  conjure 
up  any  prospect  of  danger,  I  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  deliberately  that 
his  plan  of  harbours  and  great  ships  and 
of  making  the  Channel  a  high  road  to 
be  crossed  with  wonderful  rapidity  pre- 
sents 10  times  the  danger  that  the  pros- 
pects of  the  Tunnel  could  possibly 
present  to  the  most  excitable  mind. 
Now,  one  word  about  the  opinion  of  the 
military  authorities.  I  am  not  going 
to  speaJc  of  them  with  contempt ;  on  the 
contrary,  I  must  say  that  I  have  the 
deepest  respect  for  the  profession  of  the 
soldier,  and  espeeially  for  the  function 
of  a  commander  in  the  field,  charged 
with  the  care  of  large  bodies  of  men, 
with  the  duty  of  making  the  most  of  the 
resources  of  the  country,  and  with  the 
enormously  difficult  task  of  bringing  all 
to  bear  on  a  particular  point,  under 
particular  circumstances,  and  at  a  par- 
ticular time,  for  the  purpose  of  war. 
That  I  deem  to  be  one  of  the  highest 
and  most  extraordinary  trials  to  which 
the  human  mind  can  be  subjected,  and 


I  do  not  know  any  other  position  in 
which  the  demand  for  energy  and  the 
exercise  of  every  great  quality  of  human 
force  is  so  tremendous  and  overwhelm- 
ing. Therefore,  for  the  opinion  of  Lord 
Wolseley,  whom  I  believe  to  be  a  man 
extremely  yaluable  to  his  country  in  the 
great  and  possible  contingency  of  mili- 
tary danger  and  military  eflPort,  I  have 
the  profound  est  respect,  as  I  have  for  the 
opinion  of  other  military  authorities. 
But  that  respect  is  mainly  due  in 
relation  to  the  operations  of  war,  or  mea- 
sures directly  connected  with  the  opera- 
tions of  war.  On  other  matters  not  so 
connected  their  judgment  carries  weight, 
and  always  will  carry  weight;  but  in 
questions  of  this  character  the  judg- 
ments of  military  authorities  cannot  bo 
accepted  as  infallible,  and  we  find  that 
the  prescriptions  and  recommendations 
of  the  military  authorities  of  one  day  or 
one  year  are  disowned  and  reversed  by 
the  military  authorities  of  another  time. 
We  were  told  in  1860  that  Lord 
Palmerston's  fortifications  would  give 
us  such  a  state  of  security  that  we  need 
never  be  alarmed  again;  but  have  we 
not  had  within  these  latter  years  alarms 
more  poignant,  more  startling,  more 
costly  than,  perhaps,  were  eyer  reached 
before  in  times  of  peace,  and  these  for- 
tifications are  regarded  apparently  by 
those  who  recommended  them  with  the 
greatest  indifference  ?  If  I  am  asked  to 
rely  on  the  opinion  of  military  au- 
thorities as  infallible,  and  required  to 
surrender  my  own  poor  judgment  and 
responsibility  into  their  hands,  I  would 
quote  the  name  of  Aldemey.  If  there 
is  a  single  creation  on  earth  that  may 
be  called  the  creation  of  military  au- 
thority it  is  the  work  now  represented 
by  the  remains,  the  ruins,  the  shreds 
and  tatters  of  the  fortifications  at  Alder- 
ney.  Save  that  the  funds  were  supplied 
from  the  Treasury,  these  works  were  a 
military  creation.  I  know  it  is  some- 
times said  that  all  faults  and  imperfec- 
tions in  such  cases  are  due  to  the 
impertinent  interference  of  civilians; 
but  what  civilian  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  works  at  Aldemey?  I  had 
to  do  with  them  in  the  service  of  yielding 
to  the  imperative  demands  of  the  military 
authorities  of  that  day,  excellent,  able, 
and  highly  distinguished  men  they  were, 
Sir  John  Burgoyne,  Sir  Henry  Hardinge, 
and  others  of  whom  the  country  may  oe 
proud.    They  told  ns  that  with  an  ex- 
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Eenditare  of  £150,000  Cherbourg  would 
e  sealed  up,  and  no  hostile  Fleet  could 
ever  issue  from  it.     I  was  the  man  who 
proposed  this  expenditure,  and  the  House 
agreed  to  it  35  years  ago.     But  I  need 
not  say  the  matter  did  not  stop  there  ; 
the  expenditure  went  up  to  £1,500,000 
— and  I  am  not  sure  whether  it  stopped 
short  of  £2,000,000— and  of  that  there 
now  remain  but  the  miserable  fragments 
of  that  work,  a  monument  of  human 
folly,  useless  to  us  as  regards  any  pur- 
pose for  which  we  were  urged  by  military 
authorities  to    adopt    their   plan,   but 
perhaps    not    absolutely  useless    to   a 
possible  enemy,  with  whom  we  may  at 
some  period  have  to  deal,  and  who  may 
possibly  be  able  to  extract  some  profit 
m  the  way  of  shelter  and  accommodation 
from  the  ruins.    Then  take  another  and 
very  different  example    from  another 
branch  of  the  subject — I  wish  to  speak 
of  nothing  but  of  which  I  have  some 
personal  knowledge.    Everybody  knows 
that  in  the  crisis  of  a  great  war  the 
one  real  and  appalling  difficulty,  if  not 
danger,  of  this  country  is  the  fewness  of 
men,  and  not  the  scantiness  of  any  other 
resources   whatever.     We  were,   until 
the  forethought  and  sagacity  of  Lord 
Palmerston  and  Lord  John  Eussell  re- 
lieved us  of  the  task,  in  military  occu- 
pation of    the    Ionian    Islands.      Our 
garrison  there  used  to  consist  in  times 
of  peace  of  6,000  or  7,000  men,  and  I 
believe  it  was  admitted  that,  considered 
in  reference  to  times  of  war  and  in 
reference  to  Eeserves,  such  soldiers  as 
we  should  require  to  have  there  would 
stand  to  our  debit  in  time  of  war  at  not 
less  than  12,000  men.     I  am  not  speak- 
ing of  political  considerations;  but  I  do 
not  think  any  man  in  this  House  will 
say  it  is  desirable  to  be  charged  with  the 
responsibility    of    maintaining    12,000 
men  in  a  time  of  a  great  war  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  a  hold,  even  if 
it  were  otherwise  possible,  upon  Corfu, 
Cephalonia,  Zante  and  the  other  Ionian 
Isles.    But  at  that  time  military  autho- 
rities were  unanimous  in  their  belief,  and 
strongly  urged  upon   the  Government 
that  the  maintenance  of  our  military 
hold  upon  the  Ionian  Islands  was  a 
great,    if    not    an    essential,    element 
in  the  maintenance   of  our  power    in 
the    Mediterranean.       Something,    we 
must  admit,  is  to  be  allowed  for  the 
professional   zeal    of   men  who  know 
no  bounds  to  the  service  they  render 
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and    the  sacrifices  they   are  prepared 
to  make  when  the  country  has  occasion 
to  call  for  their  services;    but  much 
also    must    be    allowed    for   the    fal- 
libility   of    human     judgment     when 
applied  to  an   object  they  consider  it 
necessary  to  secure,  and  these  are  con- 
siderations which  in  some  degree  equal- 
izes our  position,  though  not  absolutely, 
to  the  position  of  the  military  authori- 
ties.   It  seems  ludicrous  for  a  person 
like  myself  to  give  an  opinion  on  the 
military  danger  of  the  Channel  Tunnel 
in  the  face  of  the  opinion  of  military 
authorities ;  but  I  cannot  get  rid  of  the 
feeling — and  it  is  simply  common  sense 
— that  when  I  endeavour  to  consider  all 
the  points,  which  I  will  not  now  enter 
upon  in  detail,  I  am  bound  to  point  out 
that  it  is  not  a  safe  thing  for  us  to  say, 
^*  We  have  military  authorities  who  tell 
us  this  thing  or  that,  and  we  ought  to 
be  satisfied,"  when  of  necessity  we  have 
before  our  eyes  many  exemplary  cases 
where  the  predictions  and  injunctions  of 
military  authorities  have   been  totally 
falsified  ;  and  when  we  know  that  what 
is  preached  by  the  military  authorities 
of  to-day  is  the  direct  reversal  of  what 
was   thought  and   taught   by  military 
authorities  20  or  30  years  ago.     Under 
the    circumstances,    I    trust   we    have 
arrived  at  a  time  of  comparative  calm, 
when  the  matter  can  be  considered  with- 
out prejudice,  which  was  not  possible  in 
1883.     If  I  may  presume  to  refer  to  an 
old  and  homely  proverb,  "Philip  was 
then  drunk ;  "  but  Philip  is  now,  I  trust, 
sober,  and  it  is  in  the  sobriety  of  Philip 
that  I  place  all  my  confidence.     I  hope, 
Sir,  I  am  not  going  beyond  Parliamen- 
tary etiquette,  if  I  express  my  hearty 
congratulations  that  you.    Sir,  in   the 
midst  of  the  storm  and  excitement,  were 
one  of  the  men  who  affixed  a  signature 
to  the  Minority  Eeport  on  the  subject. 
I  believe  even  now  we  have  arrived  at 
a  happier  time  when  the  gallant  enter- 
prize— for  I  must  call  it  so,  arduous  and 
difficult  it  is — of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hythe  has  some  chance  of 
fair  judgment.      The    opinion   of    the 
nation  was  never  against  it.    A  factitious 
opinion,  which  is  sometimes  assumed  to 
be  national  opinion,    was    too    strong 
against  it  at  one  period,  and  it  was  too 
strong  for  me,  and  it  even  now  exists, 
but    weakened    and    brought    within 
moderate  bounds,  and  there  is  now  some 
chance   for   common     sense    and    the 
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exercise  of  that  spirit  of  enterprize  tliat 
has  been  at  all  times  among  the  noblest 
characteristics  of  our  country. 

Sir  EDWARD  HAMLEY  (Birken- 
head) said,  they  must  all  admit  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Hythe 
(Sir  Edward  Watkin)  possessed  the 
virtue  of  perseverance,  and  also  the 
quality  of  not  knowing  when  he  was 
beaten.  Tear  after  year  he  went  on 
bringing  up  afresh  his  rejected  scheme 
for  that  imaginary  work  of  an  unknown 
future  which  he  called  the  Channel 
Tunnel,  and  he  had  succeeded  in  making 
the  public  so  familiar  with  it,  and  with 
everything  that  was  to  be  said  for  and 
against  it,  that  it  was,  perhaps,  almost 
unnecessary  to  recapitulate  the  condi- 
tions of  the  question.  Those  who  ob- 
jected to  the  scheme  must  be  very  care- 
ful not  to  attribute  to  the  hon.  Member 
any,  not  even  the  most  distant,  desire 
to  make  a  profit  out  of  this  scheme. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  a  letter 
he  (Sir  Edward  Hamley)  wrote  to  The 
Times  last  year.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hythe  also  replied  through  The  Times, 
and  in  his  letter  took  him  (Sir  Edward 
Hamley)  severely  to  task  for  having 
presumed  to  allude  to  the  Channel 
Tunnel  as  a  commercial  speculation. 
More  in  sorrow  than  in  anger  the  hon. 
Gentleman  remarked  that  he  would  pass 
by  what  he  pleased  to  call  his  (Sir 
Edward  Hamley' s)  rude  allusions  as  un- 
worthy of  notice ;  and  then  he  took  very 
lofty  ground  indeed,  and  talked  of  the 
great  services  rendered  gratuitously  to 
the  country  by  those  who  were  engaged 
in  what  he  styled  the  g^nd  work  of  the 
century.  Well,  if  the  Channel  Tunnel 
were  the  grand  work  of  the  century,  it 
must,  he  (Sir Edward  Hamley)  supposed, 
be  the  work  of  a  Company,  and  that 
Company  would  be  got  together  in 
the  usual  manner,  and  capital  would  be 
raised  by  offering  the  shares  for  sale 
with  the  usual  inducements  to  pur- 
chasers, and  therefore  the  shareholders 
would  be  very  different  persons  indeed 
to  those  philanthropists  who  invested 
their  money  for  the  benefit  of  the 
human  race.  But  he  perceived  that  this 
was  a  tender  point  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  therefore  he  would  humour 
him  so  far  as  he  had  to  allude  to  his 
Company  by  calling  it  a  benevolent 
association.  Now,  when  the  matter  had 
been  so  long  discussed,  it  was  in  vain 
to  expect  that  much  new  matt^  <K)uld 


be  imported  into  it,  and  therefore  they 
found  in  the  present  debate,  as  he  found 
in  the  records  of  a  meeting  which  was 
held  last  month  by  the  promoters  of  the 
scheme,  that  very  little  that  was  new 
had  been  said,  and  that  nothing  had 
been  said  which  had  not  been  quite  as 
forcibly  expressed  a  score  ot  times 
before.  They  had  had  the  usual  pro- 
mise of  immense  benefits  which  were  to 
flow  from  the  Tunnel ;  the  usual  amount 
of  contempt  had  been  showered  on  those 
who  were  so  weak  and  foolish  as  to 
suppose  there  could  be  any  danger 
to  the  country  in  so  beneficent  a 
project.  A  new  feature,  however,  was 
introduced  at  the  meeting  of  the  pro- 
moters which  he  had  already  men- 
tioned. A  speaker  repeated  the  argu- 
ments used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hythe  in  his  letter  to  The  Times,  and 
said  that  if  France  could  invade  us 
through  the  Tunnel,  we  could  also  in- 
vade France  through  the  Tunnel,  and 
then  went  on  in  a  burst  of  patriotic 
valour  to  suggest  that  we  should  not 
wait  for  the  invasion,  but  should  our- 
selves become  the  assailants.  To  his 
(Sir  Edward  Hamley's)  very  great  sur- 
prise, this  view  had  also  been  insisted 
upon  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone).  He  (Sir  Edward  Ham* 
ley)  would  only  give  one  reason  in 
reply,  which  he  had  no  doubt  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  would  not  accept,  and  that 
was  that  for  every  soldier  we  could  land 
in  France,  we  should  find  10  French 
soldiers  to  meet  him,  and  for  every 
gun  we  should  find  10  French  guns. 
To  those  pusillanimous  persons  who  had 
doubts  about  the  policy  of  the  Tunnel 
this  might  seem  to  be  a  sufficient  reply. 
Colonel  Hozier  had  been  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hythe,  and  he  had 
introduced  a  plausible  argument  which 
had  some  novelty  about  it,  and  whioh- 
he  (Sir  Edward  Hamley),  therefore,  de- 
sired to  advert  to.  He  wished  to  speak 
of  Colonel  Hozier  with  all  the  respect 
due  to  his  qualifications  for  dealing  with 
the  military  aspect  of  the  question. 
Colonel  Hozier  said  that  if  the  Tunnel 
were  made,  and  if  we  were  at  peace 
with  France,  we  could  still  obtain  all 
the  supplies  we  wanted  in  this  country 
through  France  in  spite  of  the  enemy's 
cruisers.  To  which  he  (Sir  Edward 
Hamley)  would  reply,  that  if  we  were 
at  peace  with  France   we  should    be 
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pretty  sure  to  be  able  to  protect  our- 
selves against  all  other  enemies  at  sea, 
and  that  at  least  we  should  always  re- 
tain in  such  a  case  the  command  of  the 
Channel,  and  so  we  should  then,  as  now, 
be  able  to  supply  ourselves  through 
France  by  shipments  from  that  country. 
Though  not  much  had  been  said  which 
was  new,  yet  all  the  old  arguments  had 
re-appeared  in  the  present  debate.  They 
were  once  more  promised  a  universal 
brotherhood  as  the  result  of  the  Tunnel ; 
the  Tunnel  was  to  be  the  highway  to 
the  Millennium ;  and  as  soon  as  it  was 
made  the  South- Eastern  Railway  Com- 
pany and  the  Northern  Itailway  Com- 
pany of  France  were  to  lie  down  to- 
gether in  its  peaceful  shades,  with,  as 
they  were  now  given  to  understand,  Her 
Majesty's  portrait  overhead,  and  survey 
their  work,  and  plan  fresh  schemes  for 
the  benefit  of  mankind.  They  were  also 
told  that  great  riches  and  prosperity 
would  flow  out  of  the  Tunnel  for  every- 
body, especially  for  France  and  Eng- 
land. Then  the  cases  were  quoted  in 
which  tunnels  had  been  made  with  great 
advantage  under  English  rivers,  as  if 
there  was  any  possible  relation  between 
establishing  a  communication  between 
two  English  counties  and  establishing  a 
connection  between  France  and  England. 
Then  the  old  staple  argument  was 
trotted  out,  that  the  Tunnel  would  be  a 
guarantee  of  peace,  whereas  many  of 
them  believed  that  by  offering  such  a 

{)rize  to  an  invader  they  would  be  estab- 
ishing  a  perpetual  inducement  to  in- 
vasion. But  to  all  these  promises  of 
prospective  advantage,  they  could  still 
make  the  old  response  : — everybody 
agreed  that  the  Tunnel  itself  might  in 
certain  circumstances  constitute  a  pos* 
Bible  danger  to  this  country,  a  danger 
of  a  character  which  was  nothing  short 
of  fatal.  The  friends  of  the  Company 
maintained  that  by  their  precautions 
they  would  render  this  danger  unworthy 
of  consideration,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hythe  had  described  to  them  how, 
by  pressing  a  button  somewhere,  he  could 
at  once  destroy  the  work,  which  he  (Sir 
Edward  Hamley)  thought  must  be  very 
agreeable  intelligence  for  his  share* 
holders.  Well,  he  did  not  know  how 
the  hon.  Member  might  succeed  with 
his  precautions,  but  this  he  maintained — 
that  whatever  precautions  might  be 
taken,  and  however  effective  they  might 
be  supposed  to  be,    still   no   preoau- 
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tions  could  have  the  same  value  as 
having  no  need  for  precautions  which 
was  our  case  at  present ;  and  with  such 
tremendous  issues  at  stake  we  ought 
not  to  be  called  upon  to  accept  the  game, 
even  with  the  chances  which  were 
alleged  in  our  favour.  He  had  formerly 
presented  some  arguments  ag^nst  the 
Tunnel  which  had  never,  so  far  as  he 
knew,  been  disposed  of,  and  he  would 
only  now  reproduce  one  to  the  House. 
Putting  aside  the  prospect  of  foreigpi 
troops  obtaining  possession  of  our  end  of 
the  Tunnel,  were  there  no  enemies  at  home 
who  might  seize  it ;  had  we  not  those 
among  us  who  made  a  boast  of  their 
hostility  to  England  ?  He  had  heard  of 
an  hon.  Member  upon  the  opposite 
Benches  on  one  occasion  announcing, 
within  the  precincts  of  that  House, 
that  if  we  were  at  war  he  would 
place  his  sword  at  the  disposal  of  the 
enemy.  Considering  the  hon.  Member's 
profession,  he  thought  it  was  likely  the 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean  his  sword, 
but  his  lancet,  which,  in  his  hands, 
would  probably  be  the  more  fatal  weapon 
of  the  two.  But,  however  that  might 
be,  the  point  of  the  matter  was  that  the 
will  existed  there,  and  that  men  holding 
such  opinions  would  acquire  an  immense 
importanse  if  they  could  offer  such  an 
inducement  to  an  invader,  and  we  should 
be  crazy  indeed  if  we  gave  such  oppor- 
tunities to  treason.  Why,  we  knew 
there  existed  in  this  country  a  con- 
spiracy which  was  maintained  and  fed 
by  contributions  from  a  vile  faotion  in 
a  foreign  land,  whose  sole  motive  was 
malignity  to  England.  He  would  only 
further  observe  that  there  were  many 
who  had  considered  this  question  from 
a  military  point  of  view,  and  who 
could  have  no  possible  reason  for  op- 
posing the  Tunnel  as  a  commercial 
speculation,  yet  who  had  arrived  at  the 
very  strong  conviction  that  it  would 
not  be  for  the  advantage  of  this  country, 
but  very  much  to  the  disadvantage,  that 
this  enterprize  should  be  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed. There  was  oiie  other  circumstance 
which  it  was  impossible  not  to  notice, 
because  it  was  an  entirely  new  feature 
in  this  question,  and  that  was,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hythe  had  obtained  a 
very  remarkable  recruit  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  No 
doubt,  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  able  to 
^ive  the   right  hon.  Gentleman  very 
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cog^iit  t^MOns,  They  all  of  tliein  re- 
membered how  an  eminent  statesman 
of  a  former  time  was  described  as — 

"Straining  his  throat 
To  persuade  Tommy  Townshend  to  lend  him  a 


vote. 
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If  they  sabstituted  another  name  for 
**  Tommy  Townshend,"  they  might,  per- 
haps, arrive  afc  a  faint  and  distant  clue 
to  the  reasons  which  induced  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  at  this  late  stage  of  his  career, 
to  become  a  convert  to  the  Ohannel 
Tunnel.  They  all  felt  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  biography  came 
to  be  written,  it  would  largely  consist 
of  the  history  of  his  conversions.  This 
conversion  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hythe  was  the  latest  of  them  up  to  the 
present  date;  let  them  hope  that  all 
hon.  Members  of  the  House  who  might 
happen  to  have  a  dangerous  or  a  mis- 
chievous project  might  not  take  the 
surest  way  of  obtaining  the  support  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian.  But  he  knew  that 
this  was  tender  and  delicate  ground ; 
for  they  all  felt,  especially  since  last 
night,  how  the  necessities  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  great  and  press- 
ing. He  would  not,  therefore,  deal  with 
the  political  view  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  expressed ;  and  as  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  military  opinions, 
he  would  refrain  from  following  him 
either  to  Aldemey  or  to  the  Ionian 
Isles.  He  would  only  venture  to  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  conver- 
sion appeared  to  him  to  be  too  recent  to 
allow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  gain 
any  knowledge  that  could  possibly  be  of 
service  to  anybody  in  relation  to  the 
present  question. 

Mr.  SLAlGG  (Burnley)  said,  he  felt 
sure  that  the  speeches  which  had  been 
addressed  to  the  House  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  opposite  must  have 
been  received  with  very  great  disap- 
pointment on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  from  two  causes.  The  first  was, 
that  it  appeared  to  be  the  determination 
of  the  Government  to  oppose  a  solid 
front  of  opposition  to  the  Motion ;  and 
the  second  cause  was,  that  it  seemed 
that  the  old  teputation  for  courage  and 
self-reliance  which  hon.  Members  of  the 
Party  opposite  used  to  pride  themselves 
upon  had  disappeared,  and  bad  been  re- 
placed by  a  timid  and  unworthy  state 
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of  mind  an  attitude  which  took  alarm 
at  any  old  wife's  story.     Now,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Sir   Michael   Hicks- 
Beach)  referred  at  some  length  to  the 
conclusions  of  the  Joint  Committee  of 
the  two  Houses  which  sat  in  1883,  but 
he  forgot  to  give  due  weight  to  one  or 
two  of  those  conclusions.    It  would  be 
within  the  knowledge  of  hon.  Members 
that  the  commercial  part  of  the  case  in 
favour  of  the  Ohannel  Tunnel,  which  he 
(Mr.  Slagg)  admitted  was  a  very  im- 
portant part  of  it,  was  proved  up  to 
the  very  hilt  on  the   evidence  of  the 
most  trustworthy  commercial  witnesses. 
What  did  those    witnesses    give    evi- 
dence upon  ?    They  were  almost  unani- 
mous in  the  opinion  that  means  of  com- 
munication of   this   description    would 
very  largely  increase  the    commercial 
intercourse  of  the  different  countries; 
that    the    direct   trade  not  only  with 
France,  but  with  the  whole  Oontinent  of 
Europe,  would  be   greatly  stimulated; 
that  for  light  articles  of  commerce  espe- 
cially, and  for  costly   commodities,  the 
proposed  method  of  transit  would  be 
invaluable ;  and  that  we  might  hope,  in 
the  future,  when  this  route  was  estab- 
lished, to  see  a  most  useful  and  profit- 
able augmentation  of  our  trade.     The 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  asked  what  new  reasons  there 
were    of    a  commercial  nature  which 
should  inddce  them  to  go  forward  with 
this  project  ?    He  (Mr.  Slagg)  ventured 
to  offer  to  the  House  one  or  two  new 
reasons  which  had  developed  during  the 
period   which  had  intervened  between 
now  and  the  presentation  of  the  Oom- 
mittee's  Beport.     The  method  by  which 
the  commerce  of  the  country  was  con- 
ducted had  very  largely   altered.    The 
manufactories  of  Euglaod  had  for  along 
time  been  regarded  as  specially  adapted 
to  the  production  of  large  quantities 
of  cheap  articles.    That  method  of  busi- 
ness was  chatiging,  and  there  was  now 
seen  on  all  hands,  in  regard  to  our  staple 
industries,  an  effort,  and  a  suooessful 
effort,  to  produce  also  smaller  quantities 
of  valuable   and   artistic  articles.    He 
could  answer  for  the  Ootton  trade,  of 
which  he  knew  something,  that  a  change 
was  rapidly  coming  over  its  methods. 
Whereas  the  orders  used  to  be  inainly 
for  huge  bulks  of  a  very  limited  class  of 
commodities,   manufacturers  were  now 
applying  themselves   to  produce    also 
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smaller  quantities  of  those  articles  in  tlie 
production  of  which  taste,  skill,  and 
artistic  science  entered  yery  largely. 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  Bradford 
(Mr.  lUing worth)  would  confirm  him  in 
the  opinion  that  the  same  change  was 
preyalent  in  regard  to  the  trade  of 
Yorkshire  ;  indeed,  wherever  they 
turned,  they  found  deyelopment  and 
increase  in  the  power  of  producing 
artistic  work.  TVliat  did  that  necessi- 
tate ?  It  necessitated,  of  all  things  in 
the  world,  extended  rapid  means  of 
transit.  We  could  not  now  afford  the 
time  which  used  to  be  expended  in 
taking  our  goods  to  their  respective 
markets ;  time  was  of  the  essence  of  all 
this  business,  and  where  weeks  under 
the  former  condition  were  of  little 
consequence,  now  days,  and  even  hours, 
were  of  the  greatest  significance  in 
making  profitable  arrangements.  The 
day  had  gone  by  when  the  producers  of 
this  country  might  be  confined  to  the 
production  of  these  masses  of  ordinary 
g^ods;  technical  skill  and  scientific 
teaching  were  now  doing  a  great  work 
among  us,  and  we  were  entering  upon 
a  phase  of  industry  in  which  we  were 
becoming  not  only  rivals,  but,  to  a  very 
great  extent,  successful  rivals  with  Con- 
tinental producers  to  whom  we  used  too 
readily  to  relegate  the  production  of 
scientific  and  artistic  work.  This  march 
and  change  in  regard  to  our  industries 
would  make  greater  strides  in  the 
future,  and,  therefore,  he  claimed  for 
this  new  and  civilized  method  of  com- 
munication a  position  of  absolute  neces- 
sity in  regard  to  the  future  develop- 
ment of  our  trade  and  industries.  There 
was  one  point  which  he  thought  had  not 
been  touched  upon  by  previous  speakers 
in  this  debate,  and  it  was  one  to  which 
he  attached  very  great  importance.  He 
was  sure  that  the  time  could  not  be  far 
distant  when  direct  communication  would 
be  established  between  the  Continent 
and  India;  and  he  asserted  that  our 
politicians  and  diplomatists  would  do 
well  to  consider  this  matter,  and  instead 
of  pursuing  a  policy  in  India  which  was 
to  some  extent  calculated  to  inspire 
feelings  of  jealousy,  alarm,  and  animo- 
sity, they  should  direct  their  attention 
to  making  those  alliances  with  Eussia 
and  the  Buler  of  Afghanistan  which 
would  insure  the  completion  of  the 
railway  route  to  India.  That  this 
route  would  be  eventually   finished  he 
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thought  there  could  be  no  doubt  what- 
ever, and  he  asked  were  we  alone 
of  all  the  great  Powers  of  Europe 
— the  greatest  commercial  Power — ^to 
be  deprived  of  direct  access  by  railway 
to  our  important  Indian  Dependency? 
So  much  for  the  trade  aspect  of  this 
case.  There  was  one  other  aspect 
upon  which  he  wished  to  say  a  few 
words,  and  it  was  the  international 
aspect.  Hon.  Members  who  had  spoken 
from  the  Benches  opposite  had  addressed 
the  House  as  if  a  condition  of  hatred 
and  possible  war  with  France  were 
a  chronic  state  of  things.  Pray  let 
them  for  once  imagine  the  possibility 
of  being  at  peace  with  France,  and 
let  them  allow  themselves  even  to 
stretch  their  imagination  to  such  limits 
as  to  suppose  France  might  be  our 
possible  ally.  Were  we  for  ever,  to  the 
end  of  all  time,  to  regard  France,  our 
natural  ally  and  friend,  as  an  enemy 
and  as  a  Power  to  be  held  always  in  a 
state  of  antipathy  ?  He  considered  those 
old-world  prejudices,  those  worn-out 
notions  of  hostility  against  France,  would 
rapidly  disappear  under  the  benign  in- 
fluence of  a  communication  of  this  sort. 
The  two  peoples  would  get  to  know  each 
other,  to  understand  one  another's  views, 
to  appreciate  one  another's  ideas,  and  in 
a  short  time  we  should  all  lookback  with 
surprise  to  those  feelings  of  hostility  and 
antipathy  which  now  appeared  to  ani- 
mate so  many.  Now,  he  approached  the 
consideration  of  the  military  aspect  of 
the  case  with  very  natural  diffidence  ;  he 
did  not,  in  fact,  intend  to  offer  an  opinion 
on  it;  he  thought  it  would  be  sufficient  for 
him  just  briefly  to  state  what  it  was,  and 
to  draw  the  attention  of  hon.  Members 
to  it.  He  thought  he  was  right  in  saying 
that  the  whole  of  the  military  scare 
which  had  been  raised  in  opposition  to 
this  scheme  rested  not  upon  probabili- 
ties, but  on  possibilities  drawn  from  a 
very  excited  imagination.  What  were 
we  asked  to  believe,  and  he  took  the 
list  of  possibilities  from  the  evidence 
given  by  military  witnesses  before  the 
Joint  Committee  of  1883?  First,  they 
were  invited  to  suppose  that  there  might 
be  a  grand  European  plot,  hatched  and 
contrived  in  a  more  or  less  secret  man- 
ner, against  the  peace  and  liberty  of  this 
country.  He  thought  that  oven  the 
gallant  Gentlemen,  including  the  hon. 
andgallant  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
(Sir  Edward  Hamley),  who  had  giveu 
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them  80  much  warning  of  the  sort, 
would  hardly  fear  the  assault  of  any 
single  Power.  They  were  to  suppose 
that  there  would  be  secretly  a  com- 
bination of  several  Po  wers.  As  a  matter 
of  course,  the  force  would  assemble  on 
the  shores  of  France.  This  assembling 
was  to  take  place  without  awakening 
the  suspicion  or  the  apprehension  of 
anybody  in  this  country.  The  combina- 
tion having  been  effected,  the  united 
forces  must  agree  upon  a  general  course 
of  operations,  which  he  should  think 
would  be  rather  a  difficult  thing  for 
them  to  do.  Having  so  agreed,  they 
must  have  a  general  who  was  foolish 
enough  to  trust  his  army  in  such  a  place 
as  the  Channel  Tunnel.  Eemember 
also,  that  all  this  time  our  Military 
Authorities,  our  Naval  Authorities,  our 
Political  Authorities  were  fast  asleep, 
and  that  the  garrison  of  Dover  and  the 
coast  defences  were  sharing  in  this  Hip 
Van  Winkle  slumber.  He  considered 
the  arguments  advanced  that  day 
against  this  civilizing  step  might  be 
reasonably  urged  against  the  con- 
struction of  any  road  between  one 
State  and  another.  If  a  railway  made 
from  one  State  to  another  was  to  pro- 
duce all  the  terrible  consequences  which 
had  been  foreshadowed  in  the  House 
that  day,  he  was  surprised  that  they 
should  be  continued  on  the  large  scale 
on  which  they  were  now  projected.  But 
they  knew  very  well  that,  so  far  from 
producing  hostility,  they  tended  to  peace 
and  a  better  understanding  among  the 
nations.  He  was  convinced  that  nume- 
rous commercial  advantages  would  arise 
from  the  construction  of  this  Tunnel ; 
they  in  the  House  of  Commons  had 
nothing  to  do  at  that  moment  with  the 
question  whether  the  enterprize  would 
pay  or  not.  Hon.  Members  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  that  was  a  matter  which 
the  shareholders  would  look  after  for 
themselves,  and  it  was  a  matter  which 
would  be  thoroughly  sifted  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House.  They  had  only 
to  consider  whether  it  would  be  wise 
and  prudent  to  adopt  the  course  sug- 
gested; they  had  to  consider  whether 
it  would  increase  or  diminish  the  com- 
merce and  prosperity  of  the  country; 
whether  it  would  draw  closer  the 
bonds  of  friendship  between  two  great 
countries  and  increase  their  good  un- 
derstanding. He  was  convinced  that 
the  establishment  of  the  proposed  com^ 


munication  would  do  all  these  things, 
and  that  by  it  we  should  be  provided 
with  a  splendid  insurance  against  any 
evil  which  could  possibly  arise. 

Sir    HUSSEY    VIVIAN   (Swansea 
District)  said,  he  was  the  only  Member 
in  the  House  except  Mr.  Speaker,  and 
he    feared    that   Mr.    Speaker's    voice 
could  not  be  heard  on    that   occasion, 
of  the  five  Members  who  were  appointed 
by  the  House  of  Commons  to  sit  upon 
the  Joint  Committee  of  the  Lords  and 
Commons,  in  1883,  to  investigate  the 
question    of    the    construction   of   the 
Channel  Tunnel ;  therefore  it  would  ill 
become  him  to  be  silent  on  this  occasion. 
He  did  not  think  that  in  the  speeches 
which    had    been    delivered    sufficient 
weight  had  been  given  to  the  exhaustive 
inquiry  which  took   place  before   the 
Committee.  Before,  however,  he  entered 
upon  the  questions  which  came  before 
the  Committee,  he  thought  it  necessary 
to  caution  the  House  against  being  in 
any  way    misled    by    the    manner    in 
which    this  question    was  put    before 
them  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hythe 
(Sir  Edward  Watkin).     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  he  brought  the  Bill  for* 
ward  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  his 
Company,  or  the   Company   which   he 
proposed  to  form,  to  carry  on  experi- 
mental works.     It  was  rightly  pointed 
out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  that  they  could 
not  regard  the  Bill  in  that  sense  ;  that^ 
if  the  House  passed  the  Bill  to-day,  it 
would  pass  a  Bill  affirming  the  desira* 
bility  of  constructing  the  Channel  Tun- 
nel, and  they  must  take  the  Bill  upon 
that  distinct  issue.     Upon  that  distinct 
issue  every  man  must  vote  to-day.     He 
knew  pretty  well  the  conditions,  and 
from  a  long  experience  of  underground 
work,  his  distinct  opinion  was  that  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  constructing 
this  Tunnel.    His  opinion   was  that  an 
undertaking    of   such  magnitude    was 
scarcely  ever  conceived  which  would  be 
more  easy  of  aocoinplishment  than  the 
Channel  Tunnel.     He  never  saw  easier 
ground  or  more  favourable  conditions 
than  he  saw  when  he  went  through  the 
already  existing  works  of  the  Channel 
Tunnel,  which  were  amply  sufficient  for 
experimental  purposes  ;  and,  therefore, 
he  thought  it  was  altogether  misleading 
to  put  the  question  forward  as  one  of 
experiment.    It  could  not  be  re^arde4 
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in  that  light.     Then  the  hon.  Member 
tried  to  persuade  the  House  that  this 
was  to  be  regarded  as  a   small  drift- 
way.  They  all  knew  that  small  drirings 
were  always  made  before  large  tunnels 
were    broken  down,   and   here    again 
he  thought  that  it  was  necessary  he 
should  caution  the  House  against  being 
misled     by    any     such    statement    as 
that  this  Bill  must  be  regarded  as  per- 
mitting a  drift' way  which  was  to  be 
used  for  electric  wires  and  for  the  con- 
veyance of  mails.     He  hoped  the  House 
would  in  no  way  regard  it  in  that  sense. 
This  Bill  was,  in  fact,  a  Bill  sanctioning 
the  Channel  Tunnel.     Now,   when  he 
was  selected  to  serve  on  the  Committee, 
he  entered  upon  his  duties  with  a  per- 
fectly open  and  judicial  mind ;  he  was 
not  prejudiced  in  one  way  or  the  other. 
He  was  not  brought  up  in  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hythe  stigmatized  as 
the  cramped  atmosphere  of  the  cabin 
of  a  man-of-war,  nor  was  he  brought 
up '  in   the  office  of   an    editor  of    a 
newspaper.      His  whole  life  had  been 
spent  in  great  commercial  and  manu- 
facturing undertakings ;  and,  therefore, 
he  thought  he  was  about    as  unpre- 
judiced a  witness  upon  this  question  as 
could  well  be  found.   The  Committee  in- 
Testigated  the  case  with  the  greatest 
care ;     40    witnesses  were    examined ; 
of  these  40  witnesses,  10  were  military 
men,  3  were  naval  men,  12  were  con- 
nected with  the  great  railways  of  the 
country,  and  they  were  really  represen- 
tative men,  the  very  best  of  the  railway 
officials  and  chairmen ;  10  were  engaged 
in  commerce  and  manufactures,  and  two 
were  Government  officials.      It   would 
be  seen  that  the  witnesses  brought  be- 
fore   the  Committee  were  thoroughly 
capable  of  giving  to  the  Committee  the 
opinions  of  the  great  undertakings  with 
which  they  were  connected.     One  re- 
markable point  impressed  itself  upon 
him  at  the   very    beginning.     It  was 
natural,    in    the   first    place,   to    con- 
sider what  advantages  were  likely  to 
accrue  to  the  country  from  the  construc- 
tion of  this  Tunnel,  and  whether  they 
conferred  adequate  compensation  for  the 
undoubted  dangers  which  might  arise 
from  its  construction.     One  would  have 
Bupposed  that  at  the  very  beginning  the 
commercial  advantages  would  have  been 
put  forward  by  the  promoters  in  the 
strongest  possible  terms,  but  such  was 
by  no  means  the  case.    The  Committee 
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thought  it  was  their  duty  with  this 
object  to  invite  the  opinions  of  the 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  and  they  ac- 
cordingly addressed  themselves  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Associated  Chambers  of 
Commerce.  They  rceived  from  him  this 
reply— 

"  The  Council  of  the  Associated  Chambers 
of  Commerce  of  the  United  Kingdom  are  not  pre- 
pared to  offer  evidence  on  the  subject  of  the 
Channel  Tunnel  Bills  referred  to  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  both  Houses  of  Parliament." 

If  this  had  been  a  very  large  and  impor- 
tant commercial  question,  surely  the 
Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce 
would  have  taken  a  very  different  line. 
If  they  had  not  done  so  as  a  great  com- 
mercial organization,  surely  a  large 
number  of  Chambers  of  Commerce 
would  have  taken  an  active  part  in 
representing  to  the  Committee  the 
advantages  which  it  was  presumed 
were  likely  to  flow  from  the  construction 
of  this  Channel  Tunnel.  But,  instead 
of  that,  the  Chairman,  on  behalf  of  the 
Association,  as  the  extract  he  had  read 
showed,  informed  the  Committee  that 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce  had  no  desire 
to  say  a  word  in  favour  of  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Tunnel.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hythe  himself  gave  evidence,  and  he 
(Sir  Hussey  Vivian)  thought  those  who 
supported  this  Bill  would  do  well  to  read 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  evidence,  because 
he  did  not  think  they  would  find  in  it 
any  very  strong  statement  as  to  the  com- 
mercial advantages  which  were  to  flow 
from  the  construction  of  the  Tunnel.  In 
his  evidence,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hythe  admitted  that — 

"There  has  been  nothing  that  deserved  the 
epithet  of  a  wide  and  enthusiastic  declaration  or 
demand  for  the  Tunnel,  upon  the  part  of  the 
trading  and  manufacturing  interests  of  the 
country." 

Sir  ED WAED  WATKIN  :  Read  the 
context. 

Sir  hussey  VIVIAN  said,  he  was 
not  aware  that  he  had  misquoted  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  evidence. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN:  Bead 
what  precedes,  and  what  follows  the 
passage  you  have  quoted. 

Sir  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  said,  he  had 
the  reference  and  the  evidence,  but  he 
could  not  comply  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's wish  without  troubling  the  House 
at  too  great  length ;  he  had  read  the 
entire  reply  to  a  question  put  to  the 
Hon.  Gentleman,     He  listened  to  tbo. 
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hon.  Gentleman's  speech  that  daj, 
and  he  thought  he  should  have  heard 
some  strong  statement  setting  forth  the 
great  advantages  which  would  accrue  to 
the  commerce  of  this  country  from  the 
coDStruction  of  the  Channel  Tunnel.  He 
was  bound  to  say,  however,  that  he  was 
very  much  disappointed,  for  he  heard  no 
such  statement ;  he  heard  prophetic  words 
of  a  large  and  sonorous  character,  but 
there  was  an  utter  absence  of  detailed 
information  as  regarded  the  commercial 
effect  of  the  conslruction  of  this  Tunnel. 
Of  course,  prophecy  was  very  easy  ;  but 
they  wanted  material  facts  to  establish 
the  desirability  of  runuing  the  undoubted 
risk  we  should  run  in  permitting  this 
Tunnel  to  be  constructed.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  made  four  points  in  regard 
to  the  necessity  for  the  construction  of 
this  Tunnel.  He  said  that  it  was  needed 
as  a  second  line  of  supply  for  the  food 
of  .the  country.  That  had  been  perfectly 
well  met  by  two  speakers  already,  who 
had  asserted  that  if  we  were  at  war  with 
France  we  could  not  get  our  supplies  of 
food  through  the  Channel  Tunnel — that 
it  was  only  from  France  we  could  pos- 
sibly fear  we  should  lose  the  command 
of  the  sea,  and  that  if  we  lost  the  com- 
mand of  the  sea,  we  uudoubtedly  could 
not  get  our  food  supplies  through  the 
TunneL  Therefore,  bethought,  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  first  argument  fell  to  the 
ground  entirely.  The  hon.  Gentleman's 
second  argument  was  that  we  should 
strengthen  our  military  power.  He  (Sir 
Hussey  Vivian)  hardly  understood  how 
that  could  be.  Then  came  the  question  of 
the  Government  not  being  able  honour- 
ably to  retire  from  the  engagements 
which  were  contracted  beforehand.  Upon 
that  point,  he  could  express  no  opinion, 
as  he  did  not  belong  to  either  of  the  Go- 
vernments concerned ;  but  this  was  clear, 
that  the  question  was  never  decided  by 
Parliament,  and  that  Parliament  never 
came  to  any  resolution  whatever  in  the 
matter.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  referred  a  great  deal  to  the 
fiourishiug  condition  of  this  question 
during  the  20  years  prior  to  1883,  yet 
during  that  period  it  never  received 
the  sanction  of  Parliament.  He  (Sir 
Hussey  Vivian)  believed  that  no  one 
thought  at  that  time  that  it  was  possible 
to  construct  the  Channel  Tunnel,  and 
therefore  the  world  at  large  disregarded 
the  question  and  never  thought  seriously 


of  it.  At  any  rate,  the  question  was 
never  brought  forward  and  sanctioned 
in  the  House,  and  they  could  not  go 
back  upon  any  correspondence  which 
passed  between  the  Government  of 
this  country  and  the  Government  of 
France ;  therefore  he  considered  that 
this  country  was  in  no  way  honour- 
ably pledged  or  bound  by  such  corre- 
spondence. It  was  only  the  Parliament 
of  this  country  that  could  bind  us  to  any 
particular  action.  Now,  as  regarded 
the  general  question.  It  came  out  be- 
fore the  Committee  that  it  was  perfectly 
certain  that  heavy  goods  would  not  pay 
to  send  through  the  Tunnel.  Take  the 
ease  of  coal.  Our  transactions  with 
France  in  coal  were  very  large.  Those 
who  were  best  informed  on  the  question 
of  the  coal  traffic  never  ventured  to  say 
that  the  coal  traffic  with  France  would 
be  taken  through  the  Tunnel.  Why, 
coal  could  be  delivered  in  France  from 
the  Tyne  or  from  Wales  for  4«.  a-ton 
and  it  could  be  laid  down  at  the  very 
place  where  it  was  wanted — atBouen  or 
Dunquerque,  or  some  other  port,  close 
to  the  place  where  it  was  usea,  and  he 
defied  any  Railway  Company  by  means 
of  a  Tunnel  to  deliver  coal  from  New- 
castle to  Dunquerque,  or  from  New- 
castle to  Houeu,  which  is  in  the  imme- 
diate vicinity  of  the  great  manufactories 
of  France,  for  4«.  a-ton  or  for  three 
times  48.  a-ton.  The  hon.  Member  (Sir 
Edward  Watkin)  knew  perfectly  well 
that  no  Railway  Company  could  do  it. 
There  were  many  other  heavy  goods 
which  no  one  had  ventured  to  say  were 
likely  to  be  carried  through  the  Tunnel. 
It  was  quite  possible  that  some  light 
and  artistic  goods  might,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Slagg)  had  just 
said,  derive  some  advantage  from  going 
through  the  Tunnel,  but  heavy  goods 
would  never  go  through  it.  Then  there 
was  the  question  of  distribution,  and 
that,  he  admitted,  was  a  most  important 
question.  The  entrepdt  business  of  the 
ports  of  London  and  Liverpool  was  most 
important  and  valuable  to  this  country. 
The  evidence  given  to  the  Committee 
upon  that  point  was,  that  the  distribu- 
tion could  take  place  better  from  the 
port  of  London  or  the  port  of  Liverpool 
to  the  port  in  a  foreign  country  nearest 
to  the  place  where  the  goods  were  con- 
sumed than  by  going  through  a  Tunnel 
at  one  fixed  point  distant  from  the 
place    of    consumption.      Instead    of 
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taking  goods  to  Dover  and  thenne 
through  the  I'unnel  to  Calais,  and 
Irom  there  forwarding  them  to  dis- 
tant places  in  France,  Germanj,  or 
Spain,  it  vaB  much  better  to  deliver 
them  at  Havre,  or  Bouea,  or  Bordeaux, 
or  Dunquerque,  or  other  French  port, 
or  at  HamDUTg,  or  'whatever  port 
was    neareet    to    the  place   where    the 

Jooda  were  coneigned,  by  a  steamer 
irect  from  London.  Not  only  was  it 
infinitely  cheaper  and  infinitely  better 
to  do  eo,  but  they  would  avoid  delay 
on  the  French  lines.  It  was  pressed 
upon  the  Committee  very  strongly  that 
great  delay  occurs  on  the  French  lines, 
mat  when  once  goods  got  on  the 
French  lines  they  were  not  forwarded 
with  the  BBme  rapidity  that  they  would 
be  forwarded  in  this  country,  and 
therefore  he  contended  that  aa  fast 
steamers  were  now  used,  it  was  in 
all  respects  better  and  cheaper  to 
distribute  goods  from  the  port  of 
London,  or  the  port  of  Liverpool,  or 
elsewhere,  to  the  French  and  German 

Sorts,  than  to  send  them  through  a 
unnel  and  then  along  the  French 
lines.  Such  was  the  evidence  given  to 
the  Committee,  and  it  produced  a  very 
Btrung  impression  on  hie  mind.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  goods  eo  distri- 
buted had  only  one  extra  loading  and 
not  two.  It  was  just  as  easy,  and 
easier,  to  put  goods  from  one  ship 
into  another  at  the  docks,  and  then  let 
them  be  conveyed  to  a  foreign  port  as 
it  was  to  put  them  into  a  railway  truck, 
and  send  them  through  the  Tunnel. 
Itwas,  therefore,  only  unlofdingfrom  the 
ship  into  a  railway  truck  at  the  foreign 
port  which  was  extra,  and  no  more. 
Very  remarkable  evidence  was  given 
to  the  Committee  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  the  cost  of  convej'ing  goods. 
Mr.  Ecroyd,  who  was  then  a  Member  of 
this  House,  gave  the  Committee  some 
very  valuable  evidence.  Mr.  Eoroyd 
said  that — 

*'  Tha  freight  on  wool  Irom  London  to  Bradford 
i*  ST«.  erf.  ppr  ion,  nnd  from  London  to  Eloubaix 
(in  France)  28*.  per  ton." 
Therefore,  the  man  who  bought  wool  in 
Iiondon  and  got  it  conveyed  by  rail  to 
Bradford  was  10*.  per  ton  worse  off  than 
the  man  who,  having  his  manufaotor; 
at  Boubaix,  bought  wool  in  London  and 
got  it  taken  to  Roubaix  by  steamer  from 
London.  Mr.  Ecroyd  went  on  to 
MJ— 

Sir  Suutjf  VwUm 


"  But  »h*n  the  foiyAi  are  mannfjiclnred,  th» 
fnititit  beCwren  Rradford  xnd  I.andan  for  liomF- 
trndo  gonda  ii  *Sa.  id.  per  ton,  and  iho  freight 
bctwron  Bradford  and  Firii  for  tho  i&ine  ga<idi 
if  33j.  9d.  per  toa  " — 

Again  a  difference  of  lOf.  pec  ton,  al- 
though in  the  latter  case  the  goods  had 
passed  over  the  Channel ;  and  he  fur- 
ther remarked — 

"  So  that  STSD  whera  the  gooda  an  lent  to 
Bradford  for  lale  and  not  to  London,  the  Pranob 
Dianafactarar  baa  alreadj  a  Tcrjr  great  adTanliga 
in  tbo  matter  of  frcigbtl  in  both  direolioni." 

Mr.  Ecroyd  afterwards  told  them — 

''  I  Bnd,  again,  that  the  freiglil  ofwoollon  farni, 
anoh  aa  VS  produoe.  from  tha  Koabaii  diitriot  ia 
4(l(.  par  ton  to  Barnle.T,  mji  neareat  town  ;  bat 
tha  freight  from  London  to  BumJer  for  tbo  like 
jarna  ia  GOi.  per  ton." 

He  (Sir  Huseey  Vivian)  thought  these 
facts  went  to  show  that  the  French 
manufacturers  had  greater  advantages 
by  the  present  sea  route  than  our  home 
manufacturere  had  by  the  railway 
routes  within  their  own  countiy,  and 
that  no  real  commercial  advantage 
was  likely  to  aocrue  from  the  construe- 
tion  of  a  Tunnel.  The  Committee  re> 
oeived  a  good  deal  of  evidence  with 
regard  to  wine  and  other  things,  but 
be  would  not  trouble  the  Houee  by 
noticing  it  in  detail.  What  he  was  par- 
ticularly anxious  to  do  was  to  state  dis- 
tinctly, as  a  Member  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee, that  in  his  opinion  no  case  was 
made  out  ae  to  the  commercial  advan- 
tages which  would  flow  from  tha  con- 
struction of  the  Tunnel.  He  bad  no 
doubt  that  advantages  would  accrue  to 
the  passenger  traffic ;  but,  after  all, 
what  was  tha  sea  passage  at  present  f 
It  only  occupied  an  hour  and  1 0  minutes. 
How  much  time  would  be  saved  by  the 
Tunnel  ?  He  doubted  very  much  whe- 
ther any  time  would  be  saved.  As  to 
sea  sickness,  the  fact  is,  that  the  passage 
is  now  made  in  large  boats,  and  thus 
fewer  people  suffered  from  sea  sickness 
than  formerly.  Great  exertions  were 
now  being  made  on  the  French  side,  and 
we  also  were  expending  large  sums  of 
money  on  our  own  side,  to  improve  the 
Channel  ports.  Immense  sums  were 
being  exfiended  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment at  Boulogne  and  Calais,  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  a  very  superior  service  of 
steamers  would,  before  long,  become 
perfectly  practicable,  and  thus  still 
further  reduce  sea  sickness.  This  ques- 
tion was  worked  out  with  considerablfl 
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ability  by  one  of  our  foremost  engineers, 
Mr.  John  Fowler.  Mr.  Fowler  had  pro- 
duced a  scheme  for  the  construction  of 
large  steam  ferry-boats  to  cross  the 
Channel — ferry-boats  which  would  take 
whole  train-loads.  The  proposal  was 
supported  by  13  of  our  most  eminent 
engineers.  Mr.  Fowler's  scheme  was 
twice  sanctioned  by  Committees  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  once  by  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
believed  that  Mr.  Fowler's  scheme  was 
quite  within  the  bounds  of  possibility. 
He  believed  that  when  the  new  harbours 
were  constructed  train-loads  could  be 
taken  over  in  ferry-boats,  and  that 
people  need  never  be  compelled  to  leave 
their  carriage  in  the  journey  from 
London  to  Paris.  In  a  construction 
of  that  kind,  there  was  no  real  danger 
to  the  country,  because  it  was  clear 
that,  so  long  as  we  had  the  command 
of  the  Channel,  we  could  prevent  the 
passage  of  boats  of  that  kind  without 
the  slightest  difficulty.  But  if  the  House 
sanctioned  a  Tunnel  passing  150  feet 
beneath  the  Chainnel,  our  fleets  might 
sail  uselessly  over  the  Tunnel  while 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  men 
were  passing  through  to  invade  and 
occupy  our  country,  and  the  vessels 
would  be  perfectly  powerless  to  keep  the 
enemy  back.  At  present  we  had  the 
grand  barrier  which  Nature  had  inter- 
posed between  us  and  France ;  but  the 
case  would  be  very  different  if  we  con- 
structed such  a  communication  as  the 
Channel  Tunnel  would  afford.  In  this 
debate  the  opinion  of  military  men  had 
been  more  or  less  referred  to.  The 
Committee  examined  10  officers  of  fore- 
most rank,  distinction  and  experience, 
and  out  of  that  number  only  one  was  in 
favour  of  the  construction  of  the  Tunnel. 
That  officer  thought  that  the  risk  was 
infinitessimally  small,  not  worthy  of 
calculation,  looking  at  the  manner  in 
which  this  country  had  been  built  up  by 
**  incurring  risks ;  "  and  he  went  on  to 
say  that  we  ought  to  invade  France;  but, 
on  cross-examination,  he  failed  to  show 
how,  with  our  small  Army,  such  an 
operation  would  be  practicable.  Why 
this  country  should  voluntarily  incur 
risks  he  altogether  failed  to  see.  Unless 
they  could  establish  a  very  strong  case, 
a  far  stronger  case  than  had  been  estab- 
lished in  the  House  to-day,  or  had  ever 
been  established  before,  for  the  construc- 
tion of  this  Tunnel,  he  maintained  that 


we  had  no  business  to  entail  these  risks 
upon  ourselves  and  our  posterity.  His 
Eoyal  Highness  the  iJuke  of  Cam- 
bridge was  examined  before  the  Joint 
Committee,  and  gave  the  strongest  pos- 
sible evidence  against  the  scheme.  He 
believed  there  was  no  more  sensible 
Englishman  in  the  country  than  His 
Eoyal  Highness,  and  what  had  he  said 
in  his  evidence  ?    He  said  this — 

"  I  think  it  would  be  destniotive  of  the  in- 
terests of  this  country,  and,  therefore,  as  you  are 
now  perfectly  secure,  I  think  anything  you  do  to 
render  it  less  secure  than  the  country  is  now,  is 
very  dangerous,  and,  to  my  mind,  not  justi- 
&able." 

His  Boyal  Highness  pointed  out  to  the 
House  that  by  allowing  the  construction 
of  this  Tunnel  they  would  be  creating  a 
land  frontier,  and  that  they  would  be 
compelled,  by  force  of  circumstances, 
to  adopt  the  same  means  of  defending 
the  country  that  other  countries  with  a 
land  frontier  had  been  bound  to  adopt. 
Now,  what  did  Lord  Wolseley  say? 
Lord  Wolseley  stated  that — 

"There  is  no  commercial  advantage  possible 
to  calculate  or  put  into  figures  that  could  com* 
pensate  for  the  risk  that  would  be  entailed  upon 
the  country  by  the  construction  of  the  Tunnel, 
assuming  also,  commercially,  the  great  inconve- 
nience and  loss  which  the  country  would  sustain 
in  panics  when  the  relations  between  this  country 
were  strained,  and  that  panics  would  give  rise 
not  only  to  commercial  losses  and  damage  to  in- 
dustry, but  also  occasion  jireat  and  sudden  in- 
creases to  our  military  establishment,  perhaps 
without  any  good  reason." 

And  he  further  stated  that — 

<<  lie  could  think  of  no  national  advantage 
which  could  justify  the  construction  of  the 
Tunnel." 

He  went  on  to  say,  when  asked  whether 
it  would  be  possible  to  drive  an  enemy 
out  when  it  had  once  obtained  pos- 
session of  the  Tunnel — 

*'  I  think  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  for  this 
country  ever  to  raise  its  head  again,  as  a  free 
and  independent  country,  if  the  Tunnel  were  in 
the  possession  of  a  foreign  nation." 

The  other  military  authorities  entirely 
agreed  with  Lord  Wolseley.  Sir  J. 
Lintom  Simmons  said — 

"  I  am  of  opinion  that  if  an  enemy  got  pos* 
session  of  the  Channel  Tunnel,  Great  Britain, 
with  its  present  military  organization,  could  not 
possibly  expel  that  enemy  from  Great  Britain." 

And  he  went  on  to  emphasize  that  in 
this  way;  in  reply  to  Question  2,232 — 

"Then  you  think  that  our  national  dangers 
might  be  increased,  and  that  our  national  in* 
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first  step  of  anybody  who  might  deaire 
to  invade  this  country — a  Napoleon  if 
he  came  to  life  again — would  be  to 
seize  our  end  of  the  Channel  Tunnel. 
Our  only  security  would  be  in  increasing 
our  Army,  so  that  we  should  be  able  to 
meet  the  Army  of  France  man  to  man. 
If  they  were  prepared  to  do  that  he,  for 
one,  would  never  oppose  the  Channel 
Tunnel.  He  opposed  it  entirely  because 
he  knew  that  the  Army  of  this  country  was 
not  sufficiently  numerous  and  powerful 
to  meet  the  Army  of  France,  and  that 
it  would  give  rise  to  a  vast  increase 
of  our  Military  expenditure.  If  they 
would  to-morrow  decide  upon  the  adop- 
tion of  the  conscription,  and  raise  an 
Army  of  500,000  men  even — he  would 
not  say  1 ,000,000— then  he  would  go  into 
the  Lobby  for  the  Channel  Tunnel ;  but 
so  long  as  he  knew  that  we  were  not 
prepared  to  meet  France  so  long  would 
he  oppose  the  scheme,  as  he  believed 
that  it  would  be  an  enormous  national 
danger.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  contrasted 
the  population  of  England  with  that  of 
France  now  and  at  the  time  of  the  war, 
and  had  drawn  the  conclusion  that  we 
were  now  numerically  nearly  equal  to 
France,  while,  at  the  time  of  the  war, 
we  were  not  much  more  than  one  half. 
He  admitted  that  that  would  be  a  weighty 
argument  if  his  right  hon.  Friend 
were  prepared  to  pursue  it  to  its  logical 
sequence  and  to  enact  for  this  country 
conscription  and  the  same  military 
organization  as  that  of  France ;  other- 
wise the  argument  had  no  practical 
force.  Well,  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
in  favour  of  this  Tunnel  believed  that  we 
could  be  rendered  safe  against  invasion 
by  having  the  means  of  destroying  the 
Tunnel  at  a  moment's  notice ;  but  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Joint  Committee 
led  him  (Sir  Hussey  Vivian),  at  any 
rate,  to  a  wholly  different  conclusion. 
So  far  as  blowing  up  the  Tunnel  was 
concerned,  he  told  the  House  distinctly, 
Iiaving  had  long  experience  in  colliery 
matters,  that  they  could  not  do  it.  They 
could  not  blow  up  a  drift  or  tunnel  160 
feet  below  the  ground.  If  that  were 
possible  many  of  our  collierieo  would 
have  been  blown  up  long  ago.  They 
had  had  plenty  of  explosions  quite 
as  severe  as  any  which  could  be  occa- 
sioned by  dynamite  or  anything  else 
which  could  be  exploded  in  the  Chan- 
nel Tunnel  —  and   though  the  under* 


terests  might  suffer  f  "  Ho  replied  :  "  I  think  it 
might  bring  nntionnl  ruin  ;  that  is  my  opinion." 
'*  I  cannot  concoiTe  any  amount  of  commercial 
advantage  that  could  in  any  way  compensate  the 
risk  that  would  be  run." 

He  (Sir  Hussey  Vivian)  could  read  to 
the  House  evidence  of  that  character 
repeated  over  and  over  again.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  these  were  state- 
ments made  by  our  most  experienced 
Generals.  Were  we  altogether  to  ignore 
the  opinion  of  our  Generals — experts  in 
military  matters — who  were  the  best 
quali6ed  men  amongst  us,  and  bound 
to  consider  this  question  under  the  grave 
responsibilities  of  their  position.  They 
had  considered  it  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible anxiety,  and  had  come  to  a  distinct 
and,  he  might  say,  unanimous  decision 
against  the  construction  of  the  Tunnel. 
He  need  hardly  say  that  naval  men  were 
of  exactly  the  same  opinion  as  the  mili- 
tary authorities.  Then  what  an  enormous 
cost  would  the  construction  of  this  Tunnel 
entail  upon  the  country.  Supposing 
that  Parliament  allowed  the  Tunnel  to 
be  made,  one  of  the  results  would 
be,  that  we  should  have  to  construct  a 
first-class  fortress  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Tunnel.  That  would  cost  a  very  large 
sum;  some  estimated  it  at  £1,500,000, 
others  at  £3,000,000.  In  the  first  place, 
this  enormous  expense  would  be  entailed 
in  order  to  construct  a  first-class  fortress, 
and  then  we  should  have  to  keep  in  it 
8,000  to  10,000  men,  who  would  cost 
from  £40  or  £42  to  £100  a-year  each, 
the  latter  sum  being  about  the  average 
cost  of  a  soldier  of  the  Begular  Army. 
That  meant  a  permanent  increase  of  our 
military  establishment  to  the  amount  of 
£1,000,000  per  annum.  But  it  did  not 
end  there.  If  we  once  had  a  land  fron- 
tier to  this  country  we  should  be  bound 
to  increase  our  Army — we  should  be 
bound  to  increase  it,  he  might  say,  to 
the  same  extent  as  foreign  nations  had 
increased  their  Armies.  Why  had  we  not 
been  under  the  necessity  of  increasing 
our  Army  heretofore?  Simply  because  by 
means  of  our  Navy  we  had  command  of 
the  Channel,  and  because  we  believed, 
and  he  thought  rightly,  that  no  enemy 
could  invade  us.  If  they  did  invade  us, 
we  believed  that  we  could  shut  them  up 
in  this  country,  cut  off  their  base  of 
operations,  and  entirely  destroy  and 
annihilate  them.  But  the  very  moment 
they  got  a  land  connection  all  that  ceased, 
and  we  might  depend  upon  it  that  the 
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ground  workiDgs  were  more  or  less  shat- 
tered for  a  certain  time,  he  had  never 
yet  known  of  a  colliery  blown  up  to  the 
surface — it  was  impossible,  in  fact,  to 
blow  up  150  feet  to  the  surface,  and  it 
was  ridiculous  nonsense  to  talk  about  it. 
Then  it  was  suggested  that  the  Tunnel 
might  be  mined — that  mines  of  dyna- 
mite might  be  placed  around  it,  and 
that  by  touching  a  button — he  thought 
that  was  what  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Edward  Watkin)  himself  had  suggested 
— at  the  War  Offloe,  or  in  any  part  of 
England,  they  would  be  able  to  blow 
the  sides  of  the  Tunnel  in.  But  what  did 
Sir  John  Hawkshaw — who  was  rather 
interested  in  the  making  of  this  Tunnel 
-*say  to  that?  Why,  he  said  that  no 
one  would  trust  himself  in  a  Tunnel 
mined  and  charged  with  dynamite,  and 
liable  to  be  blown  to  pieces  by  the  touch 
of  some  ofiB.cial  on  a  button.  He  thought 
Sir  John  Hawkshaw  showed  his  wisdom 
when  he  said  that.  He  (Sir  Hussey 
Vivian)  wondered  what  the  sea- sick  old 
lady  would  say  when  she  knew  that  she 
was  travelling  over  dynamite,  and  that 
it  rested  with  some  one  at  the  War 
Office  whether  or  not  a  button  was  to  be 
touched.  Then  it  was  said  they  might 
construct  such  sluices  as  would  flood  the 
Tunnel ;  but  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach)  had  very  properly 
pointed  out  that  we  should  not  know 
from  time  to  time  whether  these  sluices 
were  in  proper  order.  It  would  not  be 
possible  to  exercise  them  every  week  or 
fortnight,  and  they  might  get  rusted  and 
refuse  to  act  at  the  critical  moment.  They 
would  be  depending  upon  delicate  me- 
chanical construction  which,  after  a  given 
number  of  years,  might  not  act  as  they 
were  expected  to  do,  and  thus  the 
safety  of  the  country  would  depend 
upon  the  compliance  or  refusal  of  a 
valve  to  do  the  work  required  of  it. 
Even  if  a  system  of  this  kind  were 
adopted,  the  question  would  arise  who 
was  to  turn  the  valve  or  press  the  button  ? 
It  would  be  a  very  serious  question  to 
determine  upon— namely,  the  destruction 
of  this  great  work  and  the  sacrifice  of 
millions  invested  in  it.  If  the  Tunnel 
were  made,  who  would  take  the  respon- 
sibilty  on  himself?  Suppose  that  re- 
lations were  strained  between  this  coun- 
try and  France,  at  what  period  of  this 
straining  of  relations  would  it  be  proper 
to  give  the  order  to  flood  or  destroy  the 


Tunnel  ?  His  own  impression  was  that 
no  one  would  be  inclined  to  take  upon 
himself  the  responsibility  of  giving  such 
orders,  and  that  the  Tunnel  would  never 
be  destroyed  or  flooded.  They  were 
not  altogether  without  knowledge  of 
what  had  occurred  in  cases  of  this  kind. 
The  tunnels  through  the  Yosges  moun- 
tains between  France  and  Germany  were 
mined,  the  mines  were  charged,  and  there 
was  an  officer  in  charge  of  the  mines  in- 
structed to  blow  them  up  when  the  order 
was  given.  Instructions  were  sent  to  that 
officer  to  blow  up  the  tunnels  during  the 
Franco- Prussian  War,  but  the  officer  did 
not  do  it ;  he  was  afraid  of  doing  it,  and 
the  result  was  that  the  Oerman  Armies 
passed  through.  Very  well,  were  we  in 
this  country  going  to  create  a  danger  of 
that  kind;  were  we  going  to  lay  this 
country  open  to  invasion  in  that  way, 
and  for  what  reason  ?  Had  any  suffi- 
cient reason  been  given  ?  He  answered 
that  it  had  not.  He  declared  as  one 
who,  having  listened  to  all  the  commer- 
cial  evidence  upon  this  point,  and  to 
all  the  speeches  this  day,  could  not  but 
submit  that  no  sufficient  evidence  had 
been  given  to  warrant  this  House  in 
undertaking  the  enormous  responsibility 
of  creating  this  danger  to  the  country. 
Long  immunity  from  war  would  abate 
the  vigilance  we  might  at  first  exercise. 
They  must  bear  this  in  mind,  that  long 
negotiations  and  extensive  correspon- 
dence did  not  generally  precede  the  break- 
ing out  of  hostilities.  The  House  had 
had  a  Paper  presented  to  it  which  was  pre- 
pared by  the  Intelligence  Departments—- 
showing  that  between  the  years  1770  and 
1871  there  had  been  107  cases  in  which 
hostilities  had  broken  out  without  no- 
tice. We  might  be  well  assured  that  if 
this  country  was  going  to  be  invaded, 
we  should  have  uncommon  little  notice 
of  the  fact.  Now,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  had  instanced  the 
case  of  Napoleon,  and  had  said  that  that 
great  General,  with  all  his  military  skill 
and  ability,  had  never  been  able  to  in- 
vade this  country.  But  then  Napoleon 
had  no  Channel  Tunnel,  and  he  pos- 
sessed no  fast  sorew  steamers  which  he 
could  concentrate  upon  a  given  objective 
point  with  absolute  certainty  at  a  given 
hour  of  any  day.  The  conditions  with 
which  Napoleon  had  to  deal  were  wholly 
difierent,  as  he  prepared  to  bring  his 
troops  across  in  open  boats.    Therefore, 
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thej  could  not  draw  a  parallel  be- 
tween the  state  of  things  in  the  time  of 
Napoleon  and  those  which  would  pre- 
vail to-day  if  war  broke  out.  They 
must  anticipate  that  hostilities  would 
commence  without  notice,  and  if  the 
House  should  sanction  the  construction 
of  a  Channel  Tunnel,  it  must  be  pre- 
pared at  all  times,  and  under  all  circum- 
stances, to  resist  any  attempt  by  coup  de 
main  to  take  possession  of  the  English 
end  of  the  Tunnel.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
said  that  there  had  been  no  anxiety  in 
France  in  regard  to  the  French  end  of 
the  Tunnel.  Well,  why  should  there  be 
when  France  had  10  soldiers  and  10  guns 
to  our  one  ?  Why  should  they  be  afraid 
of  any  invasion  from  this  country  ?  That 
was  really  not  in  question.  As  he  had 
said  before,  if  they  would  raise  the 
numbers  of  our  Army  so  as  to  meet 
the  French  man  to  man,  he  was  quite 
sure  that  we  should  not  only  be  able  to 
resist  them,  but  to  march  from  one  end 
of  France  to  the  other  and  take  posses- 
sion of  the  country  without  the  slightest 
difficulty.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that.  He  was  a  great  believer 
in  the  pluck  and  endurance  of  English- 
men, but  that  was  not  our  position,  and 
Parliament  was  not  prepared  to  place 
the  country  in  that  position  ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  anyone  who  voted  for  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  to  day — 
though  he  might  not  believe  it  at  the 
time — was  assuredly  taking  a  step  to- 
wards rendering  conscription  inevitable 
in  this  country. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddlngton,  S.) :  If  I  may  say  so 
without  presumption,  I  think  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Hussey  Vivian)  who  has 
just  concluded  his  speech  has  made  a 
most  valuable  and  effective  contribution 
to  the  consideration  of  this  subject  this 
afternoon,  and  I  deeply  regret  that  the 
attendance  in  the  House  was  not  larger 
while  that  contribution  was  being  de- 
livered. Although  one  would  not  have 
thought,  from  the  state  of  the  House, 
that  this  question  was  one  of  great  im- 
portance, still  there  can  be  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  importance  of  the 
question  cannot  well  be  exaggerated, 
and  the  only  deduction  I  draw  from 
the  somewhat  scanty  attendance  on  the 
Benches  on  both  sides  of  the  House  is, 
not  that  the  subject  is  not  one  of  impor- 
tance, but  that  no  interest  is  taken  either 


Sir  HuiBey  Vivian 


in  the  country  or  by  Parliament  in  the 
project  we  are  asked  to  sanction.  The 
hon.  Baronet  has  addressed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Slagg),  and 
those  who  think  with  him,  a  convincing 
and  unanswerable  argument  with  regard 
to  the  commercial  results  which  are  ex- 
pected to  flow  from  this  enterprize.  It 
struck  me  particularly,  when  the  hon. 
Members  for  Hythe  and  Burnley  were 
addressing  the  House  mainly  on  this 
question,  that  they  carefully  avoided  all 
facts,  figures,  and  statistics,  and  dealt 
solely  in  generalities.  Now,  I  put  it  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley — who  is  a 
practical  man,  and  who  occupies  a  de- 
servedly high  position  in  the  commercial 
world,  and  who  has  defended  this  scheme 
in  general  phrases — whether,  as  a  man 
of  business,  he  would  invest  his  money 
in  this  project  ?  Unless  he  is  prepared 
to  give  not  only  an  unmistakable  but  a 
ready  reply  to  that  question,  then  his 
argument  as  to  the  commercial  ad- 
vantages of  the  Tunnel  comes  to  abso- 
lutely nothing. 

Mr.  slagg  :  I  have  stated  that  the 
commercial  aspect  of  the  question  is  not 
before  the  House.  When  it  is  before 
the  House,  I  shall  be  quite  ready  to 
g^ve  an  opinion  upon  it.  It  is  a  matter 
which,  in  the  nature  of  things,  it  would 
be  most  improper  to  comment  upon 
until  it  is  put  before  us  formally  and 
we  know  the  exact  conditions  and  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
I  know  that  that  question  is  not  before 
the  House.  I  know  the  hon.  Member 
and  the  hon.  Baronet  have  declined  to 
bring  this  question  before  the  House. 
But  generally,  in  trying  a  commercial 
point,  we  must  know  whether  invest- 
ment in  an  enterprize  would  be  likely  to 
produce  a  good  dividend  ;  and  on  this 
point  I  should  say  there  were  no  better 
judges  anywhere  than  the  hon.  Member 
and  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  if  the  enter- 
prize in  question  were  likely  to  produce 
a  good  dividend,  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  not  be  likely  to  conceal  their 
opinion  from  the  House.  I  pass  from 
the  commercial  question  to  the  other 
considerations  involved.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  not  in  the  least 
discourteously,  but  at  the  same  time 
very  forcibly,  compared  the  arguments 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  President 
of  the  Board  of    Trade  (Sir  Miehael 
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Hicks-Beach)  to  bugbears.     Now,  the  calculation  on  account  of  the  extreme 

speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  weakness  and  absolute  inaccuracy  of  the 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  reasons  advanced  by  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 

especially   useful  in   this,  that  he  re-  man  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  W. 

minded  the  House  of  what  seemed  to  E.  Gladstone)  in  support  of  his  change  of 

have  been  forgotten,  I  admit,  that  the  mind  on  this  question.     The  right  hon. 

whole  question  has  been  carefully  in-  Gentleman  said  that,  in  1881,  in  1883, 

vestigated  by  the  highest  investigating  and,  again,  in  1885,  opposition  was  made 

authority   known  to  this  House.     We  by  his  Government,  as  a  Government,  to 

often  have  recourse  to  Boyal  Commis-  this  project;  but  that  opposition  had  re- 

sions   and  Select  Committees,  but  we  ference,  he  says,  only  to  the  time   at 

very  rarely  have  recourse  to  a  Joint  which  the  proposal  was  made,  and  had 

Committee  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia-  no  reference  to  the  principles  of  the  con- 

ment ;   and  it  was  the  Beport  of  such  a  troversy.  That  is  absolutely  contradicted 

Joint  Committee,  which  has  been  so  well  by  the  speech  made  in  1883  and  by  the 

summarized  and  explained  by  the  hon.  speech  made  in  18d5  by  the  then  Pre- 

Baronet   who    spoke   last  (Sir  Hussey  sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  J. 

Vivian),  that  formed  the  weighty  foun-  Chamberlain) ;    and  there  is  no  one  in 

dation  for  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  this  House  who  will  be  bold  enough  to 

man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  assert  that,  at  any  rate  in  those  palmy 

called  bugbears.     Have  we  really  come  days,  the  then  President  of  the  Board  of 

to  this,  that  an  important,  weighty,  and  Trade  did  not  possess  the  complete  oon- 

prolonged  Inquiry,  conducted  by  men  of  fidence  of   the   right  hon.  Gentleman, 

position,  taking  evidence  on  a  question  What  did    the  then  President  of  thd 

like  this,  extending  over  several  weeks,  Board  of  Trade  say  in  1883?    On  the 

and  its  deliberately  and  carefully  con-  24th  July,  1883,  he  said  that — 

sidered  Eeport.  is  to  be  stigmatized  by  „  ^  Committee  of  both  Houses  was  appointed, 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  That  Committee  had  now  concluded  its  labours  ; 

for  Mid  Lothian  as  a  mere  collection  of  and  although  the  Members  of  the  Committee  had 

fancies   and    phantoms  and    bugbears  ?  *>««"  unable  to  agree  upon  any  detailed  Report, 

That  is  an  assertion  altogether  too  loose,  '!^?^*It^"u^^  *  Report  to  the  House  to  the 

....                   .,          •^^1         •    i^i.   1.  effect  that  the  majority  of  the  Committee  wero 

and   it  IS   unworthy  of    the   right   hon.  ^f  opinion  that  Parliamentary  sanction   should 

Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  not  be  given  to  n  submarine  communication  bc- 

The  chief  feature  of  this  debate  has  been  tween  England  and  France." 

the  intervention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen-  Now,  there  is  no  limit  of  time  to  qualify 

tleraan  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  ;  this  condemnation.     Then  he  goes  on— 

and  so  high  does  Party  feeling  run  at  ,.  m    /^              ^  i.    •            j      •  u  *i  .u 

•  i  .              ^    .                             X  J  The  Government  having  considered  both  the 

this  moment,  so  exasperated  even  are  ^^^^^  ^f  ^h^  Committee,  and  also  the  stato  of 

certain  subjects  m  politics,  that  I  greatly  circumstances  which  it  disclosed,  had  decided  to 

fear  that  there  will  be  a  minute  and  adopt  their  deci8ion."^(3  ffantard,  [382]  385.) 

microscopic  inquiry  to-morrow  morning,  ^^^  ^  ^^^  j^  ^^e  nature  of  qualifica- 

mainly  conducted  through  the  PreM,  as  y        ^^^  ^  ^        j^^l^  ^^^  ^\^  ^^^ 

to  the  motives  which  may  haye  induced  ^^^^^^^  ^^^  3/^^,,^,  ,„^  jjythe;  but, 

the  right  hon^  Gentleman  to  lend  his  aid  gj     ^^  g^^  ^  remarkable  persistency 

to  the  hon.  Member  for  Hjthe.     I  am  j^j^^  .^  ^^^^   ^f  ^^t^  conSdering  the 

not  concerned  myself  to  examine  into  .^  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^       .^  ^y^^ 

that  matter ;  but  I  fancy  a  calculation  J^  ^            remarkable  persistence  ia 

might  be  made    of  a  very  formidable  y^j    ^j^^  ^„  ^^^        ^  „f  t^^  ^^^^  j^„„ 

character  to  the  right  hon_  Gentleman,  Q^^aeman  the  then   President  of  the 

and  the  calculation  which  I  think  Party  ^  ^^  ^j  ^^^^    ^^          ^^^           ,^t 

polemics   may  lead  to  is  this     If  the  j^          ^  ^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^  ^j,^^^^  ^^  ^^g^^l 

right  hon.  Gentleman  IS  going  to  pay  as  ^^^^  ^^j^^^^  i,^^^^^^  l,j^^^,j  ^^^  ^y^^ 

the    price  of   abrtention    from  a  vote  .  ,^  ^^^   Gentleman  the  Member  for 

against  his  Irish  pol.cy-if  he  is  going  ^^^  j^^.       j,^  ^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^^_ 

to  pay  so  much  as  a  Channel  Tunnel, 

what  will   he   pay  for  a  vote,  and  what  "  From  the  moment  the  question  arose  as  to 

will  he  pay  for  a  group  of  votes  ?     I  do  whether  the  making  of  this  Tunnel  might  not 

not  go  into  that  calculation  myself,  but  «o"»"*"t»  »  «reat  national  danger  - 

that  it  will  be  made  I  have  no  doubt  A  bugbear,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

whatever.     I  am  tempted  to  make  the  says — 
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« they  laid  it  down  that  the  fullest  possible  inquiry 
must  be  held  into  that  question  ;  and,  as  a  final 
result,  they  determined  that  the  whole  matter 
should  be  considered  by  a  Joint  Committee  of 
both  Houses,  and  they  agreed  to  accept  the 
opinion  of  that  Committee."~(3  Hamard^  [398] 
337.) 

Well,  I  think  I  have  shown  that  the 
reasons  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  given  for  lending  the  weight  of  his 
authority  in  support  of  a  project  which, 
as  the  Head  of  a  Government,  he  had 
strongly  and  unreservedly  condemned, 
are  inconclusive  reasons,  and  not  based 
upon  adequate  Parliamentary  considera- 
tions. I  am,  undoubtedly,  impressed 
against  this  project;  and  perhaps  I  may 
as  well  here  state  to  the  House  that  it 
would  be  difficult  for  anyone  to  take 
part  in  a  debate  of  this  kind  in  a  more 
impartial  frame  of  mind  than  myself, 
for  I  am  actually  a  shareholder  in  a 
Channel  Tunnel,  though  not  the  Channel 
Tunnel  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Hythe. 

Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN :  The 
noble  Lord  is  a  shareholder  in  the 
Tunnel  which  I  have  the  honour  to  re- 
present. I  saw  his  name  on  the  regis- 
ter only  yesterday. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
All  I  can  say  is  I  am  extremely  sorry  to 
hear  it.  It  is  entirely  against  my 
will.  The  hon.  Baronet  seems  to  exer- 
cise that  extraordinary  power  of  ab* 
sorption  and  of  devouring  every  rival 
scheme  which  he  has  so  often  shown  in 
connection  with  other  projects.  It  was 
without  my  knowledge  that  he  has  ab- 
sorbed into  his  capacious  maw  the  little 
enterprize  in  which  I  had  an  exiguous 
amount  of  stock.  I  wish  to  look  at  this 
project  from  an  impartial  point  of  view 
and  without  prej  udice.  But  we  are  told  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  that  no  possible  danger 
can  arise  to  this  country  from  the  con- 
struction of  this  Channel  Tunnel.  He 
has  told  us  that  it  may  be  easily  blocked. 
I  hope  the  House  observed  that  he  care- 
fully abstained  from  using  the  word 
** destroyed" — he  said  it  might  be  easily 
blocked  by  certain  machinery  which  he, 
or  some  friend  of  his,  had  invented, 
connected  with  a  button  which  was  to 
be  touched  by  a  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  in  a  Cabinet  in  Pall  Mall.  I  ask 
whether  such  a  ridiculous  proposition 
was  a  worthy  argument  to  be  introduced 
into  such  a  question  as  we  have  before 
us  ?  Imagine  a  Cabinet  Council  sitting 
in  the  War  Office,  around  the  button ; 

Lord  Handolph  Churchill 


fancy  the  present  Cabinet  gathered  to- 
gether and  having  to  decide  who  should 
touch  the  button,  and  the  difficulty  of 
coming  to  a  conclusion  whether  it  ought 
to  be  touched.  I  think  that  point  of  the 
button  shows  the  absurdity  of  all  the 
precautions  we  might  take  to  close  the 
Tunnel  in  the  event  of  war.  But  we 
have  to  consider  other  possibilities  be- 
sides the  event  of  war.  We  have  to 
consider  the  possible  event  of  what  are 
called  strained  relations,  and  that  is  a 
matter  of  much  importance,  which  has 
only  been  glanced  at,  but  which  I 
think  should  be  considered  with  a  great 
amount  of  care.  We  must  consider  the 
possibility  of  strained  relations  between 
this  country  and  France,  because  this 
is  a  project  which  is  to  make  our  com* 
munications  with  France  more  easy. 
I  venture  to  notice,  in  passing,  the  re- 
buke which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  addressed 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  for  having 
asserted,  as  I  think  rightly,  that  the 
prospects  of  stability  in  the  Government 
of  France  were,  perhaps,  at  the  present 
moment,  not  so  bright  as  they  were  four 
or  five  years  ago.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said — 

"  How  oan  yoa  make  that  assertion,  consider- 
ing that  the  French  Republic  went  the  other 
day  through  the  arduous  and  critical  operation 
of  electing  a  President?" 

But  that  is  a  proceeding  which  has  to  be 
gone  through  from  time  to  time,  and 
the  fact  that  the  political  conflict  has 
taken  place  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be 
an  indisputable  proof  of  permanence  and 
stability  in  the  Constitution.  I  wonder 
that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman,  who  I 
believe  follows  French  politics  very 
closely,  does  not  recollect  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  had  in  his  mind  the  very 
great  and,  possibly,  for  all  we  know, 
most  formidable  movement  which  is  now 
passing  through  France,  and  especially 
in  the  Provinces  against  the  Government. 
I  do  not  want  to  dwell  on  the  fact,  al- 
though I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend 
was  right  in  alluding  to  the  stability, 
greater  or  less,  of  the  French  Eepublic. 
But  I  come  to  a  much  more  important 
question.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  think  that  a  great  change  has 
come  over  the  public  mind  with  regard 
to  our  relations  with  France,  and  with 
regard  to  the  construction  of  this  Tunnel. 
But  are  there  not  ample  reasons  to  ao- 
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count  for  the  change  ?  Twenty-five  years 
ago  there  were  at  least  three  elements  of 
great  force  which  united  us  with  France. 
We  had  at  that  time  the  recollection  of 
the  then  recent  Crimean  War,  and  of 
having  shared  with  the  French  Govern- 
ment ail  the  dangers,  the  hazards,  and 
expense  of  that  war.  We  had  the  effect 
of  the  French  Treaty  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  negotiated — and 
I  suppose  he  would  be  the  last  to  impair 
the  effect  of  that  Treaty  in  producing 
cordial  relations  between  England  and 
France ;  and  then  there  was  a  Buler  in 
France  who,  on  many  occasions,  had 
shown  himself  to  be  determined  on  close 
and  friendly  alliance  with  this  country. 
These  were  the  elements  which  produced 
real  friendship  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. I  do  not  say  that  that  friendly 
feeling  has  by  any  means  disappeared ; 
but  I  point  out  that  the  gpreat  elements 
have  absolutely  disappeared  which  gave 
rise  to  it.  The  feeling  exists ;  but  we 
have  a  new  element  which  might,  at 
any  moment,  produce  most  dangerous 
discord  between  the  two  countries, 
and  I  allude  to  the  element  for  which 
we  are  indebted  entirely  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  and  that  is  the  occupation 
of  Egypt.  As  an  independent  Mem- 
ber I  can  state  my  opinion  without 
entailing  any  responsibility  on  anyone 
else,  and  I  say  it  is  my  deliberate 
opinion  and  conviction  that,  as  long 
as  the  occupation  of  Egypt  continues, 
there  is  what  I  may  call  a  sub-acute 
ea8U8  hslli.  In  support  of  that  assertion, 
I  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
what  occurred  last  year,  when  not  only 
was  there  a  state  of  dissatisfaction  in 
France,  but  the  French  Ambassador  in- 
formed the  Sultan  that  if  he  agreed  to 
a  Convention  with  us  for  the  occupation 
of  Egypt,  it  would  be  the  cause  of  pro- 
bable hostility  between  France  and  Eng- 
land. We  know  that  our  occupation  of 
Egypt  produces  in  the  French  mind  most 
intense  feelings  of  dissatisfaction.  Whe- 
ther it  is  beneficial  or  not,  our  occupation 
arouses  every  feeling  of  pride  and  jea- 
lousy of  which  the  French  mind  is 
capable,  and  when  we  know  that  no- 
thing but  the  placing  of  the  most  com- 
plete control  upon  themselves  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  France  prevents 
an  outbreak  of  those  feelings,  I  say  it 
is  absurd  to  go  back  25  years,  and 
charge  those  who  are  sceptical  as  to  the 


permanence  and  durability  of  the  French 
Government  as  being  mere  alarmists.  I 
feel  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will,  on  reflection,  be  of  opinion  that 
there  are  now  matters  at  issue  between 
us  and  France  that  might  produce  a  set 
of  circumstances,  now'.happily  unknown, 
when  all  in  this  House,  without  any 
difference  whatever,  would  be  extremely 
thankful  that  the  Channel  Tunnel  has 
not  been  made.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman threw  doubts  upon  the  value  of 
military  opinions  with  regard  to  the 
matter,  but  he  naturally  treated'  them 
with  more  respect  than  did  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Hythe,  who 
treated  military  opinions  against  his 
scheme  with  the  same  amount  of  con- 
tempt as  he  would  those  of  a  recalcitrant 
shareholder  at  a  half-yearly  meeting  of 
the  South-Eastem  Bail  way  Company. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  certainly  ad- 
duced an  argument  which  seemed  to  be 
satisfactory  to  his  own  mind  to  show 
why  military  opinion  should  not  be  held 
to  be  of  great  or  conclusive  weight  in  this 
matter.  He  said  he  had  great  respect 
for  military  opinion,  so  far  as  it  related 
to  the  absolute  operations  of  war ;  but 
he  limited  his  respect  to  those  operations. 
That  strikes  me  as  somewhat  illogical. 
What  should  we  say  of  a  person  who 
said  to  a  physician — **  I  have  great  re- 
spect for  you  as  long  as  you  are  treating 
a  speeific  disease,  but  I  have  none  what- 
ever in  you  when  you  advise  me  as  to 
what  precautions  should  be  taken  to 
prevent  that  disease  ?  "  I  am  sure  he 
would  be  regarded  as  a  most  unpractical 
person.  If  we  are  not  to  pay  attention 
to  the  advice  of  our  naval  and  military 
men  in  this  matter,  whose  opinions  are 
we  to  consider  ?  Upon  this  subject,  it 
is  to  be  observed,  that  there  has  been  a 
remarkable  unanimity  among  military 
men  as  to  the  effect  of  the  Tunnel  from 
a  military  point  of  view.  I  am  opposed 
to  this  Bill  on  the  eeneral  grounds  such 
as  I  have  indicated,  which  go  to  show 
that  no  case  has  been  made  out  for  our 
running  the  risk  that  would  here  be  in- 
volved, and  no  case  showing  any  great 
and  preponderating  advantage  by  which 
we  should  be  compensated  for  running 
that  risk.  And  now  I  come  to  the  great 
argument  which  I  am  sorry  I  could  not 
address  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
before  he  spoke,  for  it  is  one  which  I 
think,  with  great  confidence,  will  have 
some  effect  Qn  hpn,  Gentlemen  before. 
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me.  Sir,  I  am  invinciblj  opposed  to 
this  project  on  the  ground  of  economy. 
I  am  sure  that  one  certain  effect  of  the 
Tunnel  would  be  to  lead  the  country  into 
largely  increased  military  expenditure. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  has  a  mind 
capable  of  rising  to  every  subject  which 
interests  the  mind  of  man,  and  he  deals 
with  every  subject  which  he  approaches 
with  an  ability  which  is  surpassed  by 
almost  no  other  person ;  but  there  is  one 
subject  which  I  do  not  think  has  at- 
tracted the  genius  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  that  is  expenditure  and 
organization  in  military  and  naval  affairs. 
Those  are  matters  of  which  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  made 
himself  master,  and  he  is  indeed  some- 
what ignorant  of  what  is  going  on  with 
regard  to  them,  inasmuch  as  they  do  not 
attract  his  notiee.  At  a  time  like  the 
present,  he  is  perhaps  not  aware  of  the 
tremendous  opposition  which  exists 
among  military  authorities  against  this 
project  of  a  Ohannel  Tunnel.  Is  he  aware 
that  it  has  been  proved  month  by  month, 
and  day  by  day,  with  increasing  force, 
within  the  last  two  or  three  years,  that 
our  military  and  our  nayal  organization, 
which  is  our  bulwark  without  the  Tun- 
nel and  would  be  ten  times  our  bulwark 
with  it,  is  in  a  state  in  which  no  sensible 
man  would  place  any  reliance  ?  Is  he 
aware  that  there  are  not  50  independent 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  who 
would  vote  confidence  in  our  present 
military  and  naval  arrangements  ?  I  do 
not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  of  that  fact.  But  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  that  we  are  now 
going  through  what  in  this  country  pro- 
duces panic,  and  that  without  any  Tun- 
nel in  existence  there  are  demands  for 
millions  of  money  to  be  spent  in  one 
direction  and  millions  in  an  other,  and 
for  thousands  of  men  to  be  added  to  the 
Army  ?  Does  he  know  that  there  is  in 
this  House  a  struggling  Party  for 
economy  and  a  growing  Party  in  favour 
of  expenditure,  who  would  use  the 
Ohannel  Tunnel  as  a  lever  in  support  of 
their  demands  for  increased  military  ex- 
penditure ?  We  know  that  if  the  Tunnel 
were  constructed,  between  £2,000,000 
and  £3,000,000  must  be  immediately 
laid  out  in  fortifications.  That  is  not 
denied.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hythe, 
in  a  burst  of  unusual  generosity — a 
generosity  in  his  own  career  absolutely 
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without  precedent^ — when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  power  and  the  pro- 
posal was  made  to  construct  the  Tunnel, 
held  out  some  hopes  that  the  share- 
holders, oyer  whom  he  appears  to  exer- 
cise some  great  influence,  would  vote 
those  millions  themselves ;  but  he  never 
denied  that  a  large  expenditure  would 
be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  defend- 
ing the  mouth  of  the  Tunnel.  Are  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  are  interested 
in  economy  prepared  by  their  votes 
this  day — for  the  sake  of  illusory  com- 
mercial advantages,  for  the  sake  of 
closer  friendship  with  France,  which  has 
been  shown  to  be  of  an  equally  illusory 
character — to  impose  oo  the  taxpayers 
of  the  country,  either  next  year  or  the 
year  after,  several  millions  of  taxation 
for  the  purpose  of  fortifying  the  ap- 
proaches to  the  Tunnel  ?  If  they  are, 
then  I  cannot  see  how  they  can  claim  to 
be  practical  economists.  I  feel  certain 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  will  be  affected  by  this 
argument,  and  that  he  feels  g^eat  diffi- 
culty indeed  in  supporting  a  project 
which  he  knows,  as  well  as  I  do,  must 
lead  inevitably  to  a  great  increase  of 
military  expenditure.  These  are  the 
grounds  on  which  I  oppose  the  Motion, 
and  I  consider  the  arguments  are  un- 
answerable in  view  of  the  fact  that  no 
corresponding  advantage  has  been 
proved  to  be  likely  to  accrue  from  the 
construction  of  the  Tunnel.  I  conclude 
by  urging  on  the  House  of  Commons 
the  well-known  trite  and  common- place 
maxim  —  essentially  a  Conservative 
maxim — **Let  well  alone."  It  is  not 
denied  that  our  position  at  the  present 
moment,  so  far  as  defensive  purposes 
go,  is  a  good  one.  I  may  take  refuge 
in  the  obscurity  of  a  learned  language 
and  compare  the  position  of  Great 
Britain  to  that  of  virgo  intaeta,  I  say 
it  is  essentially  a  good  position.  Now 
the  hon.  Baronet,  with  his  immense 
patriotism  and  ardent  desire  to  improve 
the  condition  of  the  people  and  the 
wealth  and  power  of  the  country,  comes 
forward  and  offers  to  make  that 
position  a  better  one.  And  again,  Sir, 
I  have  recourse  to  a  common-place, 
and  will  remind  the  House  and  the 
hon.  Baronet,  in  the  hope  that  they  will 
treat  it  with  the  consideration  which  it 
deserves,  that  '*  Better  is  the  enemy  of 
Good," 
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Sir  henry  TYLER   (Great  Yar- 
mouth)  (who  spoke  amid  cries  of  ''Di- 
vide!"] said)  he  rose  to  speak  on  the 
question  because  he  found  himself  placed 
in  a  very  peculiar  position  with  regard 
to  this  subject,  and  he  felt  he  ought  to 
apologize  to  the  House  for  not  having 
previously  spoken.     He  had  the  honour, 
in  1875,  of  being  appointed  by  the  Con- 
servative Government  of  that  day,  to- 
gether with  Mr.  Kennedy,  the  eminent 
Head  of  the  Commercial  Department  of 
the  Foreign  Oflice,  and  the  then  Solicitor 
to  the  Post  Office,  as  a  Commissioner  to 
negotiate  with  some  French  gentlemen  of 
eminence  on  the  subject  of  a  Channel 
Tunnel.     He  would  point  out  that  the 
Conservative  Government  at  that  time 
were  thoroughly  committed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  Channel  Tunnel  equally  with 
the  ex-Liberal  Government.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was 
at  that  time  the  Officer,  as  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  of  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, under  whom  he  (Sir  Henry  Tyler) 
had  acted  in  negotiating  for  12  months 
with  the  French  Commissioners,  at  the 
conclusion  of  which  a  Convention  was 
framed  and  signed  by  the  Commissioners 
on  behalf  of  the  two  Governments,  and  that 
Convention  was  agpreed  to  with  the  full 
approval  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  and  the 
Conservative   Government  of  the  day. 
The  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Hussey 
Vivian)  had  given  the  House  a  prMs  of 
the  evidence  taken  later,  before  Lord 
Lansdowne's   Commission,   which    had 
awakened  in  his  mind  many  memories 
with  regard  to  the  reports  he  had  made 
in  the  past  in  connection  with  our  com- 
munication with  India,  the  Channel  com- 
munications,   and  other    matters.     He 
felt  that  he  stood  now  somewhat  in  the 
position  of  a  principal  criminal  before 
those  Members  of  the  House  who  were  so 
strongly  opposed  to  the  project,  as  one 
who  had  on  public  grounds  originally 
approved  and  promoted  the  idea  of  a 
Channel  Tunnel.   He  still  believed,  how- 
ever, that  a  Channel  Tunnel  would  be 
of  great  commercial  advantage  to  this 
country  and  to  Europe,  and  he  believes 
strongly,  from  ample  experience,  in  the 
humanizing    and    civilizing    effects    of 
facility  of  intercourse.     In  his  opinion, 
instead  of  the  300,000  who  went  to  and 
from  the  Continent  in  1875  by  the  exist- 
ing shorter  means  of  communication,  and 
the  500,000  who  now  travelled  bjr  those 


routes,  there  would  be  many  times  that 
number  passing  through  the  Tunnel. 
He  was  also  of  opinion  that  there  was  a 
good  deal  of  misapprehension   on  the 
part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of 
the  House  as  to  the  danger  which  might 
possibly  arise,  from  a  military  point  of 
view,  through  this  work  being  carried 
out.     The  questions  of  flooding,  block- 
ing, and  defending  the  Tunnel  were  very 
simple.   The  length  of  the  Tunnel  would 
be  23  miles  under  the  sea,  and  there 
would  be  three  or  four  miles  of  ap- 
proaches at  each  end  making  a  total 
length  of  30  miles.     There  would  be  a 
depth  of  about  20U  feet  of  sea  above  the 
Tunnel  and  the  tremendous  pressure  of 
water  which    that    represented   would 
always    be  available  at  any  moment, 
under  proper  arrangements,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  flooding  the  Tunnel  in  case  of 
need.     Now,  it  was  agreed  by  the  Con- 
vention between  the  two  Governments 
that  it  should  be  in  the  power  of  either 
Government    not    merely  to    flood    or 
damage  or  destroy  the   works  of  the 
Tunnel  when  there  was  any  apprehen- 
sion   of    war,   but,    whenever    it    was 
thought  fit,  to  stop  the  traffic,  and  that 
those  powers  should  be  exercised  with- 
out compensation ;  the  only  stipulation 
being  that  the  term  of  the  concession 
should  be  lengthened  by  the  addition  of 
the  time  for  which  the  traffic  would  be 
so  stopped.     He  remembered  that  argu- 
ments similar  to  those  now  put  forward 
were  used  against  the  construction  of  a 
railway  to  Southampton,  and  the  con- 
struction of  the  Suez  Canal  had  been 
warmly  opposed  as  being  likely  to  en- 
danger British  interests.     He  had  at 
the  time  when  that  Canal  was  under 
construction  ventured  to  suggest  that  it 
would  be  of  more  value  to  British  com- 
merce than  that  of  any  other  nation ;  and, 
knowing  as  an  old  officer  of  Engineers 
how  easily  and  cheaply  and  securely  a 
Channel  Tunnel  might  be  defended,  he 
was  now  of  opinion  that  no  case  had  been 
made  out  against  the  proposal. 

Question  put. 

The     House     divided: — Ayes     165; 
Noes  307  :  Majority  142. 

AYES. 

Abraham,  W.  (Glam.)  Austin,  J. 

Allison,  R.  A.  Balfour,  Sir  G>. 

Allsopp,  hon.  P.  Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C 

Anderson,  C.  H.  Biggar,  J.  G. 

Asher,  A.  Bradlau^h,  C, 
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Brigbt,  Jacob 
Broxmor,  J.  T. 
Bryoe,  J. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Caine,  W.  8. 
Cameron,  C. 
Gampbell,  Sir  G. 
Oampbell  -Bannerman, 

right  hon.  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
CaTan,  Earl  of 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Childers,  right  hon.  H. 

C.  E. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Coddington,  W. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Commina,  A. 
Condon,  T.  J. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cox,  J.  R. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  W. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Orilly.  D. 
CroMley,  E. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Dixon,  G. 
Ellii,  J. 
Ellia,  T.  E. 
EamondcSirT.  H.  G. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Finucane,  J. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Flower,  0. 
Flynn,  J.  0. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Forster,  Sir  0. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Gilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gladatone,  right  hon. 

W.  E. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Graham,  R.  C. 
Greenall,  Sir  G. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harrington,  T.  C. 
Harris,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Healy,  M. 
Holden,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Hlingworth,  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Joicey,  J. 
Kay-Shuttleworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
KUbride,  D. 
Iiane,  W.  J. 
Lawson,  Sir  MT. 
Leahy,  J. 
LeakO;  B. 


Lefevre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  S. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Macdonald,  W.  A. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
Mao  Neill,  J.  G.  S. 
M< Arthur,  A. 
M'Cartan,  M. 
M'Donald,  P. 
M*Donald,  Dr.  R. 
M'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
McLaren,  W.  S.  B. 
Mahony,  P. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Mayne,  T. 
Menzies,  R.  S. 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
Montagu,  8. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Morley,  A. 

Mundella,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  T.  P, 
O'Doherty,  J.  E. 
0*Gk)rman  Mahon,  The 
O'Hea,  P. 
O'Keeffe,  F.  A. 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Palmer,  Sir  C.  M. 
Pamell,  C.  S. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Pickard,  B. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Playfair,    right    hon. 

SirL. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  R. 
Priestley,  B. 
Pugh,  D. 

Puleston,  Sir  J.  H. 
Quinn,  T. 
Randell,  D. 
Redmond,  J .  E. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reynolds,  W.  J. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roe,  T. 

RoUit,  Sir  A.  K. 
Roscoe.  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Russell,  Sir  0. 
Samuelson,  Sir  B. 
Samuelson,  G.  B. 
Schwann,  C.  £. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 
Stack,  J. 

Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Storey,  8. 
8tuart^  J, 


Sulliyan,  D. 
Sutherluid,  A. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Thomas,  A. 
Tuite,  J. 

Tv'ler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Wallace,  R. 
Watkin,  Sir  B.  W. 
A7ayman,  T. 
Williamson,  J. 


Williamson,  8. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  L 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 

TEI«LBA8« 

81agg,  J. 
Saramers,  W. 


NOES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-Giurdner,  J.  T. 
Aird,  J. 

Allsopp,  hon.  G. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  Colonel  R. 

H.  L. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Baden-Powell,8ir  G.S. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Ballantine,  W.  H.  W. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barnes,  A. 
Barran,  J. 
Barry,  A.  H.  8. 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Baeley- White,  J. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  £.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Beckett,  £.  W. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

de  la  Poer 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

R. 
Biddulph,  M. 
BIgwood,  J. 
fiirkbeck.  Sir  E. 
Blundell,  Col.  H.  B.  H. 
BoUtho,  T.  B. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Brooks,  Sir  W.  0. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Burghlev,  Lord 
Burt,  T.' 
Buxton,  8.  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Mar^.  of 


Chamberlain,  R. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  8. 
Churchill,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

R.  H.  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Sir  J.  C.  R. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cozens- Hardy,  H.  H. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.  8. 
Orossley,  Sir  8.  B. 
Cubitt,  right  hoQ.  G. 
Curzon,  Viiooant 
Dalrymple,  Sir  O. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Worms.  Baron  H. 
Dillw3m,  L.  L. 
Dlmsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Hartlaad,  F.  D. 
Donkin,  R.  8. 
Doring^n,  Sir  J.  E. 
Dunoan,  Colonel  F. 
Dunoombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Evershed,  8. 
Ewart,  Sir  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Farquharson,  H.  R. 
Feilden,Lt.-Gen.  R.  J. 
Ferguson,  R.O.Manro- 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W. 

H.  W. 
FitzwiUiam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Fitz-Wygram,  (General 

SirB^W, 
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Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Foljambe,  0.  G.  S. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viflcouut 
For  wood,  A.  B. 
Fraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gardner,  R.RichardBon- 
Gaskell,  0.  G.  Milnai- 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

J.  S. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis.  R. 
Giles,  A. 
GiUiat.  J.  S. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,      Major 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Greene,  £. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
HaU,  A.  W. 
Hall.  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamley,  Gen.  SirE.  B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Hoath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Ed  wards- 
Hen  eage,  right  hon.  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  8. 
Hermon -Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill*  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hingley,  B. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holloway,'G. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth,SirW.H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hubbard,  hon.  E. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L, 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jardine,  Sir  R. 
Jeflfreys,  A.  F. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 


Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
King,  H.  S. 
Knatchbull-  Hogessen , 

H.  T. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lea,  T. 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lees,  E. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  W.   G. 

Gordon- 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  E. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Lockwood,  F. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  \V, 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
M*Arthur,  W.  A. 
M*Ewan,  W. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Mallock,  R. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Marriott,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.T. 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Mattinson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Milvain,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Moss,  R. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  0. 
MulhoUand,  H.  L. 
Muncaster,  Lord 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Neville,  R. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
Norris,  E.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Pen  ton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  C. 
Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Reed,H.  B. 
Richard,  H. 


Theobald,  J. 
Thomas,  D.  A. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson.  W.  E.  M. 
Townsend,  F. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  R. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  0.  P. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Warmington,  C.  M. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  0.  A. 
Wiggin,  H. 
Will,  J.  S. 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 
Young,  0.  E.  B. 

TELLEUS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
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Richardson,  T. 
Ridlev,  Sir  M.  W. 
RitcMe,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Rothschild,  Baron  F. 

J.  do 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Saunderson,  Col.  E.  J. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  right  hon.  W. 

H. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  S. 
Spencer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Stokes.  G.  G. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Swetenham,  E. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  ba  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

Second  Beading  put  off  for  three 
months. 

LIBEL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(iS^ir  Algernon  Borthwieky  Sir  Albert  Rolltt,  Mr» 
Lawsen,  Mr,  Jenninge,  Dr.  Cameron^  Mr,  John 
Motley f  Mr,  B,  Dwyer  Gray.) 

[bill   294.]      THIKD   BEADINO. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mr.  KELLY  (Oamberwell,  N.):  I  do 
not  wish  to  offer  any  opposition  to  the 
third  reading  of  this  Bill ;  but,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  I  would  offer 
a  short  personal  explanation  with  refer- 
ence to  matters  which  occurred  when  the 
Bill  was  in  Committee,  or  came  before 
the  House  on  the  Beport  stage.  Fre- 
quent allusion  had  been  made  to  a  case 
in  which  50  or  60  actions  had  been 
brought  by  a  solicitor  practising  at 
Salters'  Hall  Court,  E.C.,  in  respect  of 
the  same  libel.  In  order  to  avoid  giving 
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unnecesBary  pain  to  the  suryiviug  rela- 
tives of  the  plaintiff  in  those  actions,  I 
apoke  of  them  as  having  been  brought  by 
a  person  whom  I  would  call  ''John 
Smith,"  of  Baiters'  Hall  Oourt,  instead 
of,  as  the  fact  was,  by  a  Mr.  Henry 
Tucker.  It  was  mentioned  that  he  had 
died  before  any  of  the  actions  had  been 
tried;  that  at  the  time  of  his  having 
brought  them  he  had  been  a  bankrupt ; 
and  that  the  libel  consisted  in  a  state- 
ment as  to  his  having  been  struck  off  the 
Bolls  as  a  solicitor  who  had  been  guilty 
of  fraudulent  practices.  By  a  strange 
coincidence,  it  turns  out  that  there  is  a 
Mr.  Henry  John  Smith  practising  as  a 
solicitor  at  Salters'  Hall  Court.  He  feels 
aggrieved  at  the  name  of  Smith  having 
been  introduced  into  the  debates,  and 
desires  me  to  state  publicly  that  I  did 
not  in  any  way  intend  to  allude  to  him. 
I  therefore  wish  to  say  that  I  had  at  the 
time  no  knowledge  even  of  his  existence, 
and  I  am  anxious  to  express  my  regret 
that,  in  attempting  to  spare  others  pain, 
I  should  have  occasioned  him  annoyance. 
As  to  the  late  Mr.  Tucker,  it  is  wholly 
untrue  that  he  was  a  bankrupt  at  the 
time  of  his  having  brought  the  actions. 
He    had    had    to    contend   with  some 

Eecuniary  difficulties  some  time  before ; 
ut  they  were  passing  or  had  already 
passed  away  at  the  date  of  the  publica- 
tion of  the  libel.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, an  absolutely  false  statement  to 
the  effect  that  he  had  been  guilty  of 
fraudulent  practices  necessarily  did  him 
great  injury — so  great  indeed,  as  his  re- 
Jatives  state,  as  to  have  actually  hastened 
bis  death.  I  thank  the  House  for  having 
allowed  me  to  make  this  short  personal 
explanation,  which,  I  think,  in  justice  to 
the  parties  concerned,  seemed  to  be  both 
right  and  necessary. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  patted, 

OATHS  BILL— [Bill  7.] 
{Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Sir  John  Simon,  Mr.  KeUy,  Mr. 
Courtn$ff  Kenny,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Coleridge,  Mr. 
lUingworth,  Mr.  Richard,  Cohnel  Eyre,  Mr. 
Jesee  Chllinga.) 

OOMMITTBB.    [Pro^rtfM  20th  June.^ 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Affirmation  may  be  made 
';ead  of  oath]. 

Mr.  Kelly 


Mb.  HIJNTEB  (Aberdeen,  N.)  aaid, 
he  had  an  Amendment  to  move  to  the 
Clause,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
exempt  from  the  necessity  of  taking  the 
oath  any  person  who  should  declare  that 
he  entertained  conscientious  objections 
to  doing  so.  He  had  put  down  this 
Amendment  in  consequence  of  seeing 
upon  the  Paper  some  others  to  which  he 
objected,  and  the  words  of  it  he  had 
taken  from  the  Act  of  the  2nd  Vic. 
Cap.  77,  which  was  passed  to  meet  a 
case  similar  to  that  with  which  the 
Committee  had  now  to  deal.  In  1838 
Parliament  had  to  deal  with  the  case  of 
persons  who  had  been  Quakers,  and 
who,  so  long  as  they  were  Quakers,  had 
been  excused  from  taking  the  oath,  and 
who  made  an  affirmation  instead.  But 
the  provisions  enacted  with  regard  to 
them  did  not  apply  to  those  who  had 
ceased  to  be  Quakers,  and  who  bad  con- 
sequently ceased  to  be  able  to  make 
affirmation.  The  words  of  the  Act 
were — 

**I,  k.  B.,  having  been  one  of  the  people 
called  Quakers,  and  entertaining  conecientious 
objections  to  the  taking  an  oath,  do  solemly  and 
sincerely  and  truly  affirm    .    .     .    .    " 

He  submitted  that  those  words  were 
less  offensive,  less  objectionable,  and 
more  suitable  than  the  words  of 
the  other  Amendments  which  he 
had  seen  on  the  Paper.  He  had  no 
besitation  in  saying  that  he  should 
prefer  to  see  the  Bill  passed  in  the 
form  in  which  it  had  been  introduced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh).  The  Bill  as  intro- 
duced gave  an  entirely  free  option  to 
every  person  called  upon  to  take  the 
oath,  as  to  whether  he  would  take  it  or 
make  affirmation.  It  had  been  alleged 
by  some  hon.  Members  in  the  course  of 
the  debates  on  the  Bill,  that  if  that  free 
option  were  carried  there  might  be  a  loss 
to  the  administration  of  the  law,  inas- 
mueh  as  persons  who  were  likely  to  be 
influenced  by  an  oath  might  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  option  to  escape  from 
their  obligation.  He  did  not  attach  much 
importance  to  that  argument.  The  prac- 
tice of  requiring  witnesses  to  take  the 
oath  or  make  affirmation  was  an  histo- 
rical survival ;  it  had  really  little  sense 
or  meaning  at  the  present  day.  The 
Committee  could  easily  understand  that 
when  there  was  no  punishment  by  the 
Criminal  Law  for  those  who  gave  false 
evidence    in    judicial     proceedings  — 
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'where  the  witness  was  left  entirely 
.and  distinctly  to  his  own  conscience 
and  exacted  from  him  no  solemn  affirm  a- 
4ition — the  oath  was  of  the  highest  con- 
sequence. But  as  soon  as  it  enacted 
imprisonment  with  or  without  hard 
labour  or  seven  years'  penal  servitude 
for  those  who  gave  false  evidence,  the 
more  powerful  sanction  made  the  other 
far  less  necessary  and  important,  because 
the  only  case  in  which  it  could  be  sug- 
gested that  the  oath  was  important  was 
in  the  case  where  neither  of  the  other 
sanctions  had  any  effect  on  the  mind  of 
the  witness.  There  were  three  sanctions 
which  operated  on  the  mind  of  a  wit- 
ness— first,  the  sanction  of  the  law; 
secondly,  the  sanction  of  the  moral  law ; 
and,  thirdly,  there  was  the  sanction  de- 
rived from  the  particular  consequences 
supposed  to  follow  the  violation  of  an 
oath.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  class 
of  men  incapable  of  being  influenced  by 
the  religious  sanction,  but  capable  of 
being  influenced  by  the  moral  sanction, 
or  by  the  fear  of  seven  years'  penal  ser- 
vitude, must  be  extremely  limited,  if, 
indeed,  it  did  not  exist  purely  in  the 
imagination.  Now,  it  was  for  the  sake 
of  that  limited  class  that  some  alteration 
was  proposed  to  be  made  in  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton.  He 
entirely  objected  to  any  alteration  which 
would  convert  a  man's  appearance  in 
the  witness  box  into  an  opportunity  for 
counsel  to  make  inquisition  into  his  re- 
ligious belief.  There  were,  unfortu- 
nately, at  the  present  day  many  persons 
who  Boycotted  others  who  did  not 
understand  their  religious  notions,  and 
no  one  who  came  from  Scotland  oould 
have  lived  without  experience  of  that 
kind.  It  was  not  right,  and  it  was  not 
just,  therefore,  that  a  man  who  involun- 
tarily, and,  perhaps,  against  his  will, 
was  dragged  forward  to  a  Oourt  of  Jus- 
tice to  assist  the  administTatioii  of  the 
law,  should  be  required  to  say  either 
that  he  had  no  belief  at  all,  or  that  his 
religion  was  very  queer,  in  order  that 
he  might  be  able  to  make  affirmation 
instead  of  taking  the  oath.  Now,  the 
words  which  he  found  in  the  Act  he  had 
referred  to  did  not  raise  any  inquiry 
into  the  character  of  a  man's  religious 
opinions  ;  he  simply  had  to  say  that  he 
entertained  conscientious  objections  to 
taking  the  oath ;  and  more  than  that,  he 
thought  it  was  not  right  in  the  interest 
of  the  public  that  it  should  be  demanded 


from  him.  For  these  reasons,  consider- 
ing the  shortness  of  the  time  at  their 
disposal,  he  would  not  occupy  the  time 
of  the  Committee  further  than  to  move 
the  Amendment  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  word  **  person,*' 
insort  the  words  **  who  shall  declare  that  he 
entertains  conscientious  objections  to  the  taking 
of  an  oath.'* — (Ifr.  Hunter.) 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  was  bound  by  the  undertaking 
given  to  the  House  on  the  second  read- 
ing. He  should  be  glad  to  see  the 
Amendment  carried ;  but  if  it  were  ear- 
ned, he  should  take  it  as  the  sense  of 
the  Committee,  and  should  not  be  bound 
by  the  other  Amendments. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMBPELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  ftc.)  said,  he  thought  the  Solicitor 
General  should  state  whether  he  was 
ready  to  consent  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  (Plymouth)  said,  he 
was  just  about  to  do  that  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  rose.  He  certainly  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Aberdeen,  and  if  it  were 
carried,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  re- 
sist  by  every  possible  means  the  passing 
of  the  Bill.  He  thought  they  were  en- 
titled to  have  some  definite  expression  of 
intention  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion ;  upon  a  matter  of  the  kind,  however, 
he  did  not  think  the  Committee  could 
come  to  any  decision  that  afternoon. 
His  intentien  in  rising  was  simply  to  say 
that  he  could  not  accept  the  Amendment, 
which  seemed  to  him  to  depart  ftnom  an 
essential  matter  of  principle.  His  ex- 
perience had  led  him  to  believe  in  the 
value  of  an  oath,  and  he  was  entirely 
opposed  to  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter),  that 
it  was  an  absurd  historic  survival. 
He  knew  that  the  oath  was  a  very 
valuable  instrument  for  getting  at  the 
truth  in  Oburts  of  Justice,  and  he  should 
certainly  resist  any  Amendment  to  en- 
able an  individual  who  wished  to  escape 
from  the  influence  of  the  religious 
sanction  upon  his  mind  to  do  so  by 
saying  that  he  had  conscientious  objec- 
tions to  taking  the  oath.  If  the  dis- 
cussion  should  go  on  upon   an  other 
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something  further  to  say ;  buthe  wished 
to  make  it  cleai  that  the  Amendment  of 
thd  hon.  Gentleman  was  vital,  and  that 
if  it  were  aooepted,  he  should  wish  it  to 
result  in  the  rajection  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  BRADLAUQH  said,  he  shonld 
hare  considered  it  more  respectful  to 
the  Oommittee  to  have  explained  hie 
TiewB  on  this  subjeot ;  but,  as  he  was 
prerented  from  doing  so  by  the  short- 
ness of  the  time  at  his  disposal,  he 
shonld  reserve  his  remarks  to  a  future 
oooasion. 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  M&cdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  said,  he  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Aber- 
deen to  eonsider  whether  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  proposed  did  not  place 
before  anybody  who  objected  to  tell  the 
truth  very  strong  grounds  for  saying 
that  he  had  conscientious  objections  to 
taking  the  oath  ? 

It  being  half  after  Five  of  the  clock, 
the  Chairman  left  the  Ohur  to  make  his 
Beport  to  the  House. 

Oommittee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Widnttday,  4th  July. 

MOTION. 


STATUTB  LI? 


n  (uastbb  ard 
szkvant)  bill. 
On  Motion   of  Mr.  Howell,   BiU   to  repeal 
oertBin  Stotutes  relating  to  Muter  and   »er- 
vsnta,  in  partiauUr  msDufacturei,  which  have 
OMsed  to  be  put  in  force  or  have  hecome  ud- 
necewary,  ardtnd  to  lio  brought   in   hy  Mr. 
Howell,  Sir  Henrj  Jamea,  Mr.  Mundolla,  Mr. 
■WiUUm  Hunter,  Mr.  T.  M.  He^y,  Mr.  HoyU, 
and  Mr.  Fenwick. 
BillfnvimM.Bndreodthe  first  time.  [Bill  310.] 
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Libel  Iaw  Amendment  *  (ISO) ;  Goniolidated 

Fund  (No.  V)\ 
JWiiJiiAl^iry-HahitualDruakardiAct(IS79) 

Amendment  (No.  2)  (13S) :  Companies  (l63) ; 

Limited  Partnerahipa  (169). 

Sir  Wvard  Clarht 


.     .  ...andSearchea  [No.  ISS]. 

Cammif f «~Qufirter SeuioDi  (37-I8T):  Timber 
Acta  (IreUnd)  Amendment  (BS-ISB)  :  Phar- 
macy Act  (Ireland),  1B7S,  Amendment  (168- 
189). 

Ctmmittf^  Riport  —  SuCbagaju'  Nominatioa 
{176). 

Xtpart  —  Land  UharE:ei  Hegiitration  and 
Seorehes  (tO-lSS). 

SeSfnl  Aiunt—Cmtomt  (Wine  Duty)  [61  &  62 
Viel.  c.  U]  :  WertminstOT  Abbey  [fil  t  63 
Vitt.  a.  11];  Electric  Lighting  Act  (13S2) 
Amendment  [61  Ic  62  Vicl.  o.  12] ;  National 
Debt  (SupplementalJ  [61  &  62  Viel.  c.  IS]; 
Land  Iaw  (Irelaajl  Act,  1B87,  Amendment 
[61  ft  62  Viel.o.  13]. 

Pkovibtokal  Obdbh  Bills — Firit  Rtading— 
Tramwayi  (No.  3) "  {19i;. 

Siand  Raading—'LoQaX  Oovemmeot  (Poor  Law) 
(No.  7)  •  (161)  :  Local  Government  (No.  8)  • 
(172);  Local  Government  [No.  10)*  (178); 
Local  Government  (No.  11}*  (174);  Water 
(No.  2)"  (167);  Qhb  and  Water"  (156); 
Tramwaj-B  (No.  2)*  (166);  Oyeter  and 
Muisel  Fishenei  (West  Loch  Tarbert)  ■ 
(MSI. 

Third  Riading — Local  Qoverament(  Highway!]* 
(149) ;  Local  Government  (PortJ  *  (161),  and 

Styal  Aiitnt  —  Local  Government  (Iieland) 
(Bangor  and  Warrenpoint)  [61  jt  62  Via. 
0.  iiiiii] ;  Metropolitan  Commons  (Pam- 
borough,  &o.;  [61  &,  62  Vitt.  c.  zzxij;  Me- 
tropolu  (Wbitechansl  and  Limehouse)  [61  & 
62  Vict.  c.  xxxii] ;  Local  Government  [SI  t 
62  Viet.  c.  ixxix] ;  Local  Government  (No, 
2}  [61  &  62  Viet.  o.  il] ;  Local  Government 
(Poor  Law)  [61  i.  62  Viet.  a.  xli]  ;  Local 
Govemment  (Poor  Law)  (No.  2j  [61   A  62 

Viet.  c.  ilii]  ;  Local  Qovemment  (Poor  Law) 
(No.  3)  [61  k  62  Viet.  c.  iliii];  Local  Go- 
-.  (Poor  Law)  (No.  i)  [61  &  68  Viet. 
Local  Qovemment  (Poor  Iaw) 
ft  62  Vict.  c.  iliij;  Metropolitan 
w>mmons  (Chislehurat  and  Ht.  Paul's  Cray) 
[61  ft  62  Vict.  0.  l]r  Public  Health  fScot- 
land)  (Denny  and  Dunipace  Water)  [61  ft  52 

Via.  c.  li]:  Metropolitan  Police  [61  ft  62 
Viet.  c.   Ivi] ;    Local   Government   \So.   3) 

[61  &  62  Viet.  c.  lii] ;  Local  Govemment 
(No.  4)  [61  ft  52  Vitt.  0.  Iiiil;  Local  Go- 
vemment (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  [EI  ft  62  Vict. 

o.  liiii]!  Tramways  (No.  1)  [61  ft  52  Viet. 
0.  liiv]. 


LICATION.— OBSERVATIONS. 
The  8KCBETABT  oi  STATE  ro» 
INDIA  (riscount  Cbosb)  My  Lords, 
at  a  meeting  of  the  Boyai  Commission 
on  Education  held  this  day,  in  conse- 
quence of  what  has  appeared  in  the 
columns  of  Th»  l\m»i  newspaper  and 
some  other  papers,  I  was  requested,  as 
their  Chairman,  to  state  in  my  place  in 
Parliament  that  the  account  which  has 
appeared  in  Hu  Time*  of  the  Report  of 
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the  Hoyal  CommisBion  upon  Elementary 
Education  is  unauthorized  and  is  incor- 
rect in  many  important  particulars.  It 
is  based,  apparently,  upon  drafts  which 
had  not  received  the  final  sanction  of 
the  Commission,  but  which  must  have 
been  surreptitiously  obtained.  It  would, 
of  course,  be  a  gross  breach  of  duty  to 
communicate  to  the  public  any  matter 
contained  in  a  Beport  to  be  submitted 
to  the  Queen  before  it  has  been  laid 
before  Her  Majesty,  and  the  Commission 
will  not  be  able  to  mdke  any  Beport 
public  until  their  recommendations  have 
been  submitted  to  Her  Majesty,  which 
will  probably  not  be  for  some  weeks. 
The  statements  professing  to  indicate 
the  character  of  a  minority  Beport  have 
no  authority  or  justification. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  (LIFE  PEERS)  BHiL, 

QT7X8TI0K. 

Earl  BEAUCH AMP  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  when  the'  second  reading  of  the 
Peerage  Bill  would  be  taken  ? 

The  PEIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETABY  OF  STATE  for  FOBEIGN 
AFFAIB8  (TheMarquessof  Salisbury): 
Tuesday  week  may  be  a  suitable  day. 

HABITUAL     DRUNKARDS     ACT    (1879) 

AMENDMENT  (NO.  2)  BILL.— (No.  138.) 

(The  Earl  of  Aberdeen.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Earl  of  ABEBDEEN,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  the  purpose  of  the  Bill,  which  had 
come  up  from  the  House  of  Commons, 
was  to  make  permanent  the  Act  of  1 879. 
It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  dilate 
upon  the  misery  and  distress  resulting 
from  habitual  drunkenness.  He  would 
merely  observe  that  the  attention  of 
medical  science  had  been  increasingly 
applied  to  the  malignant  and  relentless 
character  of  what  might  rightly  be 
described  as  the  *^  disease  of  inebriety," 
and  the  verdict  of  medical  science  was 
unquestionably  in  favour  of  such  legis- 
lation as  that  contained  in  the  Bill — only 
it  would  go  a  great  deal  further.  Par- 
liament, however,  was  wisely  jealous 
concerning  any  measure  which  appeared 
to  afford  the  slightest  risk  of  undue 
interference  with  liberty.  The  Bill  was, 
therefore,  limited  to   10    years.    Two 


things  were  apparent  from  this  experi- 
mental legislation — first,  the  complete 
sufficiency  of  the  safeguards  proposed 
for  the  regulation  of  the  homes  for 
habitual  drunkards  provided  under  the 
Act;  and,  secondly,  the  extensive  need 
of,  and  also  the  extensive  benefits  con- 
ferred by,  those  homes.  Those  benefits 
would  be  extended  if  the  Act  were  made 
permanent,  because  the  temporary  cha- 
racter of  the  Act  of  1879  necessarily 
hampered  the  good  work  such  homes  as 
those  now  existing  were  intended  to 
promote,  for  the  obvious  reason  that 
people  were  not  willing  to  invest  capital 
in  institutions  in  which  no  permanency 
could  be  guaianteed.  From  the  excel- 
lent results  obtained  in  many  of  these 
establishments,  they  held  a  high  place 
in  public  estimation.  Persons  in  all 
conmtions  of  life— doctors,  lawyers,  and 
clergymen — who  had  inherited  or  ac- 
quired a  disposition  to  alcoholic  excess 
sought  their  shelter.  He  would  only 
add  that  ample  provision  was  made  for 
inspection.  In  the  absence  of  such  an 
Act  as  this  there  was  a  real  danger  of 
unauthorized  establishments  springing 
up  where  no  such  guarantee  could  be 
provided.  He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— (2%#  £arl  of  Aberdeen,) 

Earl  BBOWNLOW  said,  he  should 
offer  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  He  would  only  call  attention  to 
Clause  3,  the  wording  of  which  was 
not,  he  thought,  sufficiently  strong  to 
secure  the  object  of  the  clause.  He  had 
conferred  privately  with  the  noble 
Earl  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  and  believed 
that  he  would  be  prepared  to  strengthen 
the  clause  in  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

COMPANIES  BILL.- (No.  163.) 
{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Moved,  <<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (2%d  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Lord  BBAMWELL  said,  he  would 
remind  their  Lordships  that  the  adyaxsc- 
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tages  of  limited  liability  were  so  great 
that  the  great  banking  houses  of  London 
had  adopted  the  principle  very  much  to 
the  good  of  everybody  concerned.     He 
believed  the  principle  of  limited  liability 
had  been  very  useful  in  enabling  parties 
to  combine  small  capitals.     They  were 
told  the  law  had  been  abused,  but  he 
would  ask  their  Lordships  not  to  attach 
too  much  weight  to  that.     He  did  not 
make  these  remarks  for  the  purpose  of 
objecting  to  any  amendment  of  the  law. 
On  the  contrary,    the   good  will  with 
which  he  regarded  the  law  of  limited 
liability  would  rather  make  him  desire 
to  see  any  improvement  made  that  could 
be  devised  ;  but  he  doubted  whether  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack or  the  Oentleman  who  drafted  the 
Bill  were  the  persons  most  qualified  to 
discover  the  defects  and  to  remedy  them. 
Long  before  he  knew  this  Bill  was  to  be 
introduced  he  stated  his  own  inability 
to  do   so.     Lawyers   were  not  so  well 
acquainted  with  these  matters  as  those 
who  were  concerned  in  the  promoting 
and  winding-up  of  Companies,  and  he 
thought  those   who  could  best  inform 
their  Lordships  of  the  defects  in  the  law 
were  the  solicitors,   accountants,    and 
others  who  were  concerned  in  such  busi- 
ness.    He  thought  that  this  Bill  would 
be  a  proper  subject  for  consideration  by 
a  Select  Committee  which  could  take  evi- 
dence.    The  first  clause  provided  for 
the  provisional  registration  of  the  Com- 
pany.    This  he  did  not  think  at  all  un- 
reasonable ;  but  it  was  to  be  remem- 
bered that  under  a  previous  Act  such 
provisional  registration  was  required, 
and  that  Act  had  been  repealed.     The 
provision   as    to    the    appointment    of 
.  trustees  in  whose  names  the  money  paid 
in  respect  of  shares  was  to  be  deposited 
would  not,  he  thought,  afford  much  pro- 
tection, for  promoters  who  meant  mis- 
chief would  appoint  trustees  who  would 
be  puppets  in  their  hands.     The  second 
clause  appeared  to  have  been  drawn  up 
upon  the  assumption  that  all  Companies 
were  publicly  advertised  and  that  the 
shares  were  allotted  to  the  public.     But 
that,  he  was  informed,  was  a  very  great 
mistake.     Many  Companies  were  got  up 
by    persons    who    allotted    the   shares 
among  themselves.     He  did  not  suggest 
that    there    was    anything    secret    or 
irregular  in    these    cases;    they  were 
perfectly  respectable  and  bond  fide.    The 
conditions  necessary  to  entitle  a  Oom- 

Zord  Bramwell 


pany  to  complete  registration  were  some 
of  them  open  to  great  exception.     It 
was  provided  that  one-fourth  of   the 
shares  should  have  been  subscribed  for, 
and  that  not  less  than  one-tenth  of  tiie 
nominal  amount  subscribed  should  have 
been  paid  in  cash.    That  would  mean 
that  if  the  capital  was  £1,000,000,  ahareB 
to  the  amount  of  £250,000  should  have 
been  subscribed  for,  and  that  £25,000 
should  have  been  paid  in  cash.     But  it 
now  often  occurred  that  though    the 
nominal  capital  was    very  large,    the 
amount  required  to  be  called  up  was 
very  small.     Thus,  in  the  case  of  the 
Law    Fire    Assurance    Company,    the 
nominal  capital  was  £5,000,000,  bnt  an 
exceedingly  small  portion  of  this  had 
been  actually  paid.     He  knew  of  a  case 
of  a  Mining  Company  in  Cornwall  whose 
success  was  such  that  it  was  never  found 
necessary  to  call  up    more  than  £10. 
This  provision  would  be  exceedingly  in- 
convenient in  many  cases.     Thus,  in  the 
case  of  a  patent,  a  small  amount  might 
be  sufficient  to  test  its  value  and  work 
it,  yet  no  Company  could  be  formed  un- 
less this  large  proportion  of  the  snb- 
scribed  capital  was  called  up.     If  the 
capital  was  fixed  at  a  high  figure  more 
would  have  to  be  called  up  than  might 
bo  required,  whereas,  if  it  was  fixed  at 
a  low  figure,  it  might  turn  out  that  ex- 
tensive experiments  were  required,  and 
the  capital  would  in  that  case  not  be 
sufficient.     The  requirement  that  each 
director   should  not  hold   less  than   10 
shares,   and  that  the  total   number  of 
shares  held  by  the  directors  should  be 
not    less    than    one-fifth  of   the   total 
number    applied    for,    would   also,    ho 
thought,    unduly    interfere    with     the 
legitimate  creation  of  Companies.     Ac- 
cording to  the  Bill  it  appeared  that  the 
provisional  directors    would  alone    be 
responsible  for  misstatements  in  a  pros- 
pectus.    He  thought  that  the  directors 
who  succeeded  tbem  ought  also  to  be 
held  responsible,  for  they  ought  not  to 
become  directors  without  having  made 
all  proper  inquiries  into  the  arrange- 
ments made  by  the  provisional  directors. 
Clause  11,  which  dealt  with  the  liability 
of    directors  in   respect  of   qualifying 
shares,  was  a  well-intentioned  section, 
but  the  provision  that   any   man  who 
accepted  the  post  of  director  must   at 
onee  pay  up  his  shares  was  open  to  criti- 
cism.    A  preferable  arrangement  would 
be  that  the  director  should  either  pay  up 
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his  sbares  or  undertake  not  to  transfer 
his  rights  in  respect  of  them.  Section 
13,  which  provided  for  the  issae  every 
year  of  a  balance-sheet  seven  days  before 
the  meeting  of  the  Company,  contained 
what  was  really  a  useless  provision, 
for  it  was  impossible  to  guard  against 
fraud  and  roguery  by  the  publication 
of  a  balance-sheet.  The  provision  was 
objeotionable  because  if  a  Company 
were  compelled  to  distribute  a  balance- 
sheet  its  secrets  would  become  known 
to  its  competitors,  and  it  would  thus 
be  seriously  hampered  in  its  opera- 
tions. He  had  personal  knowledge  of  a 
most  respectable  and  successful  Company 
which  had  certainly  been  in  existence  for 
60  years  and  which  never  produced  a 
balance-sheet  for  the  inspection  of  the 
shareholders.  Clause  15,  providing  for 
a  report  by  the  liquidator  on  the  wind- 
ing up  of  a  Company,  was  open  to  objec- 
tion because  it  would  impose  a  very  dis- 
agreeable task  upon  the  liquidator,  who 
was  generally  nominated  by  the  di- 
rectors of  the  Company  to  be  wound  up, 
and  because  it  contained  no  provision 
giving  a  person  incriminated  by  the  re- 
port the  right  of  being  heard.  A  pro- 
vision ought  to  be  inserted  in  the  Bill 
to  enable  a  man  who  was  ask  to  lend 
money  to  a  Company  to  inspect  the 
register  before  making  the  loan.  As 
the  law  would  stand,  unless  the  Bill 
wore  amended,  he  would  not  have  the 
right  to  inspect  the  register  before 
lending  his  money,  and  that  right  ought 
certainly  to  be  given. 

Lord  THEINQ  said,  he  was  bound 
to  characterize  the  Bill  as  a  retrograde 
measure,  for  it  would  re-impose  upon 
joint- stock  Companies  all  the  burdens 
and  difficulties  from  which  they  hoped 
the  past  legislation  had  set  them  free 
for  ever.  The  series  of  Acts  which  were 
consolidated  in  1862,  and  again  sub- 
sequently, had  enabled  Companies  to 
be  formed  with  a  minimum  of  cost,  and 
as  a  result  commerce  had  increased  by 
leaps  and  bounds  and  the  country  had 
benefited  largely  in  a  variety  of  ways. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  asked  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  explain  how  the  per- 
manent directors  were  to  be  made  liable 
for  any  statement  calculated  to  mislead 
in  the  Memorandum  issued  by  the  pro- 
visional directors. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said  that  he 
would  not  trouble  their  Lordships  with 
many  observations,  as  most  of  his  re- 


marks on  the  Bill  had  been  anticipated 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had 
addressed  the  House.  Were  they  in  a 
position  to  judge  whether  a  measure  of 
this  sort  would  be  likely  to  work  well  or 
ill  ?  Schemes  might  look  very  well  on 
paper  and  yet  work  indifferently ;  in- 
deed, if  they  did  not  do  good  they 
might  do  harm  by  creating  a  false  im- 
pression or  by  hampering  undertakings 
which  it  was  not  desirable  to  subject  to 
difficulty.  Therefore,  unless  there  was 
reasonable  certainty,  and  this  scheme 
was  likely  to  answer  and  do  good,  there 
would  be  the  danger  of  serious  risks  in 
adopting  it.  Had  they  the  information 
which  would  enable  them  to  express  a 
substantial  opinion?  He  haa  read 
criticisms  praising  the  Bill  as  likely  to 
be  useful  and  others  condemning  it  as 
mischievous ;  and  the  light  of  nature  did 
not  enable  him  to  arrive  at  any  certain 
decision.  In  his  opinion  some  modifica- 
tions would  be  necessary  in  the  scheme 
proposed  for  the  requisites  to  complete 
registration.  He  doubted  whether  any 
real  security  was  gained  by  requiring 
that  the  directors  of  a  Company  should 
hold  one-fifth  of  the  paid-up  capital. 
The  result  might  be  to  exclude  from  the 
directorate  the  men  best  fitted  to  direct 
the  affairs  of  a  Company,  for  it  did  not 
follow  that  the  man  who  had  tbe  most 
money  would  be  the  best  director.  What 
might  be  a  large  interest  to  one  man 
might  be  a  small  one  to  another.  It 
might  be  well  to  require  that  each  di- 
rector should  have  a  status  which  should 
insure  his  taking  interest  in  the  affairs 
of  the  Company ;  but  a  large  interest  on 
the  part  of  the  directorate  as  a  whole 
was  compatible  with  one  man  having  a 
very  large  stake  and  with  the  stakes  of 
others  being  very  limited.  He  had 
some  doubt  as  to  the  expediency  of  pre- 
senting the  form  of  the  balance-sheet. 
In  cases  where  there  was  keen  compe- 
tition, balance-sheets  would  be  studied 
with  the  object  of  injuring  those  who 
published  them,  while  they  could  easily 
be  made  to  appear  to  bo  satisfactory  in 
the  case  of  Companies  that  wero  not  on 
a  sound  footing,  and  the  good  done  in 
checking  reckless  conduct  might  not  at 
all  compensate  for  the  injury  that  might 
be  done  in  other  cases.  In  the  case  of 
paying  Companies,  he  did  not  think  the 
provision  as  to  audit  would  be  of 
much  value ;  and  as  to  the  allowance 
for  depreciation,  the  directors  were  left 
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to  fix  that  as  low  as  they  pleased.  He 
did  not  make  these  remarks  in  any  spirit 
of  hostility  to  the  Bill,  for  some  improve- 
ment in  the  working  of  the  Limited 
Liability  Acts  was  caUed  for,  and  if  any- 
thing could  be  done  to  make  them  work 
better  it  was  well  worth  doing.  He 
only  doubted  whether  they  were  in  pos- 
session of  sufficient  information  to  en- 
able them  to  remedy  existing  evils. 

The  Eakl  of  SELBORNE  said,  that, 
as  there  was  no  Notice  of  Amendment, 
he  did  not  see  what  was  aimed  at  by 
critical  speeches  on  all  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill.  There  were  serious  evils  deserving 
of  a  serious  effort  to  remedy  them  if 
it  could  be  made,  as  he  believed  it 
might  be,  without  retrogressive  legisla- 
tion. Some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
might  require  to  be  amended,  but  he  did 
not  see  in  it  any  evidence  of  intentional 
retrogression.  It  was  generally  felt 
that  more  might  be  done  than  had  been 
to  check  frauds  and  abuses  in  connec- 
tion with  the  formation  of  Companies, 
and  the  Bill  seemed  calculated  to  do 
that.  The  subject  was  one  on  which 
the  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Trade  might 
be  important;  and,  if  the  Bill  was  a 
lawyer  s  measure,  and  had  not  been 
considered  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  then 
it  might  have  been  desirable  that  it 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
if  the  state  of  the  Business  of  the  House 
had  made  that  course  possible. 

Eabl  GBANYILLE  said,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  strictures  upon  the 
debate  would  apply  to  the  discussions 
upon  all  second  readings.  The  subject 
was  not  a  new  one ;  still  it  was  a  con- 
venient practice  that,  on  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill,  some  justification  of 
its  provisions  should  be  offered.  He 
was  not  quite  sure  that  it  was  a  matter 
upon  which  tho  authority  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  would  be  absolute,  for  it  could 
scarcely  possess  any  special  knowledge. 
But  it  would  bo  satisfactory  if  they  could 
hear  some  defence  of  the  Bill  against 
the  arguments  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  by  whom  it  had  been  criticized. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbury)  said,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
one  of  the  speeches  that  had  been  made 
would  properly  have  been  followed  by 
a  Motion  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 
But  it  was  an  error  to  suppose  that  this 
was  a  lawyer's  Bill,  in  the  sense  that 
its  provisions  had  been  suggested  by 
lawyers.     They  had  only  put  into  shape 

Lord  Iferichell 


the  remedies  that  were  recommended  by 
mercantile  men  for  the  evils  that  had 
been  complained  of  in  the  working  of 
the  Act  of  1862.  No  one  who  had  to 
do  with  the  Courts  of  Law  could  doubt 
that  there  was  an  enormous  amount  of 
fraud  committed  in  connection  with  some 
of  those  Companies,  or  that  there  was 
an  enormous  quantity  of  capital  taken 
from  innocent  people  by  persons  who 
issued  fraudulent  prospectuses.  It  might 
almost  be  said  that  a  class  of  persons 
existed  who  lived  by  getting  up  fraudu- 
lent Companies  and  then  wrecking 
them.  In  using  the  word  draftsman 
on  a  former  occasion,  he  had  simply 
adopted  the  phrase  as  it  was  commonly 
used  in  the  Courts  of  Law  in  reference 
to  any  clause.  It  very  often  happened 
that  there  was  a  volunteer  draftsman 
of  particular  clauses  when  a  Bill  was 
going  through  Committee,  and  he  cer- 
tainly had  not  had  the  smallest  idea  of 
reflecting  on  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Thring)  in  using  the  phrase  in  the 
sense  in  which  he  had  employed  it ;  nor 
had  he  supposed  that  the  noble  Lord 
was  the  draftsman  of  the  particular 
clause  in  question.  He  felt  the  diffi- 
culty which  a  noble  Lord  near  him  had 
pointed  out  —  that  if  he  were  to  go 
through  the  Bill  and  justify  it  clause 
by  clause,  he  should  be  doing  what 
was  not  usual  on  the  second  reading, 
although  he  admitted  that  it  was  quite 
right  that  he  should  be  asked  to  state 
the  substance  of  the  measure.  The 
principle  of  those  clauses  was  that,  in 
the  first  instance,  the  promoters  of  a 
Company  should,  during  the  period  of 
provisional  registration,  bo  Directors, 
and  should  be  responsible  for  the  con- 
duct of  the  intended  enterprize ;  and  the 
provisions  to  which  attention  had  been 
drawn  in  that  discussion  were  designed 
to  make  it  necessary  that  those  persons 
should  have  a  real  and  substantial  inte- 
rest in  the  concern.  The  object  was  to 
make  those  who  presumably  would  issue 
the  prospectus  and  put  forward  the 
scheme  personally  responsible  for  every 
false  statement  in  the  prospectus.  There 
were  now  persons  without  means,  with- 
out any  capital  at  all  to  work  the  con- 
cern, who  got  up  the  scheme  in  the  first 
instance,  and  then  coaxed  or  beguiled 
a  number  of  respectable  persons  to  join 
the  Company ;  and  after  that  other  per- 
sons were  deceived,  by  seeing  those 
respectable  names,   into  taking  shares 
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and  investing  their  monej.  That  was 
the  system  which  it  was  now  sought  to 
challenge ;  and  it  had  been  thought, 
not  by  lawyers,  but  by  commercial  men, 
that  legislation  with  that  object  should 
be  introduced.  He  had  received  re- 
monstrances against  the  Qovernment 
not  being  sufficiently  active  in  bring- 
ing forward  that  Bill  for  the  protection 
of  commerce  from  many  of  our  great 
towns.  A  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
said  that  the  insistence  by  legislation 
on  the  preparation  of  a  balance-sheet 
was  one  of  those  mediseval  superstitions 
which  it  might  have  been  thought  had  died 
out.  But  an  analogous  provision  of  that 
kind  had  been  introduced  into  a  pre- 
vious Act  with  good  effect,  and  it  was 
considered  that  it  would  prove  useful  in 
the  present  measure.  With  regard  to 
the  comments  which  had  been  made  as 
to  the  defaults  of  Directors,  he  did  not 
agree  that  a  man  who  by  his  negligence 
caused  injury  to  others  should  not  be 
called  on  to  pay  a  fine.  If  a  Director 
wilfully  and  intentionally  issued  a  false 
prospectus,  or  in  other  respects  issued 
statements  which  were  fraudulent  to  his 
knowledge,  he  ought  to  be  held  guilty 
of  misdemeanour ;  but  if  the  thing  was 
not  done  wilfully  or  with  his  knowledge, 
but  through  the  want  of  proper  care  on 
his  part,  he  could  be  fairly  made  to  pay 
a  pecuniary  fine.  If  their  Lordships 
thought  that  the  proposal  of  provisional 
registration  was  itself  a  mistake,  then 
he  conceded  that  a  Bill  on  those  lines 
could  not  receive  their  approval ;  but  if 
there  was  to  be  provisional  registration, 
and  that  provisional  registration  was 
only  to  be  for  a  certain  period,  then  he 
asked  what  class  of  legislation  was  de- 
sired in  order  to  insist  that  persons 
putting  forward  a  scheme  of  a  Company 
should  be  themselves  really  interested 
in  it  and  should  give  such  a  guarantee 
to  the  public  that  they  had  a  substantial 
stake  in  the  cuncern?  Nothing  could 
be,  he  thought,  more  appropriate  than 
that  such  persons  should  subscribe  a 
certain  amount  of  the  capital.  The  Qo- 
vernment, having  considered  the  matter 
on  their  responsibility,  had  deliberately 
adopted  the  principle  of  provisional 
registration.  The  history  of  that  Bill 
was  this  : — As  originally  framed  it  was 
introduced  to  their  Lordships  by  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley  of  Preston) 
when  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
That  noble  Lord  had  since  been  called  to 


another  sphere  of  duty;  and  now  ho 
himself  had  succeeded  to  the  treatment 
of  the  subject,  he  should  say,  rather 
than  of  the  Bill  of  which  that  noble 
Lord  was  the  author.  The  result  of 
that  had  been  that  the  Bill  now  before 
their  Lordships  was  the  Bill  which  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  now  asked  the 
House  to  read  a  second  time.  As  to  the 
suggestion  that  the  Bill  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  he  had  to 
remember  the  period  of  the  Session  at 
which  that  suggestion  was  made.  If 
the  Bill  had  been  brought  in  early  in 
the  Session  he  would  at  once  have 
acceded  to  that  suggestion ;  but  it  was 
impossible  not  to  see  that  acceding  to  it 
now  would  mean  that  they  were  not  to 
pass  any  such  Bill  at  all  this  Session. 
There  was  a  pressure  on  the  part  of 
commercial  men  for  a  measure  dealing 
with  that  subject,  and  he  did  not  feel 
at  liberty  to  agpree  to  send  that  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee.  At  the  same  time, 
when  they  came  to  the  Committee  stage 
of  (the  BUI,  he  should  be  very  glad  to 
receive  the  assistance  of  noble  and 
learned  Lords  in  improving  its  details. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

TIMBER  ACTS  (IRELAND)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— (No.  69.) 
{The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 
OOMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clause  1  (Amendments  on  the  Timber 

Acts). 

The  Lobd  PRIVY  SEAL  (The  Earl 
of  Cadogak)  proposed  an  Amendment, 
which,  he  explained,  would  have  the 
effect  of  practically  taking  the  Schedule 
out  of  the  Bill,  and  referring  only  to  one 
of  the  old  Timber  Acts — namely,  the 
23  &  24  Geo.  III.  c.  39,  intituled— 
''  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
theplanting  of  Timber  Trees."  He  pro- 
posed this  Amendment  in  order  to  meet 
the  objections  which  had  been  raised  by 
a  noble  Earl  behind  him  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  5, 
leave  out  (**the  Timber  Acts")  and 
insert  — 

{**  The  Act  of  the  Session  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment of  the  twenty-third  and  twenty-fourth 
years  of  the  reign  of  King  Greorge  the  Third, 
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chapter  thirij-xune,  intituled  'An  Act  to 
amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  planting  of 
Timber  Trees  '  ") ; 

in  line  9,  leave  oat  ( "the Timber  Aets") 
and  insert  ("the  said  Act  of  Eling 
George  the  Third");  and  in  line  12, 
leave  oat  ("  the  Timber  Acts  ")  and  in- 
sert— 

(**  The  said  Act  of  King  Oeorge  the  Third, 
and  the  oUier  Acts  relating  to  the  planting  of 
Timber  Trees  in  Ireland/')— (TA*  Lord  Frivy 
Seal.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Amendment  of  Landlord 
and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,  s.  4). 

A  noble  Lobd  (for  Lord  Sudelbt) 
proposed  an  Amendment  providing 
that  no  claim  may  be  made  under  this 
Act,  or  under  any  of  the  Acts  mentioned 
in  the  Schedule  of  this  Act,  exceeding  in 
amount  the  value  of  the  trees  at  the  time 
the  claim  was  made.  In  1886,  when 
the  Bill  identical  to  this  was  passed 
through  their  Lordships'  House,  a 
similar  Amendment  to  this  was  also 
passed. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  page  1,  line  25,  after  (''Acts")  insert 
("Provided  always,  that  no  claim  may  be 
made  under  this  Act,  or  under  any  of  the  Acts 
mentioned  in  tbe  Schedule  of  this  Act,  exceed- 
ing in  amount  the  value  of  the  trees  at  the  time 
the  claim  is  made.") 

Eabl  OADOaAN  said,  he  would 
recommend  their  Lordships  to  accept  the 
Amendment ;  but  he  would  wish  to  have 
an  alteration  made  in  the  wording  of  it. 
It  would  be  unfair  to  the  tenant  that  the 
compensation  should  be  limited  simply 
to  the  value  of  the  trees  at  the  time  at 
which  they  were  planted,  because  he 
might  have  incurred  other  expenses  in 
making  fences,  trenching,  and  so  on. 

Amendment  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

The  Eeport  of  Amendments  to  be  re- 
ceived To-morrow ;  and  Bill  to  he  printed 
as  amended.     (No.  188.) 

LIMITED  PARTNERSHIPS  BILL. 
{The  Lord  BramwelL) 

(no.    159.)  SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing, read. 


Lobd  BRAMW£LL.  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  as  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  stated  that  the 
Bill  which  had  lately  been  under  dis- 
cussion was  recommended  by  mercantile 
people,  so  he  would  begin  by  saying  that 
this  Bill  was  recommended  by  the  Asso* 
ciated  Chambers  of  Commerce.  The 
principle  of  the  measure  was  to  enable 
several  persons  to  be  united  in  partner- 
ship of  whom  one  or  more  should  be 
liable  under  the  ordinary  terms  of  part- 
nership, while  one  or  more  should  be 
liable  only  to  a  definite  and  limited 
amount.  If  he  should  be  asked  to  what 
use  the  powers  thus  given  could  be  put, 
he  would  quote  the  answer  which  he 
gave  to  a  similar  question  when 
Limited  Liability  was  under  discussion 
—it  was  impossible  to  say.  There 
was  scarcely  any  case  in  which  the  Bill 
might  not  be  applicable.  Suppose  a  man 
was  carrying  on  a  private  business  and 
that  illness  made  him  desirous  to  retire. 
He  might  have  got  children  or  old  ser- 
vants whom  he  wished  to  assist  in  con- 
tinuing the  business.  But  he  did  not 
want  to  continue  a  partner  so  as  to  be 
liable  to  his  last  acre  or  his  last  shilling, 
though  he  was  willing  to  stake  a  certain 
amount  for  which  alone  he  should  be 
liable.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  seemed 
to  him  a  perfectly  right  one,  and  there- 
fore he  asked  their  fordships  to  read  it 
a  second  time. 

Movedy  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— {Hie  Lord  Bramwell.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

IMPERIAL   DEFENCES  —  DEFENCE   OF 
ESQUIMAULT   HARBOUR; 
QUESTION.      OB8E&VATION8. 

Lobd  SUDELEY:  My  Lords,  as 
your  Lordships  will  remember,  in  the 
discussion  which  took  place  in  your 
Lordships'  House  a  short  time  ago  on 
the  subject  of  the  defences  of  Van- 
couver's Island,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment stated  that,  after  fully  considering 
the  rival  positions  of  Esquimault  and 
Burrard's  Inlet,  they  had,  on  the  ad- 
vice of  their  experts,  decided  to  keep 
the  naval  headquarters  at  Esquimault. 
That  being  the  decision  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  have  no  wish  to  say  one 
single  word  with  regard  to  it,  though  I 
regret  very  much  that  they  came  to  that 
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dedsion ;  but  althongh,  My  Lords,  as 
thftt  deoieion  faae  been  aniTed  at,  I  re- 
gard the  matlei  as  fiaall;  settled.  I  am 
sure  your  Lordship*  will  agree  with  me 
that  it  ii  of  the  utmost  importauce  now 
that  it  baa  been  definitely  arraugedthkt 
Esquimault  ia  to  be  the  pormanent  naval 
beaiiqaarterB  of  our  Naval  Station  on 
the  Pacific,  and  that  it  is  absolutely 
neceaaary  that  no  time  should  be  loat  in 
rendering  that  position  thoroughly  de- 
fended, it  being  at  present  absolutely 
andefeaded.  I  am  anxioua,  therefore, 
to  ask  Her  Maieaty's  O-ovemment  a 
Queation  of  which  I  bare  given  Notice ; 
but  before  doing  so,  there  ia  another 
point  to  which  I  desire  to  refer  for  one 
moment,  and  it  is  a  point  of  some  im- 
portance. It  appear*  that  oonaiderabte 
alarm  has  been  produced  in  the  minds 
of  Gentlemen  connected  with  Burrand's 
Inlet,  as  the  terminus  of  tbe  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway,  at  the  idea  which  was 
conveyed  during  the  diacusaion  to  which 
I  have  referred,  that  Burrand's  Inlet 
was  not  in  anyway  to  be  protected.  The 
impression  was  given  by  that  discussion 
that  Burrand's  Inlet  could  not  be  de- 
fended, either  from  the  mainland  or 
from  tbe  sea,  and  that  that  was  one 
great  reason  why  the  Admiralty  thought 
it  necessary  to  keep  the  naval  head- 
quarters at  Esquimault.  I  have  re- 
ceived information  from  a  naval  officer 
of  very  high  standing,  connected  with 
the  locality,  showing  that  from  the 
mainland  it  would  be  very  easy  to  de- 
fend Burrand's  Inlet,  as  the  attacking 
force  would  have  to  crosa  three  rivers 
and  an  impenetrable  forest.  I  hope  my 
noble  Friend  when  be  comes  to  answer 
my  Question  will  be  able  to  say  that 
when  Esquimautt  has  been  fortified  tbe 
Admiralty,  or  Ker  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, will  cooeider  the  advisability  of 
placing  some  guns  at  the  entrance  to 
Burrand's  Inlet,  so  that  it  may  also  be 

Erotected  from  the  sea  in  the  event  of 
ostile  ships  passing  Eequimault  and 
coming  up  to  attack  it.  I  beg  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  What  ar- 
rangements have  been  made  with  the 
Dominion  Government  of  Canada  for 
the  defence  of  the  naval  headquarters 
in  the  Pacific,  Bequimault  Harbour ; 
and  if  the  plans  for  the  fortifications  and 
defences  have  been  finished,  when  the 
works  will  be  commenced,  and  when  the 
armaments  will  be  sent  out ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Qovemment  will  state  by  what 


dale  tbe  fortifications  will  be  oompleted 
tind  tbe  guns  placed  in  position  ? 

Thb  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  Foa 
THB  COLONIES  (Lord  KmrTSFosD) : 
My  Lords,  in  reply  to  the  Question 
which  appears  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to 
inform  the  noble  Lord  that  no  arrange- 
ments have  been  actually  made  with  the 
Dominion  Government  of  Canada,  but 
that  arrangements  have  been  proposed 
for  the  defence  of  Esquimault,  as  was 
stated  in  your  Lordships'  House  on  June 
tbe  12th,  and  have  been  communicated  to 
the  Dominion  Government  by  me  on  the 
I3tb  of  June.  On  leamiog  from  the 
Dominion  Government  that  they  assent 
to  tbe  arrangements,  with  or  without 
any  alteration  of  details,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  then  be  in  a  position 
to  immediately  proceed  with  the  works 
that  are  oontemplated,  and  no  time 
will  be  lost.  I  may  say  that  the  guns 
and  such  further  armaments  oe  are  to 
be  provided  from  this  country  are  in  a 
very  forward  state  at  present,  and  there 
will  be  no  delay  on  that  soore.  There- 
fore, that  answer  really  covers  tbe  whole 
of  the  noble  Lord's  question.  Before, 
of  course,  the  plans  for  the  fortifications 
and  defence*  have  been  finished  here, 
no  works  can  be  commenced,  and  no 
further  steps  will  be  taken  until  we 
receive  the  answer  of  the  Dominion 
Government.  As  regards  the  point  tbe 
noble  Lord  last  referred  to,  I  think  that 
those  who  are  afraid  for  the  safety  to 
Burrand's  Inlet  may  rest  tolerably  well 
at  ease,  considering  what  was  stated  on 
June  the  12th  by  the  noble  Lords  who 
then  spoke,  and  by  the  opinion  which  I 
have  stated  to  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment, an  opinion  which  received  the 
concurrence  of  both  the  Naval  and 
Military  Departments.  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  will  allow  me  to  read  in 
support  of  this  view,  one  passage  from 
tbe  despatch  which  I  then  forwarded  to 
the  DonuQion  Qovemment — 

"  It  will  be  obierred  that  the  proposed  schena 
of  deCeDce  hai  bean  drawn  tip  more  especially 
with  a  view  to  the  direct  defence  of  the  harbour 
of  Eaquimault ;  protection  ia,  however,  at  the 
anme  time  conferred  upon  the  towD  of  Victoria. 
When  Eaquimaalt  has  been  made  into  a  atrong 
naT&l  bMe,  the  danger  of  attsEButiDg  a  bom- 
bardment of  Victoria,  which  would  be  fruitlew 
of  all  real  military  reanlt,  becomes  so  great  ai 
to  render  auch  a  measure  highly  improbable." 

And  then  comes  tbe  port   which   will 
especially  interest  the  noble  Lord— 
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<*  For  dmilar  reasons  any  hostile  operations, 
directed  against  Burrard's  Inlet  and  l^anaimo, 
need  hardly  be  anticipated.  No  naval  com- 
mander would  be  likely  to  risk  his  vessels  in 
the  somewhat  intricate  navigation  and  the  pre- 
valent fogs  which  characterize  the  How  Straits, 
leaving  in  his  rear  the  strong  strategic  position 
of  Esquimault,  serving  as  the  fortified  base  of 
Her  Majesty's  Pacific  Squadron." 

With  regard  to  any  fortifications  by 
land,  that  also  will  receive  careful  con- 
sideration, but  not  at  the  present  time. 
There  is  no  necessity  at  present  for 
strengthening  the  land  fortifications  of 
that  part. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday,  2Sth  June,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issued— Jc>r  South 

Sli^,  f;.  Edward  Joseph  Kennedy,  esquire, 

Chiltem  Hundreds. 
B^WLY^eoMidered  in  Committee  —  Seeolutiont 

[June  21]  reported. 
Ways  and  Means — eoneidered  in  Committee^- 

Reeolution  [June  25]  reported. 
Pkivatb    Bills     {by    Order)  ~-  Considered  as 

amended — Brixton  Park. 
Third  JReadiny—'Y&vahaU.  Park,  and  pasted. 
Public    Bills  —  Ordered  —  First   Reading  — 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3)*. 
Committee — Local   Government  (England  and 

Wales)  [182]  [Tenth  JVi^A^J— r.p. 
Third  -ffffl<f«n^— Consolidated    Fund   (No.   2), 

and  pasted. 
Withdrawn — Life  Leases  Conversion  [99]. 
Provisional    Order  Bills   —   Considered   as 

amended — Local  Government  (No.  5)  *  [266]. 
Third  J?tf«fiw^— Tramways  (No.  3)  •  [243],  and 

passed, 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


VATJXHALL  PARK  BILL  {by    Order). 
THIRD   BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
<<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Me.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.),  who 
had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  to  re-commit 
the  Bill  in  respect  of  Clause  8,  and  a 
new  clause,  said  he  would  move,  if  he 
were  in  Order,  that  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill  be  postponed  until  after  the 
discussion  upon  the  Brixton  Park  Bill. 

Lord  KnuUford 


Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central)  objected  to  the  proposal,  on  the 
ground  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
stated  no  reason  for  postponing  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill  until  after  the 
Brixton  Park  Bill  had  been  taken. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  House  had 
already  consented  to  postpone  the  con- 
sideration of  this  Bill  and  the  Brixton 
Bill  until  after  the  other  Orders  of  the 
Day,  and  they  must  now  be  taken  in 
their  regular  order. 

Mr.  KELLY  said,  that,  under  those 
circumstances,  he  did  not  propose  to 
take  any  action  with  regard  to  the 
Yauxhall  Park  BilL 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time  and  paued. 


BRIXTON  PARK  BILL  (*y  Order). 
CONSIDERATIOir. 

Order  for  Consideration  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 
considered." 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  the  Amendment  whioh  stood  in 
his  name,  and  which  was,  in  fact,  to 
leave  out  Clause  15,  which  provided 
that  the  question  of  purchasing  the  land 
should  be  decided  by  a  public  meeting 
of  ratepapers  held  in  the  Vestry  HaU 
and  presided  over  by  the  rector  of  the 
parisn,  after  the  necessary  advertise- 
ment, unless  at  least  one-fourth  of  those 
present  should  demand  another,  making 
requisite  the  approval  of  the  ratepayers 
shown  by  a  poll  to  be  taken  in  the  same 
way  as  under  the  Public  Libraries  Act, 
and  re-insert  in  a  clause  which  that 
House  agreed  to  unanimously  with  the 
consent  of  all  parties  concerned  in  the 
matter. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Courtioby)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin): 
No  ;  that  is  not  quite  accurate. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  said,  that  his 
hon.  Friend  said  that  that  was  not  quite 
accurate.  He  wished  to  be  strictly 
accurate.  The  clause  to  which  he 
wished  to  refer  was  agreed  to  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite ;  at  least  no  objec- 
tion was  taken  to  it,  and  there  was  no 
Division  upon  it. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  that  perhaps 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  him  to 
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explain  how  the  matter  stood.  He  said 
that  the  clause  he  proposed  to  insert 
was  BLgreei  to.  That  was  not  the  case. 
A  certain  proposal  had  been  assented  to, 
and  that  was  embodied  in  the  Bill  as  it 
stood. 

Mk.  BEOADHURST  believed  his 
hon.  Friend  was  technically  right ;  but 
an  Instruction  was  agreed  to  on  that 
occasion,  and  the  new  clause  he  had 
now  to  propose  would  carry  out  that 
Instruction.  The  object  of  the  clause 
was  to  provide  that  the  question  whe- 
ther the  Bill  was  to  be  adopted  and  the 
purchase  of  that  plot  of  land  assented 
to,  should  be  submitted  to  the  whole  of 
the  ratepayers,  and  not  be  decided  by 
the  Vestry  or  by  a  public  meeting.  So 
far  as  the  clause  was  concerned,  which 
had  been  inserted  by  the  Committee 
after  the  Instruction  he  had  alluded  to 
was  agreed  to  by  all  parties,  he  should 
have  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  a  few  moments  while  he  explained 
how  the  matter  stood.  He  would  state, 
as  shortly  as  he  could,  the  history  of 
the  Bill,  and  the  reasons  why  he 
opposed  it.  Now  the  Bill  related  to  a 
plot  of  ground  on  Brixton  Hill,  which 
was  owned  by  a  Vestryman,  and  the 
son  of  its  owner  was  also,  or  had  been, 
a  Vestryman.  The  land  was  originally 
purchased  for  building  purposes,  no 
doubt  with  a  view  of  bringing  shop 
fronts  up  to  the  margin  of  the  pavement. 
That  House,  in  its  g^eat  wisdom,  in  the 
early  part  of  last  year  defeated  a  scheme 
which  had  for  its  object  the  breaking  of 
a  law  in  reference  to  property  in  that 
part  of  London,  and  which  provided  that 
within  a  certain  distance  of  a  main  road 
no  permanent  building  should  be  erected. 
They  defeated  a  Bill  which  was  intro- 
troduoed  into  that  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  breaking  that  law.  The  owner 
of  the  property  immediately  turned 
round  when  he  saw  there  was  no  hope 
of  the  Bill  being  passed  by  that  House, 
and  got  up  an  agitation  for  the  purchase 
of  the  property  for  a  park.  It  seemed 
to  have  been  discovered  at  once,  but  not 
until  after  it  became  known  that  there 
was  no  prospect  of  passing  the  Bill,  that 
this  was  an  admirable  place  for  a  park, 
and  an  agitation  was  at  once  commenced 
at  the  instance,  he  believed,  of  the  owners 
of  the  property,  in  order  to  induce  the 
Lambeth  Vestry  to  take  steps  for  pur- 
chasing these  12}^  acres  of  land  for  a 
park  site.    He  wished  hon,  Members 


present  to  notice  the  fact  that  there  were 
three  acres  of  this  gp*ound  which  could 
not  possibly  be  built  upon,  and  which 
consisted  of  enclosed  gardens,  nor  could 
any  building  be  erected  upon  that 
ground.  Therefore,  all  the  calculations 
made  as  to  its  value  were  erroneous,  be- 
oause  they  had  been  based  on  the  theory 
that  the  whole  of  the  12}^  acres  were 
available  for  building  purposes ;  whereas 
three  acres  could  not  be  touched,  because 
they  were  protected  by  the  Act  he  had 
already  referred  to — namely,  the  Eush- 
common  Act.  What  happened  after  the 
agitation  for  the  purchase  of  the  pro- 
perty in  order  to  convert  it  into  a  public 
park  was  this — There  was  another  Ves- 
tryman who  had  a  site  for  sale.  He  also 
seemed  to  have  discovered  that  that  part 
of  Lambeth  was  very  much  in  want  of  a 
park  site.  He  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  had  no 
doubt  that  Vestrymen  who  were  land* 
owners  had  very  great  sympathy  for  one 
another,  and  he  had  not  the  least  doubt 
in  his  own  mind  that  the  Vestryman  to 
whom  he  had  referred  took  a  course 
which  best  suited  his  own  interests,  and, 
consequently,  he  was  desirous  of  se« 
curing  the  interests  of  a  friend  who  waa 
in  a  similar  situation,  and  that,  last  of 
all,  he  took  into  consideration  the  neces- 
sities and  requirements  of  the  poor  rate- 
payers of  the  parish.  The  first  step 
taken  in  this  case  was  the  'promotion  of 
a  Private  Bill.  It  was  presented  to  that 
House,  promoted  and  petitioned  against ; 
but  who  were  those  who  petitioned 
against  it?  He  hoped  hon.  Members 
would  mark  this  fact.  Among  the  Peti- 
tions presented  against  the  Bill,  the 
chief  Petition  was  one  from  the  man  who 
desired  to  sell  the  land.  He  petitioned 
the  Oommittee,  presumably,  against  the 
Bill ;  but  his  Petition  had  been  rightly 
and  properly  described  as  a  bogus  Peti- 
tion, because  it  was  a  Petition  presented 
in  order  to  mislead,  and,  no  doubt,  it 
did  mislead,  the  House,  although, 
happily,  it  did  not  deceive,  because 
everything  in  relation  to  that  parkicular 
Petition  was  discovered.  The  next  step 
to  take  was  to  negotiate  with  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works.  Now,  there 
was  a  distinguished  gentleman,  an 
architect  named  Fowler,  who  represented 
one  of  the  wards  of  Lambeth  on  the 
Lambeth  Vestry,  and  represented  Lam- 
beth Vestry  on  the  Board  of  Works.  In 
consequence  of  certain  statements,  or 
revelations;  which  had  been  made,  Mr« 
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Bomtd  €4  Worlu  bo  lBm^*T  ezkfted.  aai  ' 

tW  T«0bj  «» ti«  Botad  «C  W'ovks  ia  tke  J 
(iBet  of  Mr.  Forvkr.  H«  ocu  wrv  to  ^ 
tkit  qmmtiam  of  diig  ageeaaty  <>f  •gqaiiiag 
lai*  laad  l^v  Um  parpasw  of  a  paUir 
park,  aad  k^  wi^Msd  topoiat  oat  to  ^e 
HottK  that  ahhoagh  tko  Kte  vaft  a  nan 
oa«  of  12^  aoao^  aboat  tvo  aerea  of  it 
wera  alna^  j  baik  apoa,  aad  eoataia^d 
booafa  aad  gard<ss  whieh  emM  aot  be 
got  lid  of  for  0oaa  J«aia,  beeaaie  tbere 
w<«a  22  or  more  jcar»  Lease  jct  to  ran. 
Tbat  maaat  a  tctj  mall  piaee  of  bud 
araabiMa  te*  park  parpoaca ;  aad  it  vas 
a  piac«  of  bud  wbieb  la j  at  rigbt  aagjav 
baek  froai  tbamaia  road,  to  &it  it  pra- 
oeatad  itadf  ia  tba  form,  as  it  were,  of  a 
bole  ia  tba  wall — tbere  was  oal j  oae 
waj  in  aad  one  wmj  oat.  Now,  tber 
were  all  in  hswma  of  open  ^aeea  wbera 
tbej  were  reasonable  aad  leqoired  br 
tbe  paMje,  aad  wbere  proper  anaage- 
■lente  in  erety  ebape  laigbt  be  carried 
oat.  Bat  as  to  tbe  reqairemeats  of 
tide  partieolar  parieb — aad  be  spoke  as 
a  mead  of  open  spaces — tbej  were 
fiff  lesstban  tbe  reqairemeats  cf  odier 
parisbes.  In  tbat  instance,  tbe  wbole  of 
tbe  ratepajers  of  Lambetb  were  to  be 
called  npon  to  paj  tbroocb  tbeir  rents 
an  exoroitant  price  for  tbe  parcbase  of 
tbis  piece  of  land  wbicb  was  situated 
at  the  farther  end  of  the  parish  of  Lam- 
beCby  where  open  spaces  were  least  neces- 
sarj  than  in  anj  other  pert  of  the  parish. 
If  this  were  a  space  near  the  Weelmin- 
ster  Bridge  Boad,  thej  woald  all  be  at 
once  prepared  to  support  its  coBTersion 
into  a  pablic  park  on  acoonnt  of  the 
orer  crowded  condition  of  the  neigh- 
boorhood«  Bot  this  neighboorhood  was 
not  orer  crowded.  XJnfortanately,  be 
bad  not  got  tbe  figares  with  him,  bot  he 
read  them  to  the  House  on  the  last  occa- 
sion tbat  that  Bill  was  discussed,  and  he 
thooght  he  said  that  there  were  onlj 
from  140  to  150  persons  to  a  square 
mile.  Certainlj,  tbat  was  not  a  very 
oyer  crowded  neighbourhood.  In  the 
next  place,  Clapham  Common  was  within 
lees  than  a  nule  of  this  yerj  spot,  and 
within  oae  mile  and  1<K)  jarde  in  aaotber 
direction  there  was  Tooting  Oommon. 

Mr.  BroMm^t 
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ti!te  TesCrr  smskt  la  cxtovt 
taat  pncaoalef  ^e  pockets  of  &e 
pa jers.     Aai  wkai  bad  ~ 
emflsfwd  te 
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tifia  of  die  T4 
b^  a  lar^«^ 
WbitMoadar.  HappOrfcrbisqiiietade 
aad  peace  of  miad.  be  was  BOt  at  borne 
oatbatdar:  bat  be  was  told  tbat 
tbe  temperaace  demuaitisfiou  resoked 
aearlj  ia  a  riot«  aad  aearly  eteijbody 
who  atteaded  it  was  ezeeefiagly  droak, 
aad  tbat  tbe  whole  seeee  was  one  of  iSbm 


wildest  disordei  tbat  could  be  inagiaed. 
It  diegwsUd  tbe  wbtrfe  neigbbovrbood, 
aad  people  came  to  the  conclaaiaa  tbat 
if  tb»  piece  <^  land  were  taned  into  a 
pablic  park,  it  might  on  any  day  be  em- 
ployed for  a  rimilar  purpose.  Itcarried 
reasoa  oa  tbe  f^a  of  it,  aad  be  bad  ao 
doubt  it  was  drawn  by  tba  Committee 
without  knowing  macb  of  tbe  depth  of 
cunning  which  aaiomted  tbe  promoten 
of  this  scheme.  Tbe  daase  in  its  beaa* 
tifol 


of  tW  ntefajcn  iftto  1m  taken 
at  paVSe  ■aiCiuga  %m  aiWfd  to  be  bdd  at 
Brixton  HaU,  Acre  Laae.  after  pmper  anf  b»- 

Mea  grivB,  nf  ■  to 

VjtW  lector  afftke 


At  tbat  meeting,  a  resolutioa  was  to  be 
submitted  approring  of  the  purchase  of 
the  said  land,  and  the  question 

«*SlMai  be  decidod  bj  tba  Mjority  of  tbt 


that  not  leaa  tkan  <me-foaith  of  tbe 
present,  on  tbe  diow  of  bandi  taken  fw  fbe 
pnrpoae,  aball  deoand  tbat  aneb  qnealion  be 
taken  bjrapoU  of  tbe  ntapay«%  aadipott  to 
be  taken  in  tba  aaaa  HMBner  aa  nader  tba  Free 
Librariea  Act." 

Perhaps  he  would  be  allowed  to  point 
out  to  the  House  that  the  proaM>teffS 
of  the  Bill  were  persons  who  had  an 
intereet  in  the  sale  of  this  piece  of  laad. 
He  wae  not  saying  whether  they  were 
actually  to  reap  a  profit  or  not ;  but  they 
had  a  large  interest  in  the  ^11,  which 
meant  that  if  they  were  successful,  they 
would  obtain  a  profit  of  from  £3*i,000  to 
£23,000.  Now,  was  it  to  be  supposed 
for  a  moment  that  in  the  hall  horaiBg 
only  fiOO  or  700  ratepayers  these  peraoas, 
baring  £22,000  or  £23,000  at  stake. 
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would  not  take  car«  that  the  ball  waB 
thorouglit;  well  packedand  the  meeting 
primed  with  the  right  sort  of  men  to  gire 
the  neceBsaij  vote  when  the  rssolntion 
came  to  bo  submitted  by  the  rector  of  the 
parish,  who  waa  to  preside  as  »x-oJieio 
Chairman  of  the  Vestry  of  the  said 
parish.  There  oould  be  no  doubt  that 
the  hall  would  be  packed  and  that  those 
present  would  rote  ae  they  had  been  in- 
structed and  induced  to  vote  by  every 
means  known  to  persons  of  that  class. 
What  he  asked  the  Hoose  to  do,  in 
place  of  that  elaase,  waa  to  insert  a 
liauee  which  would  give  the  right  to 
the  ratepayers  of  the  whole  parieh  to 
decide  whether  ^e  park  should  be  pur- 
chased or  not— that  was,  that  every 
ratepayer  should  have  a  paper  left  at  his 
house  and  should  vote  in  precisely  the 
same  maaaer  as  he  would  do  ia  the  case 
of  the  Free  Libraries  Act,  saying  "  yea  " 
or  "  nay  "  to  the  proposal.  Surely,  that 
was  a  proposal  whioh  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  agree  to.  Oould  anyone  eay  that 
it  was  not  a  fair  aad  reasonable  pro- 
posal? The  Veetry,  by  a  majority  of 
two  to  one,  had  deoiaed  against  the 
proposal  two  or  three  times.  An  eleo- 
tion  had  sitioe  token  place  on  which 
there  waa  a  considerable  expenditure  of 
money,  and  the  result  was  that  that 
majority  had  b«en  rednoed,  but  still 
there  was  a  majority  of  the  members  of 
the  Vestry  agaiast  the  Bill.  He  asked 
the  House  to  secure  to  the  ratepayers 
the  right  of  saying  whether  this  Bill 
should  be  passed  into  an  Act,  or  whe- 
ther it  should  not.  He  (Ur.  Broadhurst) 
saw  that  his  hon.  Friend  who  sat  for  the 
division  in  which  he  lived  was  at  that 
moment  in  bis  place.  This  plot  of  land 
was  sitnated  in  the  centre  of  the  division 
his  hon.  Friend  represented.  Hs  (Mr. 
Broadhust)  did  not  think  that  his  hon. 
Friend  intended  to  support  the  Bill. 
On  the  contrary,  he  thought  he  was 
going  to  vote  against  it.  He  had  only 
one  other  point.  The  completion  of  this 
scheme  partly  rested  with  the  decision 
of  the  Uetropolitan  Board  of  Works. 
As  he  said  earlier,  the  Uetropolitan 
Board  did,  through  the  repreeentative 
front  the  Lambeth  Vestry,  agree,  under 
certain  oonditioaa  with  regard  to  the 
purchase,  to  snbscribe  £1,000  per  acre; 
but  he  would  ask  the  House  whether  it 
was  right  that  the  ratepayers  of  Lam- 
beth should  be  left  to  the  merey  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  nnd«r  exiitmg  cir< 


Dumstances.  Why,  the  ratepayers  of 
London  were  at  that  moment  without 
inicipal  government.  They  had  no 
proper  authority  on  which  they  oould 
rely  or  in  which  they  had  confidence  to 
protect  them  against  jobbery  and  out- 
rage. The  Metropolitan  Board  of 
^^tks  existed  in  law,  but  it  did  not 
exist  in  the  confidence  of  the  people  of 
the  Metropolis.  He  saw,  and  he  was 
:lad  to  see,  that  there  ware  two  Mem- 
lers  of  the  Cabinet  present.  He  would 
ask  them  and  the  Government  to  place 
themselves  hetweea  those  who  were  the 
lambs  in  this  conspiracy  and  the  wolves 
who  were  promoting  it.  He  asked  them 
to  act  as' shepherds,  because  their  natural 
shepherd  had  disgraced  their  standard 
and  he  trusted  would  soon  be  disestab- 
lished hy  law.  Never  was  there  a  more 
unreasonable,  a  more  unnecessary,  or  a 
more  doubtfully  promoted  scheme  sub- 
mitted  to  the  House  of  Commons  for  the 
so-called  beneBt  of  Lambeth  than  the 
Bill  be  was  then  opposing,  and  he  ap- 
pealed to  hon.  HemDers  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  to  reject  it.  This  was  no 
Party  qnestion.  There  were  no  politics 
in  it  whatever.  Some  Conservatives 
were  supporting  it,  and  many  were  op- 
posing it.  Some  Liberals  were  support- 
ing it,  and  many  were  opposing  it.  Ha 
trusted  that  the  House  would  protect 
the  ratepayers,  and  insert  the  olausa 
which  stood  on  tho  Paper  in  his  name 
in  place  of  Clause  15,  which  he  proposed 
to  strike  out. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  Clauw  IS,  and  insert  the  fol- 
lowing Clause :— "The  purohaie  of  the  aaid 
landH  ghall  not  be  made  until  the  opiaiou  of  the 
ratepaven  of  Lambeth  hai  been  taken  on  the 
deairabilitr  of  Each  pnrchajie,  ity  way  of  a  poll 
of  auch  TatapajeiB,  mcfa  poll  to  be  taksn  in  the 
same  manner  and  with  the  ivue  ineidenta  aa  to 
voting  papers,  expeniei,  andotheiwiMas  a  poll 
of  ratepayers  aoder  '  The  Fublio  Libraries 
Act,  18SG,'  and  the  Poblic  Librariei  Amead- 
n>ent  Act,  1877.'  For  tho  parpoee  of  this  aeo- 
tion  the  exprewion  '  latmayer '  ahaU  mean 
ererj  penon  who  will  be  liaole  to  oontribute 
toward!  any  rate  levied  for  the  porpoae  of  any 
expenditure  or  coatribatioa  by  the  Veetry 
under  this  Act." — {Mr.  Broadhunt.) 

Clause  (Approval  of  ratepayers) 
bromght  vp,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.' 

Tna  ICutquESB  or  CABHARTHEN' 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Nottingham  (Mr.  Broad- 
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hurst),  in  his  opening  remarks,  stated 
that  he  intended  to  give  a  short  history 
of  the  Bill.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Memher 
would  permit  him  (the  Marquess  of  Car- 
marthen) to  give  the  House  a  short  his- 
tory of  his  action  in  regard  to  it.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  he  was  in  favour 
of  open  spaces  wherever  they  were 
needed  and  wherever  they  were  neces- 
sary. But  when  this  Bill  came  before 
the  House  on  the  first  occasion  he  op- 
posed it  on  three  grounds.  Firstly,  be- 
cause he  maintained  that  it  was  a  great 
piece  of  jobbery,  although  he  pro- 
duced absolutely  no  evidence  whatever 
to  make  good  that  assertion  in  any  way ; 
secondly,  because  he  thought  the  price 
proposed  to  be  paid  for  the  land  was 
excessive,  although  evidence  was  brought 
before  the  Committee  to  show  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  Messrs.  Debenham  and 
Mason,  the  eminent  firm  of  auctioneers, 
the  price  was  a  very  reasonable  one  in- 
deed ;  and,  thirdly,  because  there  were 
houses  upon  it.  The  promoters  sug- 
gested at  the  time  the  Bill  was  brought 
in  that  those  houses  might  be  kept  up, 
and  that  arrangement  made  by  which 
they  could  be  utilized  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  up  the  park.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, however,  objected  to  that  proposal, 
and  to  meet  his  objeotions  the  promoters 
withdrew  that  clause  altogether.  As 
the  hon.  Member  very  well  knew,  the 
houses  to  which  he  objected  were  only 
to  stand  until  the  lease  expired,  when 
they  were  to  be  pulled  down,  and  there 
was  a  clause  in  the  Bill  which  said  that 
no  house  was  to  be  re-erected.  When 
these  provisions  were  inserted  in  the 
Bill  it  was  thought  that  they  would 
draw  the  teeth  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
opposition,  but  it  appeared  now  that 
his  opposition  was  of  a  different  charac- 
ter. He  must  confess  that  the  course 
he  had  pursued  was  somewhat  remark- 
able. If  there  was  one  scheme  which 
he  denounced  more  strongly  than  others 
it  was  the  Yauxhall  Park  Bill;  but 
where  was  his  opposition  now  ?  It  had 
vanished  into  thin  air.  His  reasons,  as 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Carmarthen)  had 
explained,  for  opposing  the  Bill  were 
that  it  was  a  piece  of  jobbery,  that  too 
great  a  price  was  to  be  paid  for  it,  and 
that  there  were  buildings  upon  it.  One 
would  certainly  have  thought  that  if 
his  opposition  was  based  on  such  grounds 
he  would  have  had  a  word  or  two  to  say 
against  the  Yauxhall  Park  Bill,  which 
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was  to  acquire  a  site  of  only  eight  acreS| 
whereas  the  site  for  the  proposed  Brix- 
ton Park  was  12^  acres.  He  should 
certainly  offer  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  a  strenuous  opposition, 
because  he  regarded  it  as  absolutely  un- 
necessary. Certain  Instructions  were 
given  by  that  House  to  the  Committee 
on  the  last  occasion  that  the  Bill  was 
under  discussion,  and  the  Committee, 
with  those  Instructions  before  them,  in- 
serted the  clause  which  now  stood  in 
the  Bill,  which  gave  the  ratepayers  full 
control  over  the  purchase  of  this  piece 
of  land.  If  the  ratepayers  were  strongly 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  it  was  no  great  hard- 
ship to  ask  them  to  attend  a  public 
meeting  and  declare  their  views.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  Brixton  Hall  was 
only  capable  of  holding  600  or  700 
people.  Perhaps  his  (the  Marquess  of 
Carmarthen's)  experience  was  gpreater 
than  that  of  the  hon.  Member.  He 
was  sure  he  had  seen  more  than 
twice  the  number  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member  assembled  in  that  hall.  [Mr. 
Bboadhu&st:  Nothing  of  the  kind.] 
For  those  reasons  he  wished  to  oppose 
the  clause  which  had  been  submitted  by 
the  hon.  Member.  He  considered  it 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  direct 
attempt  to  wreck  the  Bill,  and  it  was 
thoroughly  characterized  by  the  hon. 
Member's  action  throughout.  The  hon. 
Member  never  liked  the  Bill,  but  he 
never  cared  to  get  up  in  his  place  in 
that  House  and  say  so.  He  should 
undoubtedly  divide  against  the  Amend- 
ment, because  he  would  be  no  party  to 
saddling  the  ratepayers  of  the  parish 
with  the  expense  of  opposing  the  Bill. 
He  saw  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
making  signs  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Norwood  Division  of 
Lambeth  (Mr.  Bristowe),  who  was  sit- 
ting on  that  side  of  the  House,  with  a 
view  of  inducing  him  to  get  up  in  his 
place  in  opposition  to  him.  He  was 
afraid  that  his  hon.  Friend,  whose  con- 
stituency the  future  park  was  to  serve, 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  He 
feared  that  he  was  much  more  interested 
in  another  scheme  which  was  not  quite 
in  so  forward  a  stage.  Nevertheless, 
his  name  appeared  upon  the  back  of 
the  Bill.  He  sincerely  trusted  that  the 
House  would  support  him  in  opposing 
the  clause 

Mb.   bristowe    (Lambeth,    Nor- 
wood)  said,  his  noble  Friend  (the  Mar« 
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quess  of  Carmarthen)  had  said  that  his 
(Mr.  Bristowe's)  name  was  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill.  That  was  quite  true,  but 
he  put  his  name  on  the  Bill  because  he 
considered  it  his  duty  to  do  so,  seeing 
that  he  represented  the  division  in 
which  the  proposed  park  was  situated. 
He  was  certainly  not  prepared  to  back 
up  every  word  that  had  been  stated  by 
his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst)  with  reference  to  this  part  of 
Brixton  in  the  division  of  Norwood  not 
being  in  want  of  open  spaces.  He 
believed  that  open  spaces  were  highly 
advantageous  to  all  parts  of  London,  and 
he  was  very  much  in  favour  of  them.  He 
was  certainly  not  aware  of  the  unseemly 
meeting  which  the  hon.  Member  said 
took  place  on  this  piece  of  ground  on  Whit 
Monday.  At  the  same  time,  he  should 
ffo  into  the  Lobby  with  his  hon.  Friend 
for  this  reason,  and  this  reason  only — that 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  the  parish 
of  Lambeth  in  regard  to  this  question 
of  the  purchase  of  the  park.  He,  there- 
fore, did  not  think  that  any  arrange- 
ment should  be  entered  into,  except  with 
the  consent  of  the  ratepayers  generally. 
On  the  30th  of  April  a  Petition  was 
presented  to  that  House  in  reference  to 
the  Yauxhall  Park  Bill,  which  ran  on  all 
fours  with  that  scheme  from  the  Lambeth 
Yestry,  asking  that  the  matter  should 
be  decided  by  the  ratepayers.  Since 
then  there  had  been  another  election, 
and  nothing  had  taken  place  to  alter 
the  decision  of  the  Yestry  with  regard  to 
that  Bill.  The  question,  therefore,  should 
be  left  to  be  settled  by  the  ratepayers 
themselves.  Now,  he  considered  that 
what  had  taken  place  with  regard  to 
the  Yauxhall  Park  Bill  applied  also  to 
Brixton,  where  the  feeling  undoubtedly 
ran  high.  At  the  last  meeting  of  the 
Board,  on  the  14th  of  June,  several 
divisions  upon  this  question  took  place, 
and  the  voting  was  in  one  case  49  to  48, 
in  another  53  to  52,  and  in  a  third  51 
to  50.  Therefore,  although  he  was  in 
favour  of  open  spaces,  and  his  hon. 
Friend  was  perfectly  aware  of  that, 
seeing  that  the  feeling  of  the  parish 
ran  so  high,  and  taking  into  consider- 
ation that  the  Yestry  did  not  wish  to 
have  this  power  thrown  on  them,  but 
desired  that  it  should  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  ratepayers,  he  supported 
the  Amendment  moved  by  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite.  Perhaps  he  might 
have  a  little  more  respect  for  the  Yestry 

YOL.  00(3XXYII.   [thied  sewes.;! 


than  his  hon.  Friend  had.  At  all  events, 
they  were  the  •  representative  Body  of 
the  parish  of  Lambeth,  and  he  con- 
sidered that  he  was  only  acting  in  ac- 
cordance with  their  wishes  and  what  he 
believed  to  be  the  feelings  of  the  rate- 
payers of  the  parish,  if  he  went  into 
the  Lobby  with  his  hon.  Friend,  with  a 
view  of  throwing  the  responsibility  of 
the  purchase  upon  the  ratepayers. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  he  wished  to 
make  the  House  acquainted  with  the 
exact  point  which  was  to  be  considered. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Nottingham  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  had  posed 
before  the  House  as  a  lamb.  Now,  in 
the  days  of  Mr.  Bemal  Osborne,  the 
House  used  to  hear  about  the  Notting- 
ham lambs,  but  they  were  always  sup- 
posed to  be  able  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves. He  had  no  doubt  that  his  hon. 
Friend,  one  of  the  present  Members  for 
the  borough,  was  quite  able  to  take  oare 
of  himself.  Whatever  amount  of  accu- 
racy there  might  be  in  the  allegation 
that  the  price  to  be  paid  for  the  park 
was  excessive,  or  that  the  feeling  in 
Lambeth  was  against  the  purchase,  none 
of  these  questions  were  involved  in  the 
issue  before  the  House.  His  hon. 
Friend  made  many  objections  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  he  would 
make  similar  objections  now.  The  Bill, 
however,  was  read  a  second  time,  and 
no  step  was  ever  taken  to  bring  before 
the  Committee  to  whom  the  Bill  was 
referred,  the  allegations  which  were 
made  on  the  second  reading  by  the  hon. 
Member.  Surely,  that  House  was  not 
a  proper  tribunal  for  inquiring  into  the 
accuracy  of  the  statements  of  the  hen. 
Member.  The  issue  before  the  House 
was  simply  this — The  Bill  had  been 
read  a  second  time,  referred  to  a  Oom- 
mittee,  and  in  accordance  with  a  Eeso- 
lution  and  Listruction  passed  by  the 
House,  the  Committee  put  into  the  Bill 
a  provision  to  enable  the  votes  of  the 
ratepayers,  if  necessary,  to  be  taken, 
and  the  only  question  now  was,  in 
which  of  two  ways  should  the  opinion 
of  the  ratepayers  be  taken  upon  the 
question  of  the  purchase.  The  question 
of  the  propriety  of  the  purchase  itself 
was  not  raised  ;  but  the  question  which 
was  raised  was,  what  guarantee  they 
could  have  that  the  ratepayers  of  Lam- 
beth #ere  in  favour  of  the  purchase. 
In  the  absence  of  any  opi>osition,  the 
Oommitteei  before  whom  the  Bill  went 
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hurst),  in  his  opening  remarks,  stated 
that  he  intended  to  give  a  short  history 
of  the  Bill.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
would  permit  him  (the  Marquess  of  Car- 
marthen) to  give  the  House  a  short  his- 
tory of  his  action  in  regard  to  it.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  he  was  in  favour 
of  open  spaces  wherever  they  were 
needed  and  wherever  they  were  neces- 
sary. But  when  this  Bill  came  before 
the  House  on  the  first  occasion  he  op- 
posed it  on  three  grounds.  Firstly,  be- 
cause he  maintained  that  it  was  a  great 
piece  of  jobbery,  although  he  pro- 
duced absolutely  no  evidence  whatever 
to  make  good  that  assertion  in  any  way ; 
secondly,  because  he  thought  the  price 
proposed  to  be  paid  for  the  land  was 
excessive,  although  evidence  was  brought 
before  the  Committee  to  show  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  Messrs.  Debenham  and 
Mason,  the  eminent  firm  of  auctioneers, 
the  price  was  a  very  reasonable  one  in- 
deed ;  and,  thirdly,  because  there  were 
houses  upon  it.  The  promoters  sug- 
gested at  the  time  the  Bill  was  brought 
in  that  those  houses  might  be  kept  up, 
and  that  arrangement  made  by  which 
they  could  be  utilized  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  up  the  park.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, however,  objected  to  that  proposal, 
and  to  meet  his  objections  the  promoters 
withdrew  that  clause  altogether.  As 
the  hon.  Member  very  well  knew,  the 
houses  to  which  he  objected  were  only 
to  stand  until  the  lease  expired,  when 
they  were  to  be  pulled  down,  and  there 
was  a  clause  in  the  Bill  which  said  that 
no  house  was  to  be  re-erected.  When 
these  provisions  were  inserted  in  the 
Bill  it  was  thought  that  they  would 
draw  the  teeth  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
opposition,  but  it  appeared  now  that 
his  opposition  was  of  a  difiPerent  charac- 
ter. He  must  confess  that  the  course 
he  had  pursued  was  somewhat  remark- 
able. If  there  was  one  scheme  which 
he  denounced  more  strongly  than  others 
it  was  the  Vauxhall  Park  Bill;  but 
where  was  his  opposition  now  ?  It  had 
vanished  into  thin  air.  His  reasons,  as 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Carmarthen)  had 
explained,  for  opposing  the  Bill  were 
that  it  was  a  piece  of  jobbery,  that  too 
great  a  price  was  to  be  paid  for  it,  and 
that  there  were  buildings  upon  it.  One 
would  certainly  have  thought  tliat  if 
his  opposition  was  based  on  such  grounds 
he  would  have  had  a  word  or  two  to  say 
against  the  Vauxhall  Park  Bill,  which 
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was  to  acquire  a  site  of  only  eight  acres, 
whereas  the  site  for  the  proposed  Brix- 
ton Park  was  12}^  acres.  He  should 
certainly  offer  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  a  strenuous  opposition, 
because  he  regarded  it  as  absolutely  un- 
necessary. Certain  Instructions  were 
given  by  that  House  to  the  Committee 
on  the  last  occasion  that  the  Bill  was 
under  discussion,  and  the  Committee, 
with  those  Instructions  before  them,  in- 
serted the  clause  which  now  stood  in 
the  Bill,  which  gave  the  ratepayers  full 
control  over  the  purchase  of  this  piece 
of  land.  If  the  ratepayers  were  strongly 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  it  was  no  great  hard- 
ship to  ask  them  to  attend  a  public 
meeting  and  declare  their  views.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  Brixton  Hall  was 
only  capable  of  holding  600  or  700 
people.  Perhaps  his  (the  Marquess  of 
Carmarthen's)  experience  was  grater 
than  that  of  the  hon.  Member.  He 
was  sure  he  had  seen  more  than 
twice  the  number  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member  assembled  in  that  hall.  [Mr. 
Broadhurst:  Nothing  of  the  kind.] 
For  those  reasons  he  wished  to  oppose 
the  clause  which  had  been  submitted  by 
the  hon.  Member.  He  considered  it 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  direct 
attempt  to  wreck  the  Bill,  and  it  was 
thoroughly  characterized  by  the  hon. 
Member's  action  throughout.  The  hon. 
Member  never  liked  the  Bill,  but  he 
never  cared  to  get  up  in  his  place  in 
that  House  and  say  so.  He  should 
undoubtedly  divide  against  the  Amend- 
ment, because  he  would  be  no  party  to 
saddling  the  ratepayers  of  the  pariah 
with  the  expense  of  opposing  the  Bill. 
He  saw  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
making  signs  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Norwood  Division  of 
Lambeth  (Mr.  Bristowe),  who  was  sit- 
ting on  that  side  of  the  House,  with  a 
view  of  inducing  him  to  set  "i^P  ^^  ^^^ 
place  in  opposition  to  him.  He  was 
afraid  that  his  hon.  Friend,  whose  con- 
stituency the  future  park  was  to  Berve, 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  He 
feared  that  he  was  much  more  interested 
in  another  scheme  which  was  not  quite 
in  so  forward  a  stage.  Nevertheieas, 
his  name  appeared  upon  the  back  of 
the  Bill.  He  sincerely  trusted  that  the 
House  would  support  him  in  opposing 
the  clause. 

Mr.   BRISTOWE    (Lambeth,    Nor- 
wood)  said,  his  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
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quess  of  Carmarthen)  had  said  that  his 
(Mr.  Bristowe's)  name  was  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill.  That  was  quite  true,  but 
he  put  his  name  on  the  Bill  because  he 
considered  it  his  duty  to  do  so,  seeing 
that  he  represented  the  division  in 
which  the  proposed  park  was  situated. 
He  was  certainly  not  prepared  to  back 
up  every  word  that  had  been  stated  by 
his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst)  with  reference  to  this  part  of 
Brixton  in  the  division  of  Norwood  not 
being  in  want  of  open  spaces.  He 
believed  that  open  spaces  were  highly 
advantageous  to  all  parts  of  London,  and 
he  was  very  much  in  favour  of  them.  He 
was  certainly  not  aware  of  the  unseemly 
meeting  which  the  hon.  Member  said 
took  place  on  this  piece  of  ground  on  Whit 
Monday.  At  the  same  time,  he  should 
go  into  the  Lobby  with  his  hon.  Friend 
for  this  reason,  and  this  reason  only — that 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  the  parish 
of  Lambeth  in  regard  to  this  question 
of  the  purchase  of  the  park.  He,  there- 
fore, did  not  think  that  any  arrange- 
ment should  be  entered  into,  except  with 
the  consent  of  the  ratepayers  generally. 
On  the  30th  of  April  a  Petition  was 
presented  to  that  House  in  reference  to 
the  Yauxhall  Park  Bill,  which  ran  on  all 
fours  with  that  scheme  from  the  Lambeth 
Vestry,  asking  that  the  matter  should 
be  decided  by  the  ratepayers.  Since 
then  there  had  been  another  election, 
and  nothing  had  taken  place  to  alter 
the  decision  of  the  Vestry  with  regard  to 
that  Bill.  The  question,  therefore,  should 
be  left  to  be  settled  by  the  ratepayers 
themselves.  Now,  he  considered  that 
what  had  taken  place  with  regard  to 
the  Vauxhall  Park  Bill  applied  also  to 
Brixton,  where  the  feeling  undoubtedly 
ran  high.  At  the  last  meeting  of  the 
Board,  on  the  14th  of  June,  several 
divisions  upon  this  question  took  place, 
and  the  voting  was  in  one  case  49  to  48, 
in  another  53  to  52,  and  in  a  third  51 
to  50.  Therefore,  although  he  was  in 
favour  of  open  spaces,  and  his  hon. 
Friend  was  perfectly  aware  of  that, 
seeing  that  the  feeling  of  the  parish 
ran  so  high,  and  taking  into  consider- 
ation that  the  Vestry  did  not  wish  to 
have  this  power  thrown  on  them,  but 
desired  that  it  should  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  ratepayers,  he  supported 
the  Amendment  moved  by  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite.  Perhaps  he  might 
have  a  little  more  respect  for  the  Vestry 
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than  his  hon.  Friend  had.  At  all  events, 
they  were  the  •  representative  Body  of 
the  parish  of  Lambeth,  and  he  con- 
sidered that  he  was  only  acting  in  ac- 
cordance with  their  wishes  and  what  he 
believed  to  be  the  feelings  of  the  rate- 
payers of  the  parish,  if  he  went  into 
the  Lobby  with  his  hon.  Friend,  with  a 
view  of  throwing  the  responsibility  of 
the  purchase  upon  the  ratepayers. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  he  wished  to 
make  the  House  acquainted  with  the 
exact  point  which  was  to  be  considered. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Nottingham  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  had  posed 
before  the  House  as  a  lamb.  Now,  in 
the  days  of  Mr.  Bemal  Osborne,  the 
House  used  to  hear  about  the  Notting- 
ham lambs,  but  they  were  always  sup- 
posed to  be  able  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves. He  had  no  doubt  that  his  hon. 
Friend,  one  of  the  present  Members  for 
the  borough,  was  quite  able  to  take  care 
of  himself.  Whatever  amount  of  accu- 
racy there  might  be  in  the  allegation 
that  the  price  to  be  paid  for  the  park 
was  excessive,  or  that  the  feeling  in 
Lambeth  was  against  the  purchase,  none 
of  these  questions  were  involved  in  the 
issue  before  the  House.  His  hon. 
Friend  made  many  objections  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  he  would 
make  similar  objections  now.  The  Bill, 
however,  was  read  a  second  time,  and 
no  step  was  ever  taken  to  bring  before 
the  Committee  to  whom  the  Bill  was 
referred,  the  allegations  which  were 
made  on  the  second  reading  by  the  hon. 
Member.  Surely,  that  House  was  not 
a  proper  tribunal  for  inquiring  into  the 
accuracy  of  the  statements  of  the  hen. 
Member.  The  issue  before  the  House 
was  simply  this — The  Bill  had  been 
read  a  second  time,  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee, and  in  accordance  with  a  Keso- 
lution  and  Listruction  passed  by  the 
House,  the  Oommittee  put  into  the  Bill 
a  provision  to  enable  the  votes  of  the 
ratepayers,  if  necessary,  to  be  taken, 
and  the  only  question  now  was,  in 
which  of  two  ways  should  the  opinion 
of  the  ratepayers  be  taken  upon  the 
question  of  the  purchase.  The  question 
of  the  propriefy  of  the  purchase  itself 
was  not  raised ;  but  the  question  which 
was  raised  was,  what  guarantee  they 
could  have  that  the  ratepayers  of  Lam- 
beth were  in  favour  of  the  purchase. 
In  the  absence  of  any  opposition,  the 
Oommittee,  before  whom  the  Bill  went 
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hurst),  in  his  opening  remarks,  stated 
that  he  intended  to  give  a  short  history 
of  the  Bill.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Memher 
woald  permit  him  (the  Marquess  of  Car- 
marthen) to  give  the  House  a  short  his- 
tory of  his  action  in  regard  to  it.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  he  was  in  favour 
of  open  spaces  wherever  they  were 
needed  and  wherever  they  were  neces- 
sary. But  when  this  Bill  came  before 
the  House  on  the  first  occasion  he  op- 
posed it  on  three  grounds.  Firstly,  be- 
cause he  maintained  that  it  was  a  gpreat 
piece  of  jobbery,  although  he  pro- 
duced absolutely  no  evidence  whatever 
to  make  good  that  assertion  in  any  way ; 
secondly,  because  he  thought  the  price 
proposed  to  be  paid  for  the  land  was 
excessive,  although  evidenoe  was  brought 
before  the  Committee  to  show  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  Messrs.  Dobenham  and 
Mason,  the  eminent  firm  of  auctioneers, 
the  price  was  a  very  reasonable  one  in- 
deed ;  and,  thirdly,  because  there  were 
houses  upon  it.  The  promoters  sug- 
gested at  the  time  the  Bill  was  brought 
in  that  those  houses  might  be  kept  up, 
and  that  arrangement  made  by  which 
they  could  be  utilized  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  up  the  park.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, however,  objected  to  that  proposal, 
and  to  meet  his  objections  the  promoters 
withdrew  that  clause  altogether.  As 
the  hon.  Member  very  well  knew,  the 
houses  to  which  he  objected  were  only 
to  stand  until  the  lease  expired,  when 
they  were  to  be  pulled  down,  and  there 
was  a  clause  in  the  Bill  which  said  that 
no  house  was  to  be  re- erected.  When 
these  provisions  were  inserted  in  the 
Bill  it  was  thought  that  they  would 
draw  the  teeth  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
opposition,  but  it  appeared  now  that 
his  opposition  was  of  a  difiPerent  charac- 
ter. He  must  confess  that  the  course 
he  had  pursued  was  somewhat  remark- 
able. If  there  was  one  scheme  which 
he  denounced  more  strongly  than  others 
it  was  the  yauxhall  Park  BiU;  but 
where  was  his  opposition  now  ?  It  had 
vanished  into  thin  air.  His  reasons,  as 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Carmarthen)  had 
explained,  for  opposing  the  Bill  were 
that  it  was  a  piece  of  jobbery,  that  too 
great  a  price  was  to  be  paid  for  it,  and 
that  there  were  buildings  upon  it.  One 
would  certainly  have  thought  tltat  if 
his  opposition  was  based  on  such  grounds 
he  would  have  had  a  word  or  two  to  say 
against  the  Yauxhall  Park  BUI,  which 
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was  to  acquire  a  site  of  only  eight  acres, 
whereas  the  site  for  the  proposed  Brix- 
ton Park  was  \2^  acres.  He  should 
certainly  offer  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  a  strenuous  opposition, 
because  he  regarded  it  as  absolutely  un- 
necessary. Certain  Instructions  were 
given  by  that  House  to  the  Committee 
on  the  last  occasion  that  the  Bill  was 
under  discussion,  and  the  Committee, 
with  those  Instructions  before  them,  in- 
serted the  clause  which  now  stood  in 
the  Bill,  which  gave  the  ratepayers  full 
control  over  the  purchase  of  this  piece 
of  land.  If  the  ratepayers  were  strongly 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  it  was  no  great  hard- 
ship to  ask  them  to  attend  a  public 
meeting  and  declare  their  views.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  Brixton  Hall  was 
only  capable  of  holding  600  or  700 
people.  Perhaps  his  (the  Marquess  of 
Carmarthen's)  experience  was  grater 
than  that  of  the  hon.  Member.  He 
was  sure  he  had  seen  more  than 
twice  the  number  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member  assembled  in  that  hall.  [Mr. 
Bboadhurst  :  Nothing  of  the  kind.] 
For  those  reasons  he  wished  to  oppose 
the  clause  which  had  been  submitted  by 
the  hon.  Member.  He  considered  it 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  direct 
attempt  to  wreck  the  Bill,  and  it  was 
thoroughly  characterized  by  the  hon. 
Member's  action  throughout.  The  hon. 
Member  never  liked  the  Bill,  but  he 
never  cared  to  get  up  in  his  place  in 
that  House  and  say  so.  He  should 
undoubtedly  divide  against  the  Amend- 
ment, because  he  would  be  no  party  to 
saddling  the  ratepayers  of  the  parish 
with  the  expense  of  opposing  the  Bill. 
He  saw  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
making  signs  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Norwood  Division  of 
Lambeth  (Mr.  Bristowe),  who  was  sit- 
ting on  that  side  of  the  House,  with  a 
view  of  inducing  him  to  get  up  in  his 
place  in  opposition  to  him.  He  was 
afraid  that  his  hon.  Friend,  whose  con- 
stituency the  future  park  was  to  serve, 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  He 
feared  that  he  was  much  more  interested 
in  another  scheme  which  was  not  quite 
in  so  forward  a  stage.  Nevertheless, 
his  name  appeared  upon  the  back  of 
the  Bill.  He  sincerely  trusted  that  the 
House  would  support  him  in  opposing 
the  clause. 

Mr.   BRI8T0WE    (Lambeth,    Nor- 
wood)  said,  his  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
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quess  of  Carmarthen)  had  said  that  his 
(Mr.  Bristowe's)  name  was  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill.  That  was  quite  true,  but 
he  put  his  name  on  the  Bill  because  he 
considered  it  his  duty  to  do  so,  seeing 
that  he  represented  the  division  in 
which  the  proposed  park  was  situated. 
He  was  certainly  not  prepared  to  back 
up  every  word  that  had  been  stated  by 
his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst)  with  reference  to  this  part  of 
Brixton  in  the  division  of  Norwood  not 
being  in  want  of  open  spaces.  He 
believed  that  open  spaces  were  highly 
advantageous  to  all  parts  of  London,  and 
he  was  very  much  in  favour  of  them.  He 
was  certainly  not  aware  of  the  unseemly 
meeting  which  the  hon.  Member  said 
took  place  on  this  piece  of  ground  on  Whit 
Monday.  At  the  same  time,  he  should 
go  into  the  Lobby  with  his  hon.  Friend 
for  this  reason,  and  this  reason  only — that 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  the  parish 
of  Lambeth  in  regard  to  this  question 
of  the  purchase  of  the  park.  He,  there- 
fore, did  not  think  that  any  arrange- 
ment should  be  entered  into,  except  with 
the  consent  of  the  ratepayers  generally. 
On  the  30th  of  April  a  Petition  was 
presented  to  that  House  in  reference  to 
the  Yauxhall  Park  Bill,  which  ran  on  all 
fours  with  that  scheme  from  the  Lambeth 
Vestry,  asking  that  the  matter  should 
be  decided  by  the  ratepayers.  Since 
then  there  had  been  another  election, 
and  nothing  had  taken  place  to  alter 
the  decision  of  the  Vestry  with  regard  to 
thatBill.  The  question,  therefore,  should 
be  left  to  be  settled  by  the  ratepayers 
themselves.  Now,  he  considered  that 
what  had  taken  place  with  regard  to 
the  Vauxhall  Park  Bill  applied  also  to 
Brixton,  where  the  feeling  undoubtedly 
ran  high.  At  the  last  meeting  of  the 
Board,  on  the  14th  of  June,  several 
divisions  upon  this  question  took  place, 
and  the  voting  was  in  one  case  49  to  48, 
in  another  53  to  52,  and  in  a  third  51 
to  50.  Therefore,  although  he  was  in 
favour  of  open  spaces,  and  his  hon. 
Friend  was  perfectly  aware  of  that, 
seeing  that  the  feeling  of  the  parish 
ran  so  high,  and  taking  into  consider- 
ation that  the  Vestry  did  not  wish  to 
have  this  power  thrown  on  them,  but 
desired  that  it  should  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  ratepayers,  he  supported 
the  Amendment  moved  by  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite.  Perhaps  he  might 
have  a  little  more  respect  for  the  Vestry 
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than  his  hon.  Friend  had.  At  all  events, 
they  were  the  •  representative  Body  of 
the  parish  of  Lambeth,  and  he  con- 
sidered that  he  was  only  acting  in  ac- 
cordance with  their  wishes  and  what  he 
believed  to  be  the  feelings  of  the  rate- 
payers of  the  parish,  if  he  went  into 
the  Lobby  with  his  hon.  Friend,  with  a 
view  of  throwing  the  responsibility  of 
the  purchase  upon  the  ratepayers. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  wished  to 
make  the  House  acquainted  with  the 
exact  point  which  was  to  be  considered. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Nottingham  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  had  posed 
before  the  House  as  a  lamb.  Now,  in 
the  days  of  Mr.  Bemal  Osborne,  the 
House  used  to  hear  about  the  Notting- 
ham lambs,  but  they  were  always  sup- 
posed to  be  able  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves. He  had  no  doubt  that  his  hon. 
Friend,  one  of  the  present  Members  for 
the  borough,  was  quite  able  to  take  care 
of  himself.  Whatever  amount  of  accu- 
racy there  might  be  in  the  allegation 
that  the  price  to  be  paid  for  the  park 
was  excessive,  or  that  the  feeling  in 
Lambeth  was  against  the  purchase,  none 
of  these  questions  were  involved  in  the 
issue  before  the  House.  His  hon. 
Friend  made  many  objections  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  he  would 
make  similar  objections  now.  The  Bill, 
however,  was  read  a  second  time,  and 
no  step  was  ever  taken  to  bring  before 
the  Committee  to  whom  the  Bill  was 
referred,  the  allegations  which  were 
made  on  the  second  reading  by  the  hon. 
Member.  Surely,  that  House  was  not 
a  proper  tribunal  for  inquiring  into  the 
accuracy  of  the  statements  of  the  hen. 
Member.  The  issue  before  the  House 
was  simply  this — The  Bill  had  been 
read  a  second  time,  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee, and  in  accordance  with  a  Reso- 
lution and  Listruction  passed  by  the 
House,  the  Committee  put  into  the  Bill 
a  provision  to  enable  the  votes  of  the 
ratepayers,  if  necessary,  to  be  taken, 
and  the  only  question  now  was,  in 
which  of  two  ways  should  the  opinion, 
of  the  ratepayers  be  taken  upon  the 
question  of  the  purchase.  The  question 
of  the  propriety  of  the  purchase  itself 
was  not  raised  ;  but  the  question  which 
was  raised  was,  what  guarantee  they 
could  have  that  the  ratepayers  of  Lam- 
beth were  in  favour  of  the  purchase. 
In  the  absence  of  any  opposition,  the 
Committee,  before  whom  the  Bill  went 
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as  an  unopposed  measure,  endeavoured 
to  carry  out  the  desire  of  the  House, 
and  provided  that  the  scheme  should 
not  be  carried  out  unless  the  resolution, 
which  must  first  of  all  be  taken  by  the 
Vestry,  was  brought  before  a  public 
meeting  of  the  ratepayers.  If  such 
public  meeting  of  the  ratepayers  decided 
in  favour  of  the  purchase,  even  then  the 
thing  was  not  complete,  if  one-fourth  of 
those  present  demanded  a  poll.  But  if 
the  opposition  at  a  public  meeting  did 
not  amount  to  one-fourth,  then  the  de- 
cision of  the  public  meeting  would  be 
held  sufficient  to  ratify  the  decision  of 
the  Vestry.  His  hon.  Friend,  on  the 
other  hand,  wished  to  have  the  whole 
parish  put  to  the  expense  of  a  poll, 
even,  though,  at  a  public  meeting, 
especially  convened  for  the  purpose, 
there  should  not  be  one-fourth  of  those 
present  objecting  to  the  scheme.  It 
must  also  be  remembered  that  this  was 
a  very  large  parish  extending  from  be- 
yond Brixton  down  to  Westminster 
Bridge.  Now,  he  confessed,  that  it  was 
a  serious  matter  to  go  beyond  the  re- 
presentative authority  of  the  parish  at 
all,  and  many  Members  objected  to  it 
on  principle ;  but  inasmuch  as  the 
House  decided  that  there  should  be  a 
reference  beyond  the  Vestry,  the  Com- 
mittee put  in  a  clause  embodying  a 
reference  first  to  a  public  meeting  and 
then  to  the  ratepayers  at  large.  His 
hon.  Friend  insisted  that  the  proper 
course  was  to  appeal  to  the  ratepapers, 
even,  although,  more  than  three-fourths 
of  those  present  at  the  public  meeting 
were  in  favour  of  the  scneme.  Now,  if 
it  be  true  that  at  that  moment  the  Vestry 
itself  was  opposed  to  the  Bill,  was  it 
conceivable  tnat  the  promoters  of  the 
scheme  would  succeed  in  getting  a 
tblic  meeting,  presided  over  by  the 
rector  of  the  parish,  so  packed  that  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  would  not  be  able 
to  number  one-fourth  of  those  present. 
He  certainly  thought  that  thev  would 
expose  the  ratepayers  of  Lambeth,  or 
any  other  parish,  to  very  gpreat  hard- 
ship if  they  were  to  insist  upon  saddling 
them  with  the  expense  of  a  poll  taken 
for  so  large  a  parish,  when  the  Vestry 
were  opposed  to  the  scheme  and  a  public 
meeting  was  to  be  called  for  an  express 
purpose  of  giving  a  decision  by  a  ma- 
jority of  three  to  one.  That  was  the 
whole  point.  If  a  public  meeting  de- 
cided by  three  to  one,  then  the  matter 
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was  complete.  He  did  not  think  they 
ought  to  put  the  parish  to  the  expense 
of  a  poll  in  opposition  to  the  wishes  of 
three-fourths  of  the  ratepayers  as- 
sembled at  a  public  meeting.  He  con- 
fessed that  that  was  not  a  reasonable 
proposition,  and  he  asked  the  House  to 
reject  it. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  asked,  might  he  point  out,  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  who  bad 
just  spoken  (Mr.  Courtney),  that  he  had 
a  considerable  natural  distrust  of  the 
operation  of  these  public  meetings.  In 
this  case,  the  ratepayers  of  Lambeth 
were  threatened  to  be  saddled  with  an 
enormous  burden  of  taxation  for  the 
purchase  of  that  park,  and  it  was 
alleged  that  the  sum  to  be  paid  for  the 
land  was  greatly  in  excess  of  what  it 
ought  to  be.  He  should  certainly  be 
disinclined  to  accept  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed at  a  public  meeting  as  the  ulti- 
mate decision  of  a  parish,  because  it 
was  perfectly  well  known  that  that  test 
had  oeen  applied  in  other  cases,  and 
had  been  found  wanting.  He  thought  it 
would  be  far  better  in  this  case  to  adopt 
the  course  which  was  pursued  in  con- 
nection with  another  important  matter 
— namely,  the  establishment  of  free 
libraries.  In  that  case,  if  there  was  a 
difiPerence  of  opinion,  it  was  competent 
for  a  small  minority  to  force  a  ballot 
upon  the  parish,  and  have  a  poll  taken 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  what 
were  the  wisnes  of  the  ratepayers.  It 
appeared  to  him,  therefore,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Nottingham  was 
strictly  following  a  precedent  which  had 
been  long  accepted  by  the  House  and 
the  country,  in  asking  that  a  similar 
method  of  ascertaining  the  wishes  of  the 
ratepayers  should  be  adopted  on  that 
occasion.  He  was  not,  for  the  moment, 
going  to  suggest  that  any  public  meet- 
ing which  might  be  held  on  that  occa- 
sion would  be  packed  or  otherwise,  but 
it  was  a  matter  of  general  experience 
that  meetings  of  that  kind  had  proved 
very  unsatisfactory.  Many  people  were 
not  able  to  attend  them,  and  many  who 
did  attend  were  unable  to  give  a  satis- 
factory expression  to  their  views.  He 
thought  it  was  worthy  of  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  whether,  in  view  of 
the  County  Council  which  was  proposed 
to  be  established  for  the  Metropolitan 
area,  and  the  municipal  duties  which 
were  about  to  be  conferred  upon  the 
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Hotropolis,  it  would  not  be  wise  and 
beneficial  to  the  people  of  Brixton  to 
allow  this  important  question  to  be  de- 
cided by  that  newly  constituted  authority 
when  it  was  called  into  existence,  rather 
than  have  it  thrust  on  them  at  the  hands 
of  a  moribund  authority  which  was  cer- 
tainly not  a  representative  authority. 
It  must  be  fully  borne  in  mind  that  if 
that  park  was  purchased,  the  burden  of 
taxation  in  the  parish  would  be  greatly 
increased.  He  thought  the  principle  he 
suggested  had  invariably  been  acted 
upon  in  connection  with  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment passed  by  that  House,  and  he 
trusted  that  it  would  be  adopted  here. 
He  was  sure  that  it  was  a  suggestion 
worthy  of  consideration. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYBE  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  find  himself  in  conflict  with  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Nottingham.  He  fully  recognized  his 
efforts  in  reference  to  the  open  spaces, 
and  he  regretted,  therefore,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  to  find  that  he  could  not 
concur  with  the  views  he  had  expressed. 
But  in  all  these  cases  he  was  opposed  to 
a  reference  to  the  ratepayers.  As,  how- 
ever, the  House  gave  an  Instruction  to 
that  effect  to  the  Committee,  he  had  not 
obj  ected.  In  the  case  of  Yauxhall  Park, 
if  he  had  been  present,  he  should  cer- 
tainly have  opposed  the  provision  which 
was  inserted  in  the  Bill  to  that  effect ; 
but  he  had  not  thought  it  right  to  propose 
that  the  Bill  should  be  altogether  re- 
jected on  the  third  reading.  He  thought 
that  the  course  suggested  by  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  would,  to  a  ereat 
extent,  remedy  the  evils  which  had  been 
pointed  out ;  and  he  thought  that,  on 
the  whole,  the  House  would  act  wisely 
in  agreeing  to  the  clause  as  it  stood  in 
the  Bill,  and  in  not  adopting  that  which 
his  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  substitute. 
His  only  object  in  rising  then  was  to 
protest  against  the  insertion  in  future 
of  clauses  of  the  kind. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  94 ;  Noes 
172:  Majority  78.--(Div.  List,  No.  179.) 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 
Q  UE8TI0N8. 

LAND  ACT,  1881,  SBC.  19—  LABOURERS' 
DWELLINGS— APPLICATIONS. 

Sir  CHAELE8  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) 
9sked  th^  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 


Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  in 
a  position  to  state  the  number  of  appli- 
cations to  fix,  under  the  Land  Act  of 
1881,  in  which  the  Land  Commissioners 
have  made  an  order  under  the  19th 
section  of  the  Act  for  the  erection  of 
labourers'  dwellings,  the  number  of 
cases  in  which  such  orders  have  been 
complied  with,  and  the  number  of  cases 
in  which  steps  have  been  taken  to  en- 
force such  orders  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  the  num- 
ber of  orders  referred  to  is  820,  toge- 
ther with  one  made  under  Section  8  of 
the  Labourers'  Cottages  and  Allotments 
Act,  1882.  The  duty  of  securing  com- 
pliance with  such  order  is  attached  by 
Statute  to  the  Sanitary  Authority  of  the 
district  concerned;  and  I  find  that  in 
order  to  reply  to  the  concluding  portion 
of  the  Question  it  would  be  requisite  to 
call  for  Reports  from  the  clerks  of  each 
of  the  Unions  in  which  orders  have  been 
made,  which  would  necessarily  take 
some  time.  If  my  hon.  Friend  thinks 
it  necessary  I  will  make  further  in- 
quiry. 

SiE  CHARLES  LEWIS  gave  Notice 
of  a  further  Question  on  Monday. 

ADMIRALTY-THE  CHANNEL  FLEET 
—BELFAST  LOUGH^ANOHORAGK  IN 
BANGOR  BAY. 

Captain  M*0ALM0NT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Why,  on  the  occasion  of  the  recent  visit 
of  the  Channel  Fleet  to  Belfast  Lough, 
Her  Majesty's  ships  anchored  in  Bangor 
Bay  instead  of  the  usual  man-of-war 
roads,  midway  between  Bangor  and 
Carriokf ergus ;  whether  the  anchorage 
at  the  roadstead  is  much  superior  to 
that  in  Bangor  Bay ;  whether  the  con- 
tracts are  held  in,  and  the  mails  sent  to 
and  from,  Carrickfergus,  which  neces- 
sitated the  ships'  boats  having  con- 
stantly to  cross  the  Lough ;  and,  whe- 
ther orders  will  be  given  for  Her  Majesty's 
ships  in  the  future  to  adhere  to  the 
man-of-war  roads? 

The  secretary  to  tm  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Mr.  Fobwood)  (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) :  Perhaps  my  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  will  allow  me  to  answer  the 
Question  on  behalf  of  the  First  Lord. 
The  Admiral  commanding  the  Channel 
Squadron  was  ordered  to  visit  Belfast 
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Lough  in  the  course  of  his  cruise,   but  no  claim  to  promotion,  irrespective  of  other 
no  restriction  was  placed  on  his  selec-  ^jificatiom  which  are  neceasary  for  aaperior 
tion  of  the  anchorage  which  he  con- 
sidered moat  convenient.     With  certain  PHARMACY      BILL  —  ACCIDENTAL 
winds  the  Bangor  anchorage  is  stated  to  pqisoning  AT  LEWISHAM. 
be  preferable,  and  communication  with 

the  shore  is  easier.  The  Admiralty  I>a.  FARQUH ARSON  (Aberdeen- 
have  no  contracts  for  the  delivery  of  sbire,  W.)  (for  Sir  Henby  Bosoob) 
the  mails  to  the  Fleet  in  Home  Waters,  (Manchester,  8.)  asked  the  Vice-Presi- 
which  is  conducted  by  the  ordinary  dent  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Packet  Service  of  the  country.  As  the  Education,  Whether  the  statement  re- 
Admiral  is  responsible  for  the  safe  con-  ported  to  have  been  made  at  an  inquest 
duct  of  the  Fleet,  it  is  not  desirable  to  held  at  Lewisham  on  June  20,  that  the 
fetter  his  discretion  in  the  selection  of  son  of  a  chemist  and  druggist  had  dis- 
the  place  of  anchorage  for  his  Squadron,  pensed  eight  grains  of  strychnine  in  one 
and  it  is  not  proposed  to  issue  any  dose  of  medicine  instead  of  1 -24th  part 
orders  to  that  efiPect.  No  part  of  Bel-  of  a  grain,  is  correct ;  whether  the  state- 
fast  Lough  has  been  set  apart  for  a  ments  that  the  son  of  the  chemist  was 
man-of-war  anchorage,  as  the  Question  often  left  in  charge  of  his  father's 
implies.  branch  shop,  and  that  he  passed   his 

examination  when  he  was  15  years  of 

WAR  OFFICE— 5T1I  BATTALION  ROTAL  age,  are  also  correct ;  and,  whether,  in 

FUSILIERS— MAJOR  ROE.  view    of   such    an  alarming    accident, 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle-  J^^  Government  will  give  fa^litiesf^^^ 
TTu-jN  u  A  4.x.  a  t.  t  the  consideration  of  the  Pharmacy  Bill 
sex,  Uxbndge)  asked  the  Secretary  of  ,  -  ,  ^  , .  ,  .  :^ J«  j^ 
State  for  War  Whether  assuminir  that  oeiore  me  aouse,  wnicn  is  iniienaea 
Major  Eoe  is  iot  ablo  to  do  the  luties  *°  P^^We  "igainst  8uch  accidents  by  re- 
in the  6th  BattaUon  Royal   FusiUors  geTa!ifi1d  andT"teI^T^    ^  ^^ 

l^^™r.^U  iJ^tth^t'S™  J«'  Thb  ViOE°PR^IDENT  (Sir  Wu.- 

three  years,  it  is  a  fact  that  the  remain-  „        j,         ,g     .    T)Atfo^d^  •  I 

ing  seven  captains  are  so  inefficient  that  l^^  "^^^       f  j^    kr/i.  ^*'****"*^  •  \ 

none  of  them  are  fit  for  promotion,  al-  ^*'®  fo  reason  to  doubt  the  accuraoy  of 

though  the  driU  and  diJiipline  of  the  "»«  »f  tements  recited  m  the  Question 

batt-Qion  has  been  reported  to  be  in  the  ?P^"^5«.^!t*%n?7      if°l'  li.    l^ 

highest  state  of  efficiency  up  to  the  date  J?  «  ***  '***'«  ®'"  *°  "^^  *>«  ^Z 

of  the  honourable  Charles  Edgcumbe's  Member  refers  could  be  proceeded  with ; 

resignation  of  the  command  in  1887;  but  in  the  present  state  of  Public  Busi- 

andf  whether  officers  of  the  Militia  ar^  "^''^  \  ^^9^-  '"'^«'**^«  *"  **»'*  ^^""^ 

to  understand  that  a  certificate  from  a  »P«<"^  ^acuities. 

Sdiool  of  Insteuction  is  not  ipto  faeto  pQOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-CORK  BOARD 

""S  lEffiSr'onffi'cir.  j^Bmtjr'''^""^  '^  '"'''"'^ 

ftr^rSS'^ru'deSrSi  ^a     MAUEICE    HEALT    (Gorki 

through  the  medium  of  Question  and  "^®^  ^^^  ^"*®^  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

Answer  a  discussion  should  be  carried  Lieutenant   of    Ireland,    Whether    his 

on  as  to  the  relative  merits  of  officers  of  attention  has  been  c^ed  to  the  Resolu- 

the  Army.    I  may,  however,  inform  my  ^}^\  passed  on  the  7th  instant  by  the 

hon.  Friend  that  two  of  the  captains  Cork  Board  of  Ghiardians  with  reference 

referred  to  are  not  recommended  for  \  *?«    ^f^^,    ^{   WiUiam    Robinson ; 

fromotion ;  and  that  the  remaining  five  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  this  man, 

ave  not  yet  passed  the  prescribed  ex-  ^^^  ^®»  ^^  removed  from  theOroydon 

amination.    The  answer  to  the  second  ^?J^°  to  Cork,  his  place  of  birth,  not- 

part  of  the  Question  is  given  by  para-  withstanding  that  he  had  gone  to  reside 

graph  42,   Militia  Regulations,    1886,  i^,   England    when    three    years    old; 

which  lays  down  that—  whether  the  Guardians  are  correct  in 

«Ti.      x_      ,   J    .    V,   ^1.  i  «        ,-    ,:.  *^®  complaint  they  make,  that,    while 

"  It  II  extremely  desiraDle  that  omcein  Bnould  t?„«k„u   tt«:^«o  «v!r^o«^«.  *\^r^  ,v^».rv.    ^c 

attend  a  School  o^f  Instruction  to  learn  their  fnghsh  Unions  possess  the  power    of 

duty  thoroughly ;  but  the  posseraion  of  a  cer-  deporting  paupers   who   have  not   ob- 

Uficate  from  a  School  of  IxiBtraction  will  give  tained  a  settlement  to   their  place    of 

Mr.  Forwood 
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birth,  no  corresponding  power  is  pos- 
sessed by  Irish  Unions ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  ratepayers  of  the  Cork 
Union  suffer  in  an  especial  manner  from 
this  state  of  things,  owing  to  the  fact 
that  many  strangers,  stowaways,  and 
others  are  landed  from  vessels  touching 
at  Queenstown ;  and,  whefftier  he  pro- 
poses to  amend  the  Law,  so  as  to  put 
English  and  Irish  Unions  on  an  equality 
in  the  matter  in  question  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAUPOua)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
reply  to  the  inquiries  in  the  first  three 
paragraphs  is  in  the  affirmative.  Com- 
plaints have  been  made  by  the  Board  of 
Guardians  of  Cork  Union  to  the  effect 
indicated  in  the  fourth  paragpraph.  The 
consideration  of  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject is,  in  the  present  state  of  Public 
Business,  quite  impracticable. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  asked,  did 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  the 
matter  deserved  consideration  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  admitted  that 
it  did  deserve  consideration ;  but  he 
could  make  no  promise  of  legislation  on 
the  subject. 

INDIA— THE  SIKKIM  EXPEDITION- 
MILITARY  OPERATIONS-DEATHS  OF 
COLONEL  BATIYE  AND  CAPTAIN 
URMSTON. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  the  following  statement 
in  The  Globe  of  Saturday  last  is  correct 
— namely : — 

*'  Colonel  Battye  and  Captain  Urmston  were 
attacked  by  Gujars  and  Akazais  while  out  with 
58  Goorkhas  and  19  police  for  an  exercise  march 
on  the  Black  Mountain.  The  troops  were  a 
portion  of  the  force  of  300  Goorkhas  holding 
Oghi,  the  outpost  which  Colonel  Battye  com- 
manded. They  were  within  our  border  when 
fired  on  near  the  crest  of  the  Black  Mountain. 
Colonel  Battye  and  Captain  Urmston  were  shot 
while  succouring  a  wounded  Havildar.  The 
bodies  of  the  two  officers  were  taken  to  Abbot- 
abad,  and  buried  there  on  Wednesday  with 
military  honours.  The  Punjab  Government 
desired  to  punish  the  Akazais  for  their  miscon- 
duct last  spring  by  an  Expedition,  but  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  negatived  the  proposal.  The 
tribe  was  placed  under  blockade,  and  the  out- 
post at  Oghi  was  strengthened  to  guard  against 
surprise;  250  more  men  have  now  been  sent 
down  there,  and  a  squadron  of  Guides.  Cavalry 
will  also  probably  be  sent.  Besides  the  two 
British  officers,  six  Goorkha  sepoys  were  killed, 
and  one  Havildar  wounded ;  " 

and|  especially,  whether  it  is  true  that, 


while  the  Punjauh  Qovemment  recom- 
mended a  course  which  would  have  pre- 
vented the  loss  of  two  eminent  officers, 
the  Indian  Qovemment  refused  to  allow 
that  course  to  be  adopted  ? 

The  under  SECEETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qorst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  received 
official  information  of  the  unhappy  loss 
of  two  valuable  and  distinguished 
officers—Oolonel  Battye  and  Oaptain 
Urmston — under  circumstances  which 
have  been  described  with  substantial 
accuracy  in  the  public  Press.  He  has 
no  official  information  of  any  proposal 
of  the  Punjab  Gt)vernment  to  direct  an 
Expedition  against  the  Akazais  last 
spring.  Such  an  Expedition  might,  no 
doubt,  have  cost  many  lives.  In  the 
last  Expeditions  against  the  Black 
Mountain  Tribes,  in  1868,  there  were 
17  killed  and  80  wounded.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  no  reason  to  think  that 
the  troops  attacked  were  outside  the 
British  Frontier. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)  —  RICH- 
MOND  PARK^THE  PROPOSED  VOLUN- 
TEER  CAMP. 

Mb.  KIMBEE  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther, before  the  Government  arrive  at 
any  conclusion  to  grant  the  use  of  Rich- 
mond Park  for  a  Volunteer  Camp,  an 
opportunity  will  be  given  for  the  in- 
habitants of  the  adjoining  parishes  of 
Putney  and  Roehampton,  and  other 
parishes  in  the  borough  of  Wandsworth, 
containing  75,000  inhabitants,  to  consider 
any  proposals  which  may  be  in  con- 
templation, and  to  express  their  opinions 
thereon? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunkbt)  (Dublin  University)  :  The 
proposals  made  by  the  National  Rifle 
Association,  with  a  view  to  obtaining  a 
site  for  their  annual  shooting  competition 
in  Richmond  Park,  were  conveyed  to 
me  on  the  14th  of  June,  but  no  final 
decision  has  yet  been  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  subject ;  and  any  con- 
sideration which  may  be  urged  within  a 
reasonable  time  for  or  againet  those  pro- 
posals, either  by  the  inhabitants  of  the 
neighbourhood  of  Richmond  or  from  any 
other  quarter,  will  be  carefully  con- 
sidered. 

Mb.  KIMBER  :  What  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  a  reasonable 
time? 
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Mr.  PLUNKET  :  I  suppose  about  a 
fortQiKht  or  three  weeks. 

Majob  BASCH  (Essex,  8.E.)  wished 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
whether  the  Government  had  taken  any 
steps  to  have  a  survey  and  inspection 
made  of  other  sites  suitable  for  the 
Vohinteere  in  South-Kaat  Essex. 

Thb  FIEST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SmTfl)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
hon.  and  i^allant.  Gentleman  must  see 
that  it  is  quite  imposeible  for  me  to 
answer  a  Question  of  this  kind  without 
Notioe. 

THE  CIVIL  SEBVICE-REQISTRATION 
OF  BETIRBD  CIVIL  SERVANTS. 

Mk.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
Ut.  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther any  Register  of  Retired  Civil  Ser- 
vants fit  for  service,  with  a  view  to  re- 
employment  in  other  branohea,  has  yet 
been  established  by  the  Government 
pursuant  to  expectations  held  out  by  him 
on  July  26  last  in  this  House ;  and,  if 
BO,  where,  and  whether  it  is  open  for 
inspection ;  and,  if  not  established,  haa 
the  scheme  yet  been  laid  before,  or  re- 
ceived the  assent  of,  the  Treasury,  as 
was  then  eugeeeted  would  be  necessary  ? 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  found  that  the 
form  of  such  a  Register  existed  under 
the  title  of  "  Civil  Pensioners  under  SO 
years  of  age  available  for  farther  ser- 
vioe."  No  further  scheme  or  assent  of 
the  Treasury  was  necessary,  and  I  am 
giving  direotions  to  have  the  Register 
made  up  to  date  ;  but  the  Register  would 
not  be  open  to  individual  inspection.  I 
shall  have  no  objection,  however,  to  a 
Return  being  moved  for  giving  the  full 
partioulare. 


Ub.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  bis  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  matter  of  the 
vacant  Regiatrarship  of  Births  and 
Deaths  in  the  No.  1  (sub-divided)  Dis- 
pensary District  of  the  Foor  Law  Union 
of  Kilkenny ;  whether,  a  vacancy  in 
Buoh  Office  having  occurred  in  the  month 
of  November  last,  the  Guardians,  in 
pursuance  of  the  directions  of  the  Regis- 
trta  Oeoeral,  proceeded  to  make  an  ap- 
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pointment  therein  within  the  statutable 
period  of  14  days;  that  two  candidates 
presented  themselves,  duly  qualified; 
that  one  of  them,  Dr.  Haekott,  claimed 
a  "  preference,"  pursuant  to  the  Statute 
(26  Vtet.o.U,  B.  23);  that  the  Guar- 
dians, having  given  consideration  to  this 
preference,  nevertheless,  in  the  lawful 
oxeroise  of  their  discretion  in  the  matter, 
made  their  selection,  and  appointed  the 
other  candidate,  Ur.  Carroll,  as  Regis- 
trar, and  did  then  call  upon,  and  have 
since  repeatedly  urged,  the  Registrar 
General  to  saaotion  auoh  appointment ; 
whether,  upon  the  occasion  of  the  pre- 
vious vacancy  in  this  Office,  the  aama 
claim  of  preference  having  been  made 
by  the  same  medical  officer,  under  rae- 
cisely  similar  circumstances,  the  Re*  . 
gistrar  General  aanctioned  the  appoint- 
ment of  one  Mr.  Lalor ;  and,  whether, 
in  view  of  the  public  interest,  he  will 
call  upon  the  Registrar  General  to  ratify 
this  exercise  of  the  lawful  patronage  of 
the  Quardians  of  the  Union  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
3.  Bajlfove)  (Hancheeter,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Registrar  General  reported 
that  the  facta  as  stated  in  the  Question 
were  substantially  accurate.  The  di£fer< 
ence  between  the  cases  in  question  arose 
from  the  fact  that  legal  proceedings  were 
instituted  in  the  latter  case,  and  not  in 
the  former.  The  Segietrar  General  had 
found  it  necessary  to  take  legal  advice 
in  the  matter,  and  the  question  was 
now  before  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland. 

IRISH  LAND  COHHISSION  —  FAIR 
RENT  APPLIOATIOHS,  BALLYCASTLE 
UKION. 

Mr.  M'OAETAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can  now 
state  how  many  fair  rent  applications 
from  theUnion  of  Ballycastle  were  heard 
'  by  the  Sub-Commission  sitting  in Ooanty 
Antrim  in  July  last ;  whether  he  can 
mention  how  many  of  the  applications 
then  listed  for  hearing  were  ai^oumed  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  number  of 
the  applications  entered  from  this  Union 
in  the  year  1SS5  still  remain  undisposed 
of;  and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Land  Commiseion,  as  was  skated,  to 
move  to  County  Antrim  in  July  next 
the  Commission  now  sitting  in  County 
Down? 
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The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J,  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  35  appli- 
cations from  Ballycastle  Union  to  fix  fair 
rents  appeared  in  the  Sub- Commission 
list  for  July,  1887.  They  were  all  dis- 
posed of  at  that  sitting.  No  applications 
received  in  1885  from  that  Union  remain 
undisposed  of.  The  oldest  outstanding 
fair  rent  case  was  received  in  June,  1 887. 
The  Commissioners  find  it  necessary, 
having  regard  to  the  claims  of  the 
County  Fermanagh,  to  move  the  Sub- 
Commission  sitting  in  the  County  of 
Down  to  the  County  Fermanagh  for  the 
month  of  July  next. 

Mr.  M'CAETAN  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  whether  it  was  not  a 
fact  that  about  3,000  or  4,000  applica- 
tions by  tenants  to  have  fair  rents  fixed 
were  still  remaining  unheard  in  the 
County  Down,  and  also  when  a  Sub- 
Commission  would  next  sit  there  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  was 
afraid  he  could  not  give  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man a  more  specific  answer  than  he  had 
already  given  as  to  the  time  a  Sub- 
Commission  would  sit. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  say  whether  all  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners whose  appointment  had  been 
approved  of  by  the  Treasury  were 
actually  working  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  that  he 
could  give  no  answer;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  that  he  had  a  plan  at 
present  before  Parliament  for  dealing 
with  the  existing  block  in  the  Land 
Court. 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.),  speaking  on  behalf  of  the  tenants 
in  Fermanagh,  asked,  would  the  Go- 
vernment take  any  steps  to  deal  with  the 
great  number  of  applications  that  still 
remained  unheard  in  that  county  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  pro- 
posed to  take  steps  to  deal  with  the 
arrears  in  the  Land  Courts  by  a  plan 
which  was  embodied  in  a  Bill  now  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY :  When  is 
that  Bill  likely  to  come  on  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  That  is  a 
Question  which  I  think  should  be  ad- 
dressed to  the  Leader  of  the  House.  As 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  extremely 
anxious  to  push  the  Bill  forward. 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND :  Might  I  ask 
the  Leader  of  the  House,  what  steps  the 


Government  intend  to  take  with  regard 
to  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  (Land  Com- 
mission) Bill ;  and  if  it  is  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  take  that  Bill 
soon,  will  the  Gx>vemment  take  some 
temporary  steps  for  relieving  the  block  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  o¥  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  do  not  know,  Sir, 
whether  I  am  quite  in  Order  in  answer- 
ing the  Question  now  ;  but  if  I  am,  I 
may  say  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  make  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  (Land  Commission)  Bill  one  of 
the  first  measures  after  the  Committee 
on  the  Local  Government  Bill.  I  trust 
the  House  will  not  think  it  necessary  to 
prolong  the  discussion  on  the  Bill,  see- 
ing that  it  would  interfere  with  the  pro- 
gress of  other  important  Business. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY :  May  I  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  effect  of  postponing  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  (Land  Commission)  Bill 
until  after  the  Local  Government  Bill 
will  be  that  no  effective  steps  can  be 
taken  to  bring  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
(Land  Commission)  Bill,  when  it  passes, 
into  actual  operation  until  the  month  of 
November  next  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  Well,  Sir.  I 
do  not  know  that  that  is  the  case  ;  but  I 
should  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  decisions  of  the  Land  Court  are  re- 
t;i^ospective,  and  date  from  the  time  that 
the  application  is  made. 

Mr.  M'CAETAN  :  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that,  in  the  meantime,  tenants  are 
obliged  to  pay  the  old  rents  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  am  not 
aware  of  a  single  case  in  which  a  land- 
lord whose  tenants  have  gone  into  Court 
has  tried  to  extract  the  old  rent. 

Mr.  M^CAETAN  :  I  know  of  hun- 
dreds of  cases. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  should  be 
very  glad  if  the  hon.  Member  would 
furnish  me  with  any  of  them. 

IRISH  LAND   COMMISSION— SUB-COM- 
MISSION-SITTINGS  IN  KEADY. 

Mr.  M*CAETAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  no  arrangement  has  yet  been  made 
to  hold  a  sitting  of  a  Sub-Commission 
in  Keady,  which  it  was  promised  would 
be  held  in  June  ;  whether  about  200 
applications  to  have  fair  rents  fixed  in 
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the  district  of  Keaclj  remain  nnbeard ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  a  number 
of  these  cases  eviction  notices  have  been 
served  by  the  landlords  on  the  appli- 
cants ;  and,  if  he  can  state  on  what  date 
a  Sub-Commission  will  sit  at  Ready,  and 
the  names  of  the  persons  who  will  con- 
stitute the  Sub-Oommission  f 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BALicm)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Land  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
in  March  last  they  hoped  to  be  in 
a  position  to  have  a  Sub- Commission  at 
Keady  in  June ;  but  the  cases  in  the 
County  of  Down  were  very  important, 
and  it  was  found  more  to  the  public  ad- 
vantage to  continue  the  Sub-Commission 
in  that  county.  There  are  about  190 
applications  to  fix  fair  rents  undisposed 
of  from  the  Keady  District.  The  Land 
Commissioners  cannot  yet  state  when 
the  next  Sub- Commission  will  sit  at 
Keady,  or  the  names  of  the  persons 
who  will  constitute  the  Sub- Commis- 
sion. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  whe- 
ther in  view  of  the  positive  promise 
made  in  March  last  by  th^  Chief  Secre- 
tary that  a  Sub-Commission  would  sit 
at  Keady  in  the  month  of  June,  he 
would  take  steps  to  see  that  a  Court 
would  immediately  sit  there,  especially 
as  numbers  of  unfortunate  people  were 
threatened  with  eviction  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  it  was  not 
in  his  power  to  determine  when  a  Sub- 
Commission  should  sit,  nor  did  he  ever 
g^ve  a  promise  that  one  would  sit  at 
Keady  in  June.  He  said  that  the  Com- 
mission intended  to  have  a  sitting  at 
that  place  at  that  time. 

IRISH    LAND     COMMISSIONERS-SUB- 
COMMISSIONERS  FOR  WESTMEATH. 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  can  now  state 
the  date  on  which  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners will  hold  their  next  sitting  for 
the  County  of  Westmeath,  and  the 
names  of  the  gentlemen  who  will  con- 
stitute the  Commission ;  and,  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  large  number  of 
fair  rent  applications  remaining  undis- 
posed of,  an  early  date  will  be  fixed  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  a  Sub- 

Ur.  M'  Cartan 


Oommisaion  sat  in  the  Oounty  West- 
meath so  recently  as  February  and 
March  last.  Having  regard  to  the 
claims  of  other  counties,  they  are  not 
at  present  in  a  position  to  state  when 
the  next  sitting  will  be  held. 

Mb.  TUITE  asked,  had  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  given  a  promise  that  a 
Sub- Commission  would  sit  in  West- 
meath at  the  end  of  June  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  had 
given  no  promise. 

IRISH   LAND    COMMISSION— APPEALS 
LISTED   AT   BELFAST. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  of  the  100  appeals  listed  for 
hearing  by  the  Land  Commission  at 
Belfast  on  July  2  next,  75  are  from  the 
Union  of  Magherafelt,  County  Derry  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Magherafelt 
is  a  Quarter  Sessions  town,  and  has  a 
commodious  Court-house  ;  and,  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  will  advise 
a  sitting  at  Magherafelt,  and  save  the 
tenants  and  their  witnesses  from  the 
long  and  expensive  journey  to  Belfast  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  there  are 
37  cases  only  from  the  Magherafelt 
Union  to  be  re-heard  at  Belfast  at  the 
approaching  sitting,  the  other  cases 
listed  from  that  Union  having  been 
either  settled  or  withdrawn.  The  cases 
from  Magherafelt  Union  are  listed  for 
hearing  at  Belfast,  as  that  town  is  of 
more  easy  access  than  Londonderry,  the 
county  town  where,  under  other  circum- 
stances, the  cases  would  naturally  be 
heard.  In  arranging  the  places  where 
appeals  and  re-hearings  shall  be  heard, 
the  Commissioners  have  endeavoured  to 
meet,  as  far  as  possible,  the  convenience 
of  suitors.  They  cannot  undertake  to 
alter  their  existing  arrangements. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked,  if  there  was  any  reason  why 
these  three  gentlemen  who  constituted 
the  Sub-Commission  should  not  hold  a 
sitting  at  Magherafelt,  having  regard  le 
the  fact  that,  on  the  one  hand,  only  the 
three  of  them  would  have  to  journey  to 
Magherafelt ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  whole  number  of  applicants  in  Mag- 
herafelt would  have  to  travel  to  Bel- 
fast ? 
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Bfti.  A.  J.  BA.LYOJTR  seM,  ba  could 
not  answer  without  Notice  Queationa  re- 
lating to  the  arrangemenia  of  the  Laud 
GommiaaionerB. 

LAW  AND  JDSTICE   (IRELAND)  —  AL- 

LEGED     IN8UBANCB      PEAUD3     AT 

BELFAST. 

Mb.  TaiTE  (Weetmeatli,  N.)  aakod 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  with 
reference  to  the  aasurance  frande  at 
Belfaat,  Whether  he  can  now  state  what 
Btepa  have  been  taken  to  bring  to  justice 
the  parties  responsible  for  the  issue  of 
the  policy  on  the  life  of  Fialay  M!*Cance, 
esquire,  J.F.,  which  was  obtained  in 
favour  of  Mr.  James  Henderson,  pro- 
prietor of  ITtt  Bel/att  Nmo*  Letter,  by 
means  of  misrepresentation,  and  by  the 
forgery  of  the  name  of  Ur.  U'Oance; 
whether  he  can  state  if  the  proposal  on 
the  life  of  Mr.  M'Oanco  was  admittedly 
signed  by  Mr.  Henderson  ;  whether  this 
proposal  contained  eeveral  gross  mis- 
representatious,  which  induced  the  issue 
of  tho  policy  by  Uie  Company;  and 
whether  the  name  of  Mr.  Henderson, 
who  obtained  the  policy  was  sent  for- 
ward to  the  Attorney  General  with  the 
names  of  others  now  on  their  trial, 
charged,  among  other  things,  with 
having  attempted  to  obtain  policies 
which  were  not  issued ;  and,  whether 
the  Govemment  intend  to  take  any  fur- 
ther proceedings  in  thia  matter? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
TJniveraity) :  As  I  have  already  stated 
to  the  hon.  Member  in  reply  to  previoua 
Queations,  I  must  refuae  to  answer  any 
Questions  relating  to  the  particular  facts 
of  thia  case  to  which  he  has  rsferred, 
pending  the  proceedings  which  are  now 

TnE  LOED  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr,  Sbxton)  (Belfast,  W.)  begged  to 
give  Notice  that  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity be  should  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Government  instituted  pro- 
ceedings against  certain  peraons  charged 
with  making  fraudulent  applications  for 
insurance  policies,  while  they  had  re- 
frained from  inatituting  a  criminal  pro- 
secution against  the  proprietor  of  The 
Selfatl  Niwi  Letter,  who  was  charged 
with  having  actually  obtained  a  fraudu- 
lent policy,  and  would  move — 

''  Thitt,  in  the  inCereeta  of  public  juatice,  it 
was  not  desirable  that  the  aoTenunoat  should 
refrain  from  prooeedtng  with  a  public  investi- 
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gation  iato  a  criminal  charge  when  the  person 
charged  was  the  publiiher  of  a  nswipaper  in 
their  intareit." 

PARLIAMENTARY     FRANCHISE     (IRE- 
LAND) —   DISQUAUFICATION    OF 

VOTERS  BY  MEDICAL  RELIEF. 
Sra  THOMAS  E8M0NDE  (Dublin 
Oo.,  8.)  aaked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  voters 
who  receive  medical  relief  on  a  doctor's 
order  through  a  relieving  officer  are  dis- 
franchised ? 

Ths  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bufoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  can 
hardly  undertake  to  give  an  abatraot 
opinion  of  law  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  mention  any  particular  case,  I  shall 
inquire  into  it. 

PARLIAMENTARY    FRANCHISE    {IHB- 
LAND)— SOUTH-WEST     DIVISION  OP 
DUBLIN— REVISION  COURTS. 
SiK  THOMAS  E8M0NDE   (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  aaked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  is 
aware  that  it  is  the  desire  of  the  resi- 
dents of  south-west  Dublin  to  have  Re- 
vision Courts  established  at  each  polling 
place  in  the  Division ;  and,  if  he  will 
use  hia  influenoe  to  give  effect  to  their 
wiaheaf 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAi.FOira}  (Manchester,  E.];  None 
of  the  persons  concerned  appear  to  have 
made  any  representations  to  the  Irish 
OoTemment  on  the  subject;  nor,  so  far 
aa  I  can  ascertain,  ia  there  any  necessity 
for  such  additional  Courts. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  — CON- 
STABLE CURRY. 
SiE  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  To  state  the 
reason  why  the  honourable  Recorder  of 
Dublin,  in  the  action  of  "  Smyth  v. 
Madden  and  Curry,"  heard  at  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  Kingstown,  on  April 
15,  1687,  gave  Constable  Curry  a 
"  special  certificate."  ''  exonerating  " 
him  from  "from  all  blame  ;  "  why,  and 
when,  did  the  Recorder  direct  the 
amount  of  the  verdict  obtained  (or  the 
plaintiff  to  be  paid  to  the  jury;  and, 
did  the  Superintendent  of  Curry's  Di- 
vision, who  was  present  during  the  trial, 
make  a  Report  to  the  Gammissiouer  of 
Police,  as  to  the  nature  of  the  evidence  ; 
if  so,  was  it  sent  forward,  with  the  cer- 
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tificate  given  by  tbe  Becorder,  to  the  District  Inspector  who  was  in  charge  of 

Attorney  General,  who  sanctioned  the  the  Ck>nBtabulary  reports  that  the  facts 

payment  of  the  yerdict  and  costs  out  of  are  as  stated.    Father  M'Kenna  arrived 

the  public  funds  ?  after  the  formalities  of  the  eviction  had 

The  chief  SECBETAHY  (Mr.  A.  been  completed,  and  Bogue  was  being 

J.  Balfotjb)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply,  placed  in  a  cart.     He  appears  to  have 

said,  he  was  unable  to  state  what  the  said  that  it  was  a  hard  case,  and  that  a 

Judge's  reasons  were  in  the  matter,  nor  medical  certificate  ought  to  have  been 

had  he  the  right  or  the  desire  to  inquire  procured ;  but  this  was  after  the  evic- 

into  them.    The  Superintendent's  Be-  tion  was  over.    The  tenant  had  paid  no 

port  was    submitted  to    the  Attorney  rent  for  five  years;  in  fact,  from  the 

General.  period  that  his  fair  rent  was  originally 

determined. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE  ACT,  Mr.  W.  BEDMOND  :  I  beg  to  give 

1888— REMISSION  OF  PENALTIES.  Notice  that  on  the  Constabulary  Vote  I 

Mb.  WHITLEY  (Liverpool,  Everton)  ^^^  rll''*^''^\*?  *^?  indefensible 

asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  thTErchequer  Jlf^  ^^  *^«  Constabulary  m  Ireland  for 

Whether  he  would  be  prepared  to  in-  *V''TAVn^I?!Jv?.l^^    V^ttptto 

struct  the  Board  of  Inland  Bevenue  to  ,  Jhe  LOBD  MAYOB  of  DUBLIN 

remit  the  penalties  payable  on  stamping  J^''  ?^^,^)  (^?,^*«J'  ^'^ ''  ^^^J  ^ 

'^              f  ,/                _      r    o  ^Q  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  - 


instruments  executed  prior  to  the  pass-  ^    .t?.    y    i '  ^"""''*"**"»   wutjunw 

ing  of  the  Oastome  and  Inland  Bevenue  Sheriff  in  Ireland  had  power  by  law  to 

A^t  of  1888,   which  are  presented  to  R°"JP?°V'"'  ^JS*"""  ^^""^   u  *P?*f!S 

them  for  the  purpose  at  any  time  before  ^\^l  l^^^a  of  the  persone  to  be  evicted 

the  iBt  of  Janua^  next  ?  »"  m  danger ;  and,  whether  the  pohce 


ThbOHANCELLOBoftheEXCHE.  inBuchacase  have  instructions  to  re- 

OUEB  (Mr.   GoscHEN)   (St.  George's,  frain  from  carrying  out  such  evictions  ? 

Hanover    Square)  :    The  question  has  [No  reply.] 

been  fully  considered ;  and  the  penalties  Mr.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I 

payable  on  stamping  instruments  exe-    wish  to  ask 

cuted  prior  to  the  passing  of  the  Customs  Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  Order,  order ! 
and  Inland  Bevenue  Act  of  1888  will  be 

"u'?'i*^^'n'*^u^'^f -^^J  ''^^''  conditions,  g^^^^  AFMCA-ZULULAND. 
which  will  be  laid  down  m  a  Memoran- 
dum which  wQl  be  issued  to  soUcitors  Me.   W.  BEDMOND    (Fermanagh, 
and  others    by  the  Board  of    Inland  N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stato 
Bevenue.  ^or  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  will  ex- 
plain the  nature  of  the  recent  troubles 
EVICTIONS   (IRELAND)— EVICTION  OF  *.^  Zululand ;    and,  whether  Her    Ma- 
HUGH    BOGUE— ALLEGED    HAfiSH-  j^sty's  Government   will  refrain  from 
}^£gg  any  action  in  South  Africa  likely  to  lead 

-*«•      TTT    -r%-r^Txm^.^<^-r^   ^^               i  to  a  war  wlth  auy  of  thc  Nativo  Tribcs  ? 

Me.   W.  BEDMOND   XFermanagh,  The    UNDEB     SEOBETABY     of 

N.)  asked  the  Chief    Secretary  to  the  STATE    (Baron    Hbwby    de    Woems) 

Lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The  recent 

will  order  an  inquiry  to  be  held  into  the  troubles  have  been  caused  by  Dinizulu, 

induct  of  the  Sub-Sheriff  in  evicting  the  son  of  Cetowayo,  who  has,  without 

Hugh  Bogue  when  he  was  in  a  dying  justification,  attacked  other   Chiefs   in 

condition ;  whether  the  attention  of  the  Zululand  and   Government  police  sta- 

Governinei^  has  been  called  to  the  state-  tions.     Her  Majesty's  Government  have 

ment    of   Father   M'Kenna,    P.P.,   of  at  no  time  relaxed  their  efforts  to  carry 

Clogher,  that  he  publicly  protested  at  ^ut  the  policy  best  calculated  to  prevent 

the  eviction  that  the  man  was  absolutely  the  recurrence  of  war  withNative  Tribes, 

dying  when  earned  out ;  and,  whether,  ^nd  have  no  reason  to  think  that  that 

m  view  of  these  facts,  the  Government  policy  has  failed, 
intend  to  take  any  steps  to  prevent  the 
forces  of  Her  Majesty  beins  used  to 

evict  under  such  circumstances  ?  SOUTH  AFRICA-ZULULAND. 

The  chief  SECBETABY  (Mr.  A.  Sie    GEOBGE     BADEN-POWELL 

J.   Balfoue)    (Manchester,  E.) :    The  (Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  Under 
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Secretaty  of  State  for  the  ColonioB, 
Whether  h«  can  ^ve  the  House  any 
further  information  as  to  the  state  of 
affaiia  in  Zulnland  ? 

The  under  SEOEETAET  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  db  Wohms) 
(LiTerpool,  Bast  Toxtath) ;  The  follow- 
ing telegram  was  reoeived  on  Tuesday 
from  the  QoTemor  of  Natal,  in  reply 
to  an  inquiry  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  :— 

"  Your  telegram  of  y6>t«rday.  Uaibepa  and 
followen  were  attacked  and  defeated  bf  Usutm 
hmt  Ivuoa,  23rd  Jane.  It  bug  conaeqnantly 
been  f oand  adviaable  to  withdraw  police  office 
at  iTima,  whioh  was  attacked  at  the  uiDa 
time.  Ubibepa  took  refuge  with  police.  No 
cainaltiee  among  police.  Force  sent  from 
Nkon-jeni  safelr  retarned  yeaterday  ;  broagbt 
back  all  from  iTima,  including  Dfitiepa  and 
fainiliM,  women,  and  wonnded  of  hie  tribe. 
Hare  jart  conferred  with  Lieotenant  Qenenl, 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  a*  to  tuffioiant  namber  for 
force.  He  reierTei  opinion  until  arrival  in 
Zululand,  whither  he  proceeda  to-morrow." 
It  will  be  seen  from  this  telegram  that 
LieutenantGeneral  Smyth  has  proceeded 
to  Zululand,  and  will  be  able  to  judge 
of  the  position,  and  whether  any  addi- 
tional toroee  will  be  required  ;  but  a  day 
or  two  may  probably  elapse  before  any 
further  communiaation  ia  received. 

Db.  CLABK  (Caithness)  aabed,  whe- 
ther it  was  not  the  case  that  Dinizulu 
was  merely  re-capturing  cattle  that  had 
been  stolen  from  him  by  Uslbepu  ;  and 
whether  the  land  had  not  been  in  the 
possession  of  Dinizulu  for  aeTeral  years ; 
and,  whether  Usibepu,  since  he  was 
sent  there,  had  begun  cattle  raiding, 
aa  he  had  done  before  ?  He  further 
wished  to  ash,  whether  other  native 
allies  were  being  used  in  this  manner ; 
and  whether  the  Government  would  take 
care  that  this  did  not  happen  again  7 

Me.  SPEAKEE  ;  Order,  order !  The 
Question  was  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary whether  he  had  any  information. 
The  Questions  must  be  given  Notice  of 
in  the  usual  way. 

Mk.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh. 
N.)  asked,  whether  the  Government  had 
given  General  Smyth,  who  would  pro- 
ceed in  a  short  time  to  Zululand,  any 
particular  instructions  with  regwd  to 
the  disposition  of  the  force  there  ? 

Bahon  HENRY  DE  WORMS :  I  do 
not  think  that  it  would  be  in  the  interest 
of  the  Public  Service  that  I  should  give 
information  to  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND ;  1  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  the  Estimates  I  will  call 
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attention  to  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  ie  certainly  leading  up  to 
another  war  in  Zululand. 

Dr.    OLARK    rose  to    put   another 
Question. 
Mr.  SPEAKEE :  Order,  order  I 

De.  CLARK  :  I  want  to ■ 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

LAW  AND  POLICE  {IKELAND)-RE- 
FU8AL  OF  REFRESHUENT  TO  TBA- 
VELLEBS-CASE  OF  MR.  NOCD,  OP 
ROSCOMMON. 

Dr.  OOMMINS  (Bosoommon,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  on 
Saturday  the  24th  instant,  Mr.  Michael 
Noud,  T.C.,  of  EoBOommon,  having 
driven  from  there  to  Boyle,  a  distanoo 
of  20  milea,  upon  important  buaineaa,  on 
arriving  there  at  1.30  p.m.  and  calling 
at  the  only  hotel  in  the  town,  Monson's 
Hotel,  was  refused  admission  or  refresh- 
ment for  himself  or  his  horse  by  order 
of  the  police,  who  told  the  hotel  owner 
to  ''  admit  no  outsiders  ;  "  whether  Mr> 
Noud  again  applied  at  4.30  p.m.,  and 
was  again  refused  for  the  same  reason, 
and  was  obliged  to  drive  to  Elphin,  a 
distance  of  nine  miles,  before  he  oould 
get  anything  to  eat  or  drink  ;  whether 
Noud's  sou  and  two  others  who  were  in 
his  company  were  treated  in  the  same 
way,  although  they,  as  well  as  Mr. 
Noud,  claimed  and  were  entitled  to  be 
served  as  bond  Jid»  travellers,  and  were 
ready  and  willing  to  pay  for  what  they 
required ;  and,  if  the  facts  stated  are 
found  correct,  what  steps  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  take  in  the  matterf 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
local  Constabulary  authorities  report 
that  on  Sunday  (not  Saturday),  the  24th, 
in  view  of  apprehended  disturbances, 
the  magistrates  ordered  that  all  sellers 
of  retail  drink  should  close  their  houses. 
In  accordance  with  this  order — not  by 
order  of  the  police— Mr.  Noud  and  his 
party  were  refused  admission  to  Mon- 
son's  Hotel,  which  was  included  in  the 
order. 

WAR  OFFICE— THE  SUPERINTENDENT 
OF  THE  CARRIAGE   DEPARTMENT- 
WOOLWICH  ARSENAL. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether   the    Superintendent   of  the 
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Carriage  Department,  Boyal  Arsenal, 
employs  several  of  the  employis  of  the 
Department  as  members  of  the  crew  of 
his  private  pleasure  yacht ;  whether  he 
can  give  the  names  and  character  of  the 
employment  respectively  of  the  several 
persons  so  employed,  and  the  several 
periods  at  which  all  or  any  of  such 
employis  were  absent  from  their  duties 
at  the  Arsenal,  and,  if  by  leave,  then  by 
whom  such  leave  was  granted;  and, 
whether  the  pay  and  allowances  of  such 
persons  continue  duriug  their  respective 
absences  ? 

The  8E0EETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Staithopk)  (Lincolnshire,  Hom- 
oastle) :  I  am  informed  that  there 
are  no  men  belongiug  to  the  !Royal 
Carriage  Department  employed  on  the 
vaoht  referred  to ;  nor  have  any  men 
been  so  employed  while  belonging  to  the 
Department. 

BOARD  OF  CUSTOMS— THE  8ECRE- 
TAEY  AND  SURVEYOR  GENERAL. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether  there  is  at  present 
any  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Customs, 
since  the  abolition  by  the  Treasury  of 
the  post  last  year  to  secure  a  saving  of 
£1,400 ;  whether  there  are  more  thau 
two  Surveyors  General ;  whether  one  of 
them  is  now  acting  as  Secretary ;  why 
the  Estimates  provide  for  a  resuscitation 
of  the  post  of  Secretary,  and  also  for 
three  Surveyors  General ;  and,  what  has 
become  of  the  reduction  effected  last 
year? 

The  CHANCELLORofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover-square) :  The  post  of  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Customs  never  was 
abolished,  only  suspended ;  so  there  is 
no  question  of  its  resuscitation.  There 
are  at  present  only  two  Surveyors 
General,  one  of  whom  is  also  acting 
temporarily  as  Secretary,  and  there  is 
also  a  Surveyor  acting  temporarily  as 
Surveyor  General ;  the  third  Surveyor 
Generalship  is  thus  also  in  abeyance. 
The  Estimates  provide  for  a  Secretary 
at  a  salary  of  £1,200,  and  for  three 
Surveyors  Generals,  the  same  as  last 
year.  The  ultimate  staff  is  dependent 
upon  the  question  of  amalgamation ; 
but,  in  any  case,  there  will  have  to  be  a 
Secretary  for  Customs  business.  In  the 
meantime,  it  is  necessary  to  make  pro- 
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vision  for  the  normal  strength  of  the 
Office,  until  some  decision  is  come  to  as 
to  the  practicability  of  amalgamation. 
But,  of  course,  the  money  wul  not  be 
spent  unless  the  places  are  filled  up. 

WAR    OFFICE  — ARMY    C0NTRA0T8  — 
SUPPLY  OF  ACCOUTREMENTS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  helmets,  knapsacks, 
gaiters,  pouches,  and  other  accoutre- 
ments, have  been  for  about  18  months, 
and  still  continue  to  be,  manufactured 
for  the  British  Army  in  a  foreign  prison 
by  a  large  contractor  still  on  the  Gk>- 
vernment  list  of  selected  firms  at  prices 
much  below  even  those  paid  to  sweaters ; 
whether  the  condemned  mule  traces  at 
Woolwich  are  now  being  fitted  with 
new  iron  squares;  and,  if  so,  whether 
it  is  intended  to  issue  them  to  the  troops 
in  tke  event  of  war;  whether  saddles 
are  now  being  padded  with  what  is 
described  by  an  eye-witness  as  filthy, 
rotten  hair  out  of  condemned  hospital 
beds;  and,  whether  he  has  consulted 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Grown  as  to  the 
possibiUty  of  proceeding  against  con- 
tractors who  supply,  and  officials  who 
admit,  bad  stores  imder  the  existing 
law? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
In  answer  to  the  first  Question,  the  War 
Office  has  no  reason  for  suspecting  the 
existence  of  any  such  practice  as  that 
referred  to.  If  the  hon.  Member  will 
give  tne  privately  the  name  of  the  con- 
tractor he  refers  to,  further  inquiry  shall 
be  made.  In  answer  to  the  second 
Question,  no  condemned  mule  traces  are 
being  fitted  with  iron  squares,  or  are  to 
be  issued  to  the  troops.  In  answer  to 
the  third  Question,  no  saddles  are  being 
padded  with  filthy,  rotten  hair  out  of 
condemned  hospital  beds.  I  should  like 
to  add  that  the  hon.  Member,  by  holding 
personal  communication  with  disaffected 
workmen  at  Woolwich,  is  doing  his  best 
to  make  the  mfidntenance  of  discipline 
impossible. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  exceeding  the 
usual  limits  of  an  answer  to  a  Question. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  at  once  bow 
to  your  ruling,  Sir.  I  withdraw  at  once 
this  statement,  which  I  recognize  I 
should  not  have  made.    I  wish  to  add. 
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however,  that  the  duty  of  any  man 
there,  if  he  thinks  he  stes  anything 
going  on  which  is  detrimental  to  the 
Publio  Service,  is  to  report  it  to  Oolonel 
Barrington.  In  answer  to  the  last 
Question,  there  can,  I  think,  be  little 
doubt  as  to  the  existing  law ;  but  I  am 
taking  further  advice  upon  the  subject. 

Mb.  HANBURY  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  he  knows 
that  I  have  communicated  with  anybody 
whatever  except  the  man  Dunn,  who 
disclosed  the  whole  of  this  scandal  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  not  able 
to  express  any  opinion  about  that ;  but 
as  the  hon.  Member  refers  to  an  eye- 
witness as  to  what  took  place  recently, 
I  have  no  doubt  the  information  has 
been  communicated  to  him. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  justified  in  describing  Dunn 
and  Moody  as  disaffected  workmen  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  have  not 
done  so  in  any  way. 

Mr.  HANBURY :  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  distinctly  said  that  I  had 
been  in  communication  with  disaffected 
workmen. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  Owing  to  your 
ruling,  Sir,  I  am  not  able  to  deal  with 
that  particular  part  of  my  answer. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  I  shall  refer  to 
this  matter  when  the  Vote  for  the 
Director  of  Contracts  comes  on. 

SUGAR  MANUFACTURE-NEW 
ZEALAND. 

Mr.  summers  (HuddersfieldJ  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  K>r  the 
Colonies,  Whether  the  Colony  of  New 
Zealand  has  passed  an  Act  or  Acts 
granting  special  fiscal  advantages  or 
bounties  on  the  manufacture  and  export 
of  sugar  ;  whether  the  repeal  of  these 
Acts  forms  part  of  the  policy  of  abolish- 
ing sugar  bounties  contemplated  in  the 
recent  negotiations ;  and,  whether  there 
are  any  other  British  Colonies  which 
give  bounties  on  the  manufacture  or  ex- 
port of  sugar? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Baron  Hbitry  de  Worm*) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  There  is  an 
Act  in  New  Zealand  to  encourage  the 
cultivation  of  beetroot  and  sorghum  for 
the  purpose  of  making  sugar.  It  was 
passed  in  1884.  It  is  practically  in- 
operative ;  and  the  Colonial  Government 
have  undertaken  to  enter  into  the  Sugar 
Bounty  Convention.    According  to  the 


latest  information  in  the  Department, 
there  is  no  other  Colony  which  gives  any 
bounty  on  the  manufacture  or  exporta- 
tion of  sugar. 

PREVENTION  OF  CRIME  ACT,   1882— 
MR.  PETER  SWEENY. 

Mr.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  8;)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Irish  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  and  the  Irish  Registrar 
General  took  any,  and,  if  so,  what  steps, 
to  ascertain  whether  Mr.  Peter  Sweeny 
was  arrested  at  any  time  under  **  The 
Prevention  of  Crime  (Ireland)  Act, 
1882,"  before  refusing  to  sanction  his 
appointment  by  the  Loughrea  Board  of 
Guardians  to  the  offices  of  Sanitary 
Officer  and  District  Begistrar,  on  the 
gprounds  that  Mr.  Sweeny  was  arrested 
on  a  charge  of  suspicion  of  murder  in 
the  years  1880,  1881,  or  1882  ;  whether 
there  is  any  truth  whatever  in  the  state- 
ment  that  Mr.  Peter  Sweeny  was  ever 
under  arrest  on  such  a  charge ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Sweeny  has  under- 
taken, by  contract,  to  sink  two  wells  in 
the  Craughwell  Division,  and  has  had 
to  suspend  work,  after  having  gone  a 
considerable  depth,  because  of  the  re- 
fusal to  gprant  him  a  licence  for  dynamite 
and  blasting  powder  necessiu'y  for  the 
work ;  whether,  for  the  same  cause,  he 
is  unable  to  proceed  with  the  building 
of  two  schools  in  the  parish  of  Kiltulla ; 
and,  if  he  can  state  the  grounds  for  the 
persecution  to  which  Mr.  Peter  Sweeny 
is  subjected  ? 

Thk  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bautour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Local  Government  Board,  in  the  course 
of  their  inquiries,  ascertained  that 
Sweeny  had  oeen  in  prison  for  three 
weeks  in  Galway  Prison  under  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act ;  and,  further,  that  his 
antecedents  were  such  as  to  render  him 
an  unfit  person  for  service  under  the 
Poor  Law  Acts.  It  ia  the  case  that  he 
was  arrested  on  the  4th  of  July,  1882, 
under  the  Protection  of  Person  and 
Property  Act,  1881,  on  suspicion  of 
being  accessory  to  murder,  and  his  two 
brothers  were  likewise  arrested  on  the 
same  suspicion.  The  Guardians  did  not 
make  an  appointment  within  the  statu- 
table period  to  the  vacant  office  of  Regis- 
trar of  Births,  Deaths,  and  Marriages, 
which  thereupon  vested  in  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  who  appointed  the  interim 
Registrar,  who  had  discharged  satisfac- 
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torily  the  duties  of  assistant  and  deputy 
for  some  time.  I  am  not  aware  of  what 
contracts  the  man  may  have  undertaken. 
The  responsible  authorities,  however, 
oannot  consent  to  his  holding  a  licence 
for  dynamite  and  powder. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTliENT— UNIVER. 
SITIES  AND  OOLLEQES— FINANCIAL 
CONDITION. 

8iK  HENRY  R0800E  (Manchester, 
S.)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Oounoil  on  Education, 
Whether  the  documents  containing  par- 
ticulars of  the  financial  condition  of  the 
University  and  other  Colleges  in  Eng- 
land have  now  been  received ;  and,  whe- 
iher,  if  so,  he  can  state  when  the  Edu- 
cation Department  will  be  able  to  report 
to  the  Treasury  thereon? 

The  VICE  PEE8IDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Habt  Dtke)  (Kent,  Dartford): 
The  information  asked  for  has,  I  be- 
lieve, been  made  complete  within  the 
last  few  hours,  and  the  Department  will 
lose  no  time  in  making  their  Beport  to 
the  Treasury. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1887,  SEC. 
29— ADJUSTMENT  OP  RENTS. 

Me.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
Hr.  8olicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, with  reference  to  the  equitable 
provisions  of  ''  The  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887,"  he  is  aware  that  in  holdings 
where  the  gale  day  is  the  1st  Novem- 
ber, and  where  there  is  only  one  gale 
day  in  the  year,  the  tenant  to  whom  the 
section  applies  was,  under  the  29th  sec- 
tion, entitled  to  adjustment  of  the  rent 
for  the  year  ending  November  1,  1887  ; 
whether  it  was  intended  that  he  should 
also  be  entitled  to  adjustment  of  the 
rent  for  the  years  ending  November  1, 
1888,  and  November  1,  1889;  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  with  regard  to  the 
second  year's  adjustment  in  such  cases, 
the  section  provides  that  it  shall  be  for 
the  year  commencing  from  November  1 
(the  first  gale  day)  in  1888,  and  no  pro- 
vision is  made  for  adjustment  of  the 
rent  for  the  year  ending  on  November  1, 
1 888 ;  and,  whether,  considering  this 
serious  defect  in  the  section,  he  will 
advise  the  Gbvernment  to  take  steps  to 
have  it  remedied  ? 

Thb  80LI0IT0R  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddeh )  (DubUn  Uni- 
versity):  I  will  give  the   matter  my 
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very  best  consideration,  having  regard 
particularly  to  the  fourth  paragraph  of 
the  Question. 

RIOTS,  &o.   (IRELAND)— DISTURBANCE 
AT  DUNDALK  RAILWAY  STATION. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  8ecretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  on  Wednesday  last,  when  the  people 
were  quietly  and  peaceably  moving  from 
the  Dundalk  Railway  Station,  where 
they  had  met  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and  his  friends,  Mr. 
Cullen,  Divisional  Magistrate,  ordered 
the  dragoons  and  constabulary  to  stop 
the  procession,  and  thereby  caused  con- 
siderable confusion  and  disorder,  daring 
which  several  persons  were  thrown  down 
and  injured;  and,  whether  Mr.  Cullen 
had  received  instructions  from  Dublin 
Castle  to  act  in  this  way  ? 

Mr.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.)  also  asked, 
whether  it  was  not  admitted  on  all 
hands  that  the  people  of  Dundalk  and 
Louth  were  exceedingly  peaceable  and 
law-abiding  people ;  that  the  crowd  on 
this  occasion  were  perfectly  orderly,  and 
largely  composed  of  women  and  chil- 
dren ;  that  being  so,  what  was  the 
object  of  an  armed  demonstration  on 
the  day  against  respectable  men,  women, 
and  children ;  and  he  would  also  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether 
it  was  not  also  true  that  a  large  number 
of  people  were  injured  in  Dundalk  on 
that  occasion  by  police  and  military  ? 

Thk  CHIEF  8BCRETART  (Mr.  A. 
J,  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  I  do 
not  know  the  circumstances  referre4  to 
well  enoueh  to  express  an  abstract  opi- 
nion on  the  peaceableness  of  the  Dun- 
dalk people.  Mr.  Cullen  reports  that 
he  did  not  act  in  the  manner  described, 
and  he  had  no  instructions  from  Dublin 
Castle  to  do  so.  He  is  not  aware  that 
any  persons  were  injured. 

Ma.  M'CARTAN :  Might  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will  hold  an 
inquiry  ?  I  assure  him  that  I  heard  Mr. 
Cullen  using  the  words. 

Me.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  NOLAN  :  8ince  the  information 
supplied  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
diners  entirely  from  that  which  was 
g^ven  in  the  Press,  and  stated  by  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  and  other  eye- 
witnesses, will  he  make  a  full  and  open 
inquiry  into  the  matter  ? 

[No  reply.] 


8 1 


JiuUm. 


SubeequenUj, 

Mr.  NOLAN  said,  lie  hoped  he  would 
be  escuBed  for  again  asking  the  Chief 
Secretary  what  he  was  going  to  do  with 
regard  to  what  happened  on  the  ocoaaion 
of  Mr.  Dillon's  trial  f  He  had  it  on  the 
beet  authority  that  a  number  of  his 
constituents  were  ridden  oyer  by  the 
dragoons  and  struck  down  by  the  police 
with  their  batons.  Was  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  going  to  let  the  matter  fall 
to  the  ground  because  the  incriminated 
person  said  these  things  did  not  happen  ? 
Would  he  grant  an  ini^uiry  ?  He  would 
also  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man,  was  it  a  fact  that  the  chief  officer 
who  had  charge  of  the  police  on  that 
occasion  was  the  same  who  was  gravely 
censured  by  the  late  Under  Secretary 
for  compounding  a  charge  which  was 
made  against  nim  of  penury  and 
asaault? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  hare  not 
the  slightest  idea  of  what  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to  in  the  latter  part  of 
his  Question.  As  to  the  former  part,  I 
may  remind  him  that  the  incidents  oc- 
curred on  the  occasion  of  a  rery  large 
gathering  of  people,  at  a  time  when  a 
gentleman  was  being  tried  on  appeal. 
On  such  an  occasion  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  take  precautions,  and  it  i« 
almost  absolutely  necessary  to  disperse 
the  crowd.  Of  course,  that  ought  to  be 
done,  if  possible,  without  injury  to  any- 
one. I  am  not  aware,  nor  are  the  police 
aware,  that  any  people  were  injured  on 
this  oooasion ;  and  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  aware  of  it,  I  am  very  sorry. 

Thb  LOHD  MAYOB  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sutoh)  (Belfast,  W.) :  Is  it  not 
the  function  of  a  public  highway  to 
allow  people  to  proceed  quietly  and  un~ 


Mr.  speaker  ;  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  now  arguing  a  point, 
not  asking  a  Question. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  it  was 
not  lawful  for  Mr.  Dillon  and  his  friends 
to  proceed  from  the  railway  to  the 
Court  House  without  molestation  ? 

Mb.  a.  3.  BALFOUH :  That  does 
not  make  it  right  to  have  a  large  con- 
course of  people  accompanying  him  in 
triumphal  procession. 

Ma.  T.  0.  HARRINGTON  {Dublin. 
Harbour) :  Might  I  aak  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  is  it  not  the  fact  that  tho 


large  concourse  of  people  ^ere  in  town 
because  it  was  a  fair-day,  and  because 
they  had  business  to  transact? 

Ma.  PICTON  (Leicester)  r  Will  the 
right  ban.  Gentleman  say  whether  there 
was  any  threatened  disturbance  to  justify 
the  attack  on  the  people? 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE(Northampton): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
"  in  the  necessuy  precautions  for  taking 

prisoner  for  trial  in  Ireland  is  includea 
the  breaking  of  people's  heads  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

PEISONS  (IRKLAND)-UR  JOHN  DIL- 
LON,  M.P. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr. 
John  Dillon,  while  exempt  from  all 
Forms  of  prison  labour,  has  access  to 
books  and  writing  materials  in  the  in- 
firmary of  Dondalk  Prison? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A, 
J.  Balfodb)  (Alanchester,  S.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  not  answer  the  Question 
without  further  Notice ;  but  he  could 
tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  ordi- 
nary Prison  Rules  were  applied  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Dillon  the  same  as  in  that 
of  any  other  prisouer. 

Mb.  W.  a.  JAMES  asked,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consider, 
in  this  case,  whether  a  condition  of 
laborious  idleness  was  not  more  ex- 
asperating and  injurious  than  hard 
labour  itself. 

Thb  LOHD  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Skxton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  As  Mr. 
Dillon  has  been  placed  in  the  infirmary 
in  consequenoe  of  the  condidon  of  hie 
health,  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  the  medical  officer 
of  the  prison  has  the  power  of  ordering 
him  the  means  of  reading  and  writing  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  beUeve  it 
is  in  the  power  of  the  medical  officer  of 
the  prison  to  take  any  steps  for  the 
preservation  of  the  health  of  any  pri- 
■oner  in  hie  charge. 

LAW  AST)  JUSTIOE— OOURTS  OP  8UM- 

MAHT     JURISDICTION—  PRI80NER!3 

AWAITINQ  TRIAL. 

Mb.  FTELDEN    (Lancashire,    8.E., 

Middleton)  asked  the  Secretly  of  State 

for  the  Home  Department,  Whether,  in 

Tiew   of  the   reoommendationa  of  the 

I  Committee  appointed  by  him  to  inquire 
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into  the  accommodation  for  prisoners 
awaitinfi^  trial  at  the  Oourts  of  Summary 
Jurisdiction,  he  proposes  to  take  any, 
and,  if  so,  what,  action  to  remedy  the 
present  defective  arrangements  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
now  in  communication  with  the  Office 
of  Works  and  the  other  authorities  in 
whom  the  control  of«  the  Police  Courts 
of  the  Metropolis  is  vested,  and  have 
earnestly  invited  their  co-operation  in 
carrying  out  such  alterations  as  will  be 
necessary  to  secure  an  improved  accom- 
modation for  prisoners  awaiting  trial. 
I  have  also  communicated  with  the 
authorities  responsible  for  the  accom- 
modation at  all  Stipendiary  Courts ;  and 
I  have,  in  several  instances,  received 
from  them  satisfactory  assurances  that 
substantial  improvements  will  be  effected. 
I  have  now  under  my  consideration  the 
best  course  to  pursue  with  the  view  of 
securing  satisfactory  accommodation  at 
the  Petty  Sessional  Courts  throughout 
the  country.  That  is  a  much  larger 
question,  owing  to  the  number  of  such 
Courts. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— THE  MIDLAND  SUMMER 
ASSIZES  —  AYLESBURY  AND  LEI- 
CESTER. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwickshire,  S.E., 
Rugby)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  under 
the  arrangements  for  the  Summer 
Assizes  on  the  Midland  Circuit  a  week 
is  given  at  Aylesbury,  where  there  is 
little  business,  and  two  days  are  given 
at  Leicester,  where  there  is  much  busi- 
ness ;  whether  these  arrangements  have 
been  made  after  communicating  with 
the  leading  counsel  on  the  Circuit ;  and, 
whether  he  wiU  endeavour  to  induce 
Her  Majesty's  Judges  to  give  more  time 
for  the  business  at  Leicester  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  that 
at  Aylesbury  (where  the  Assizes  have 
already  been  held)  there  was  one  clear 
day — namely,  Monday,  the  25th — be- 
sides the  Commission  Day.  At  Leicester 
the  Commission  Day  is  on  July  1 0,  and 
the  next  Commission  Day  (at  Oakham) 
is  on  the  1 3th,  giving  two  clear  days. 
The  arrangements  are  made  by  the 
Judge  going  the  Circuit,  after  ascertain- 

Mr.Fielien 


ing  the  probable  amount  of  business,  in 
such  manner  as  he  thinks  fit.  It  is  part 
of  the  Circuit  system  that  no  case  shall 
be  left  untried ;  and  if  the  time  allowed 
for  Leicester  proves  to  be  insufficient 
the  Commission  Day  at  the  next  place 
will  be  deferred. 

POST    OFFICE  —  LETTERS    OF    IRISH 

MEMBERS. 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
By  whose  authority  are  the  letters  of 
Irish  Members  of  Parliament  opened  in 
the  post;  and,  if  he  will  take  steps  to 
put  an  end  to  the  practice  ? 

The  postmaster  QBNERAL(Mr, 
Eaikbs)  (Cambridge  University):  To 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
answer  is  simple — that  it  is  not  in  my 
power  to  put  an  end  to  a  practice  which 
does  not  exist. 

SiK  THOMAS  ESMONDE :  If  a  case 
is  put  into  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  in  which  letters  to  an  Irish 
Member  from  his  constituents  were 
opened,  will  he  order  an  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  the  matter  ?  I  also  wish  to 
ask  him,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  there  is  in 
the  post  office  at  Cork  an  individual 
especially  employed  for  the  "  GFrahamis- 
ing ''  of  letters  from  America  ? 

Mb.  RAIKES:  Certainly.  I  will 
have  an  inquiry  made  into  any  ease  that 
may  be  brought  before  me. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.):  I  can  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  practice  does  exist. 

ROYAL  COLLEGE  OF  SURGEONS  OF 
ENGLAND  —  A  SUPPLEMENTAL 
CHARTER. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  correct 
that  Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council  has 
advised  Her  Majesty  to  g^ant  a  "  Sup- 
plemental Charter"  to  the  Royal  Goi- 
lege  of  Surgeons  of  England ;  and, 
whether  the  said  Charter  recognizes, 
and,  if  so,  to  what  extent,  the  claims  of 
the  members  of  the  College  to  take  part 
in  the  election  of,  and  to  representation 
on  the  Council  of  the  said  College,  aa 
embodied,  with  other  requests,  in  a 
Petition  signed  by  4,665  members,  and 
presented  to  the  Privy  Council  in  May, 
1887  ;  if  not,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  will  be  prepared,  at  the  urgent 
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request  of  the  members,  to  recommend 
Her  Majesty  to  delay  tlie  graating  of 
the  aaid  Supplemental  Charter  until 
such  time  aa  a  Report  from  a  Boyal 
Commiasion  appointed  to  inquire  into 
tbe  constitution  of  the  College  and  the 
position  of  its  members  shall  hare  been 
received,  or  until  some  further  investi- 
gation shall  have  been  made  into  the 
several  matters  contained  in  a  Petition 
of  the  Members  to  the  Privy  Council  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminater) :  The 
Lords  of  the  Oouooil  have  agreed  to 
advise  Her  Majesty  to  grant  a  Supple- 
mental Charter  to  the  Royal  College  of 
Surgeons  of  England.  The  Charter 
does  not  in  any  way  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  eleotioD.  The  Oovernmeut  do 
not  consider  it  necessary  to  recommend 
the  appointment  of  a  Royal  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  constitution  of  the 
College,  or  the  postponement  of  the 
grant  of  a  Charter,  which  does  not  affect 
any  of  the  questions  which  have  been 
matters  of  controversy. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
g'ave  Notice  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  he 
would  move  that  an  humble  Address  be 

S resented  to  Her  Majesty  praying  Her 
[ajeaty  not  to  grant  a  Supplemental 
Charter  until  auch  time  as  a  full  in- 
quiry had  been  made  into  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  College. 

PUBLIC  OFFICIALS— DISCLOSURE  OF 
OFFICIAL  SECRETS. 

Mb.  HANBURT  (Preston)  aeked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  What  are 
the  Regulations  of  the  Treasury  as  to 
the  disclosure  by  officials  of  public  scan- 
dals of  which  they  have  knowledge ; 
whether  auch  knowledge  constitutes  an 
official  secret ;  and,  whether  an  official, 
who  is  aware  of  such  scandals,  and  has 
unsuccessfully  brought  them  to  the  no- 
tice of  his  official  superiors,  renders 
himself  liable  to  punishment  for  dis- 
closing, in  good  faith,  the  fact  that  the 
public,  his  masters,  are  thereby  being 
injured? 

Thb  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  There 
are  no  general  instructions  to  officials  as 
to  the  disclosure  of  public  scandals  of 
which  tbey  may  have  knowledge,  al- 
though there  are  instructions  relative  to 
the  divulgence  of  official  documents.  It 
would  be  the  duty  of  a  public  servant 
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iport  an  official  scandal  to  his  chiefs. 
Any  official  who  is  aware  of  such  scan- 
dais,  and  has  unsuccessfully  brought 
them  to  the  notice  of  hie  official  supe- 
riors and  to  the  notioe  of  the  Govern- 
ment, would,  undoubtedly,  be  protected 
for  disclosing,  io  good  faith,  the  fact  that 
the  public,  hie  masters,  are  being  in- 
jured. But  such  public  servant  is  under 
the  same  responsibility  as  other  sub- 
jects ;  and  the  fact  of  bis  being  a  public 
servant  would  not  protect  him  if  he 
should  make  false  charges,  or  should 
publish  libels  on  character. 

PERPETUAL  PENSIONS. 

Mb.  BBADLAHGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
What  steps,  if  any,  he  has  yet  taken  to 
give  effect  to  the  Resolution  of  this 
House  for  the  abolition  of  perpetual 
pensions;  and,  whether,  in  aooordanoe 
with  the  remainder  of  that  Resolution, 
the  Oovernment  are  now  prepared  to 
make  any  statement  to  the  House  on 
the  subject  of  pensions  generally  ? 

Thk  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  A  Troa> 
sury  Minute  on  the  subject  of  perpetual 
pensions  has  been  prepared,  and  will 
shortly  be  laid  on  the  Table.  Tbe  ques- 
tion of  pensions  generally  is,  I  under- 
stand, being  dealt  with  by  the  Commis- 
sion on  Civil  Service  Establishments, 
and  I  have  every  reason  to  believe  that 
they  will  report  very  shortly. 

CIVIL  LIST  PENSIONS-LTTERART 
PENSIONERS. 

Mr.  SHMUEBS  (Huddersfield)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  will  take  into  consideration  the  ad- 
visability of  requiring  from  all  future 
recipients  of  literary  pensions  an  as- 
surance, similar  to  that  obtained  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  from  certain 
political  pensioners,  that  in  case  they 
should  receive  a  considerable  addition 
to  their  incomes  they  will  cease  there- 
after to  draw  their  pensions  ? 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked, 
whether,  in  the  event  of  the  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  being  in  the  affir- 
mative with  regard  to  these  small  allow- 
ances,  it  would  be  possible  to  carry  out 
the  same  arrangement  in  the  case  of 
statutory  allowances  to  ez-Cabinet  Mi- 
nisters 7 
8  E 
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The  FIBST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  think 
the  answer  will  cover  that  ground  also. 
The  Act  (1  VioL  c.  2),  under  which  Civil 
List  pensions  are  granted,  gives  no 
power  to  the  Government  to  demand 
from  recipients  the  assurance  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member.  These  pensions, 
which  are  not  largely  literary,  are,  for 
the  most  part,  granted  to  those  who,  in 
addition  to  other  claims  on  the  nation, 
are  in  urgent  need  of  such  assistance ; 
and  in  the  Annual  Beturn  made  to  this 
House  of  pensions  granted  during  the 
year  a  statement  to  that  effect  is  made. 
The  pensions  being  given  on  these 
grounds,  I  think  the  question  of  their 
surrender  on  accession  of  wealth  may 
be  left,  as  in  the  case  of  the  political 
pensions  alluded  to,  to  the  honour  of 
the  recipients. 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  EDUCA- 
TION— THE  REPORT  —  PREMATURE 
DISCLOSUE. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield.  Bright- 
side)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  a  Question  of 
which  he  had  given  private  Notice, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  publication  in  that  day's  Tiwiee  of 
the  Majority  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Oom- 
mission  on  Education ;  whether  last 
week  a  confidential  document,  together 
with  some  conclusions  of  the  Com- 
missioners, did  not  appear  in  the  same 
journal ;  whether  the  Beport  of  the 
Commission,  or  any  part  of  it,  had  yet 
been  received  at  the  Home  Office  to  be 
submitted  to  Her  Majesty ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  could  in  any  way  account 
for  this  scandalous  irregularity?  He 
(Mr.  Mundella)  found  that  a  Manches- 
ter paper  had  also  published  what  pur- 
ported to  be  a  complete  version  of  the 
143  paragraphs  of  the  Majority  Beport, 
as  well  as  an  indication  of  the  Beport  of 
the  minority. 

Thh  SEOBETABY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birminebam,  E.) :  I  was 
aware  that  the  Majority  Beport  was 

Eublished  in  this  morning's  paper.  It 
as  not  yet  readhed  the  Home  Office ; 
and  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  how 
any  gentleman  who  has  access  to  a 
document  which  is  confidential  and  has 
not  been  laid  before  Her  Majesty  can 
have  communicated  it  to  the 
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Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  Has  it 
escaped  the  observation  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  that  the  Beport  only 
appeared  in  The  Timee  f 

Me.  MUNDELLA:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  take  steps  to  follow  up 
this  scandalous  case  of  breach  of  confi- 
dence ? 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) :  I  wish  to  ask,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment are  prepared  to  take  any 
measures  to  prevent  and  punish  such 
scandalous  breaches  of  public  confi- 
dence ^ 

Mb.'  ILLINGWOBTH  (Bradford. 
W.)  asked,  whether  the  observation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  covered  the 
confidential  Memorandum  referred  to  in 
the  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sheffield  ? 
.  Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  had  not  noticed 
the  publication  of  the  Memorandum. 
With  regard  to  the  other  matter,  I  will 
certainly  inquire  how  it  is  that  this 
document  has  been  published.  There 
is  a  Bill  on  the  Table  that  may  possibly 
reach  such  a  case ;  but,  except  in  that 
manner,  I  know  of  no  other  way  of 
punishing  it. 

Mb.  FICTON  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  noticed  that 
the  document  had  not  appeared  in  any 
other  London  paper  except  The  Timss  f 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  not  seen 
all  the  London  papers ;  but  I  will  take 
it  from  the  hon.  Member  that  it  is  so. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— JUDGMENT  IN 
THE  KILLEAGH  CASE—SHORTHAND 
WRITER'S  NOTES. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  would  grant,  as 
an  unopposed  Return,  a  copy  of  the 
shorthand  writer's  notes  of  the  Judg- 
ment delivered  in  the  Killeagh  con- 
spiracy case  on  the  20th  of  June  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  tihink 
that  there  were  no  official  shorthand 
notes  taken ;  but,  even  apart  from  that, 
it  would  be  extremely  inconvenient  to 
present  them. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Then  will  the  Chief 
Secretary  lay  on  the  Table  a  copy  of 
the  document — whatever  it  was — that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  quoted 
in  the  couree  of  the  reoent  debate  r 
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Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire)  : 
Will  there  be  a  Morning  Sitting  to* 
morrow. 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Certainly. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer did  not  quote  from  any  official 
documents.  The  rule  is  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  official  documents  from  which 
extracts  are  quoted.  This  was  not  an 
official  document. 

Mr.  sexton  :  What  was  the  manu- 
script from  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  quoted  the  language  of  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron  and  other  Judges  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT 
(Derby):  I  must  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  be  kind  enough  to  answer  the 
Question;  because  the  practice — which 
is  new — has  become  so  habitual  on  the 
Ministerial  Bench  of  quoting  documents 
night  after  night  which  they  do  not  pro- 
duce, p' Order!*']  I  will  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  were 
the  documents  from  which  he  quoted  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  will  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  repeat  the  Question 
on  another  occasion. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  will  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  was  not  a 
shorthand  note  of  the  Judges'  Charges 
taken  by  a  person  paid  by  public 
money  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  believe  it 
was  not.  But  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
put  a  Question  again  I  will  answer  him 
categorically ;  but  I  believe  it  was  not. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  asked,  When  the  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  Bill  would  be 
further  proceeded  with  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manches- 
ter, E.):  It  cannot  possibly  be  taken 
until  after  the  Committee  stage  of  the 
Local  Government  Bill. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Labouohere  (North- 
ampton), 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  some  Votes  on 
the  Civil  Serviee  Estimates  would  pro- 
bably be  taken  on  Monday.  He  would, 
however,  make  a  statement  to-morrow 
as  to  th^  order  pf  Business. 


ORDERS    OF  THE    DAT. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)   BILL.— [Bill  182.] 
{Mr,  Ritchie,  Mr,  WiUiam  Henry  Smith,  Mr, 

Chancellor  of   the   Exchequer,  Mr,   Secretary 

Matthew*,  Mr,  Long) 

COMMITTEE.      \^Progre8S  22nd  June."] 

[tenth  night.] 
Bill  eantid^ed  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

PAET  I. 

County  Councils. 

Powers  of  County  Council, 

Clause  8  (Transfer  to  county  council 
of  powers  of  certain  Government  de* 
partments  and  other  authorities). 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  moved,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page 
6,  line  27,  to  leave  out  ''  suoh  Order 
in  Council,''  and  insert  "Provisional 
Order  under  this  section." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
27,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  such  Order 
in  Council,"  and  insert  the  words  *'  Pro- 
visional Order  under  this  section."— 
{Mr.  Chaplin.) 

Question,  "That  the  words  'such 
Order  in  Council'  stand  part  of  the 
Clause,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  Pro- 
visional Order  under  this  section'  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne), in  moving,  in  page  6,  line  30,  to 
insert — 

**  Prorided  that,  in  the  oonstitutioii  of  any 
Bach  joint  committee,  the  numher  of  county 
aldermen  appointed  to  serve  thereon  shall  in 
no  case  be  more  in  proportion  to  the  nnmber  of 
councillors  so  appointed  than  the  numher  of 
aldermen  in  the  whole  council  bears  to  the 
councillors," 

said,  he  did  not  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Eitchie; 
was  disposed  to  acpept  this  Amend- 
ment 2 


?  E  2 
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The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD (Mr.RiTOHiB) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Q-eorge's) :  No, 
Sir 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  said,  that,  under 
those  oircumstaaoes,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  explain  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced him  to  propose  this  Amendment. 
He  maintained  that  it  was  a  reasonable 
and  proper  Amendment,  seeing  that  it 
simply  provided  that,  in  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  joint  committee,  the  number 
of  County  Aldermen  appointed  to  serve 
should  in  no  case  be  more  in  proportion 
to  the  number  of  Councillors  than  the 
number  of  Aldermen  in  the  whole  Coun- 
cil bore  to  the  Councillors.  It  had  al- 
ready been  decided  that  the  nominated 
Aldermen  should  be  one-fourth  of  the 
County  Council ;  and.  that  being  so,  he 
thought  it  would  be  undesirable,  when  a 
committee  was  formed  to  represent  two 
County  Councils,  that  there  should  be 
upon  that  committee  as  members  more 
than  one-fourth  who  were  Aldermen. 
He  took  it  that  the  duties  of  the  joint 
committee  would  be  very  important,  as 
the  clause  now  stood,  since  the  passing 
of  the  Amendment  which  had  been 
moved  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin).  There 
might  also  be  at  any  time  a  transfer  to 
the  Council  of  very  important  functions 
now  exercised  under  different  Acts  of 
Parliament,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  more  these  matters  of  business 
affected  two  different  counties  the  more 
important  they  were  likely  to  be.  It 
was,  therefore,  highly  desirable  that  no- 
thing further  should  be  done  than  had 
already  been  done  by  the  Reactionary 
Party  connected  with  the  passage  of 
this  Bill  to  deprive  the  elected  repre- 
sentatives in  the  County  Council  of  their 
just  right  of  control  in  this  matter  of 
public  business.  Their  rights  had  al- 
ready been  much  curtailed  and  limited, 
and  it  was  possible,  unless  some  such 
provision  were  adopted  as  was  sug- 
gested in  this  Amendment,  that  a  joint 
committee  of  two  County  Coimoils  might 
be  composed  of  the  unrepresented  sec- 
tion of  such  Councils — that  was  to  say, 
that  the  elected  representative  might  be 
altogether  excluded.  In  order  to  avoid 
auch  a  case  as  that,  he  thought  they 
ought  to  provide  that  the  proportion 
laid  down  in  the  Act  as  being  the  pro- 
portion to  be  observed  in  the  constitu- 


tion of  the  Council  itself  between  the 
Aldermen  and  the  elected  representives 
should  be  observed  on  the  joint  com- 
mittees it  was  proposed  to  constitute. 
He  had  no  wish  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
Committee  by  making  unnecessary  re- 
marks; but  be  confidently  asked  for 
the  support  of  the  Committee  upon  this 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pag^  6,  line  30,  to  add  the  words—"  Pro- 
vided that,  in  the  constitution  of  any  sach  joint 
committee,  the  number  of  county  aldermen 
appointed  to  serve  thereon  shall  in  no  case  be 
more  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  conn- 
cillors  so  appointed  than  the  number  of  alder- 
men in  the  whole  council  bears  to  the  ooun- 
cillors.*' — {Mr.  Conybeare.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that,  of  oourse, 
the  Government  could  not  accept  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member,  which 
really  placed  a  limitation  upon  the 
power  of  the  County  Councils  which 
did  not  exist  in  any  of  the  Town  Coun- 
cils elected  under  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act.  The  hon.  Member  was 
probably  aware  that  the  Town  Coun- 
cils, as  a  whole,  elected  their  com- 
mittees. It  was,  therefore,  desirable 
that  the  County  Councils  should  also 
be  left  to  choose  their  committees  as 
they  thought  best ;  and,  as  three-fourths 
of  the  County  Councils  would  be  elected 
representatives,  the  hon.  Member  might 
have  every  confidence  that  they  would 
be  thoroughly  well  able  to  wield  their 
just  weight  and  influence. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  (HaUfax)  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  compared  this 
case  with  the  appointment  of  com- 
mittees by  the  Town  Councils,  that  in 
this  instance  powers  were  absolutely 
delegated  to  the  joint  committees  of 
the  County  Councils,  who  would,  there- 
fore, have  far  more  authority  than  com- 
mittees elected  by  the  Town  Councils. 
In  the  case  of  committees  appointed 
by  Municipal  Corporations,  they  were 
not  responsible  for  the  exercise  of  the 
powers  they  enjoyed;  but  those  who 
were  responsible  were  the  Town  Cotm- 
oils  which  appointed  them. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  said,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld) 
must  have  forgotten  his  experience  of 
Municipal   Councils.     Jn  the  case    of 
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Watch  Committees,  when  they  were 
once  appointed  they  had  independent 
power. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  stated 
reasons  why  he  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment.  One  was,  that  he  did  not 
wish  to  make  an  invidious  distinction 
hetween  County  Aldermen  and  elected 
Councillors.  He  (Mr.  Conybeare)  had 
no  desire  to  establish  a  distinction,  but 
a  distinction  had  already  been  estab- 
lished by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.  Hon.  Members  on  that  side 
of  the  House  had  contended  all  along 
for  the  principle  of  popular  control  by 
the  popularly  elected  representatives  of 
the  people ;  but  the  Government,  while 
pretending  to  grant  that  principle,  had 
persistently  withheld  it,  and  had  taken 
care  to  make  their  Bill  a  sham  and  a  farce 
by  the  institution  of  County  Councillors. 
Having  done  so,  he  thought  they  were 
bound  not  to  raise  invidious  distinc- 
tions between  the  County  Aldermen 
and  the  elected  representatives.  It  was 
only  right  they  should  see  that  in  all 
respects  the  proper  limitations  and  the 
proper  proportions,  as  laid  down  in 
the  Bill,  should  be  maintained  wher- 
ever committees  were  constituted,  and 
wherever  it  was  possible  that  too  great 
a  proportion  of  the  nominated  mem- 
bers might  be  appointed  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  elected  representatives. 
He  had  not  such  great  con&dence  in 
the  class  from  which  the  nominated 
Aldermen  were  likely  to  be  taken  as 
to  believe  that  in  all  cases  the  elected 
representatives  would  be  properly  con- 
sidered, and  for  that  reason  he  had  ven- 
tured to  place  the  Amendment  on  the 
Paper.  The  other  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  there 
was  no  provision  of  this  kind  in  the 
Municipal  Corporations  Act.  He  would 
venture  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  there  was  nothing  in  the 
Municipal  Corporations  Act  in  regard 
to  the  constitution  of  joint  committees 
such  as  were  proposed  to  be  constituted 
here.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  show  him  a  case  where,  under  the 
Municipal  Corporations  Act,  it  was  pro- 
posed that  two  boroughs  should  appoint 
a  committee  for  the  purpose  of  joint 
control,  there  would  be  something  in  his 
argument ;  but  he  was  raising  a  false 
issue  based  on  an  entire  fallacy.   There- 


fore, there  was  no  force  in  his  argument; 
and  he  hoped  that  the  Committee  would 
not  think  he  was  needlessly  obstructive 
if  he  asked  for  a  Division  to  be  taken 
upon  the  Amendment.  He  did  not  wish 
unnecessarily  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
House,  but  he  really  thought  it  a  point 
that  was  worthy  the  attention  of  the 
Committee. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  hoped  that  his  hon.  Friend, 
having  placed  his  argument  before  the 
House,  would  not  take  a  Division  upon 
the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
he  wished  to  say  one  or  two  words  upon 
this  clause  before  it  was  passed.  He 
had  no  desire  to  go  "back  to  any  of  the 
matters  that  were  discussed  under  the 
clause;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
this  was  the  only  Decentralization  Clause 
of  the  Bill.  In  regard  to  the  powers 
hitherto  given,  they  were  not  strictly 
decentralization  powers,  because  the 
magistrates  were  a  Local  Authority,  and 
it  was  simply  transferring  power  from 
one  Local  Authority  to  another.  But 
this  clause  was  intended  to  be  de- 
centralizing, because  it  gave  powers  that 
were  now  exercised  by  the  Executive 
Government  to  the  County  Councils. 
He  regretted  that  in  the  clause  they  were 
about  to  pass  so  very  little  was  done  in 
the  nature  of  decentralization.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  nothing  was  done  ac- 
tually, but  whatever  was  to  be  done 
hereafter  was  to  be  a  matter  for  future 
legislation.  As  the  matter  was  to  be 
considered  in  future,  he  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  came  to 
frame  his  Provisional  Order,  to  endea- 
vour to  amplify  the  powers  conferred  by 
it.  He  would  speak  of  an  Office  with 
which  he  was  familiar — namely,  the 
Home  OfHce.  He  believed  that  there 
were  powers  now  vested  in  the  Home 
Office  far  more  important  than  those 
which  had  been  placed  in  the  Schedule, 
and  which  might  with  great  advantage 
be  transferred  to  the  County  Councils. 
He  had  always  felt,  and  the  present 
Home  Secretary  must  feel,  that  the 
Home  Office  had  no  proper  statf  to  deal 
with  such  questions  as  the  inspection  of 
mines  and  the  provisions  of  the  Factory 
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«nd  Workshops  Acts.  Those  duties 
were  thrown  upon  the  Home  Office 
without  providing  the  Office  with  any 
means  of  dealing  with  them.  The  con- 
sequence was  that  the  staff  was  most 
imperfect,  and  the  duties  were  not  satis- 
factorily performed.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive questions  more  appropriate  for  the 
Local  Authorities  to  deal  with  than 
mines,  the  circumstances  and  character 
of  which  varied  in  every  locality.  For 
instance,  the  mines  in  South  Wales  dif- 
fered from  those  in  Durham,  those  in 
Durham  from  those  in  the  central  coun- 
ties, and  those  in  the  central  counties 
differed  again  from  those  in  Lancashire. 
He  was  deeply  convinced  of  the  utter 
inability  of  the  Central  Authority  to  deal 
properly  with  these  questions ;  and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
he  came  to  frame  his  Provisional  Order, 
would  consider  the  propriety  of  trans- 
ferring these  powers  to  the  Councils,  so 
that  they  might  be  under  the  supervision 
and  control  of  persons  fully  acquainted 
with,  and  chiefly  interested  in,  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
ahire,  E.)  said   he  wished,   before  the 
clause  passed,  to  call  attention  to  the 
operation  of  the  clause  upon  the  Burial 
Laws.      The    whole    condition    of   the 
Burial  Laws  was  very  unsatisfactory, 
and  even  discreditAblfi*^  The  intention 
of  the  clause,  as  it  was  original 
in  the    Bill,   was  to  confer   upon  the 
County  Councils  all  the  powers    now 
exercised  by  the  Home  Office  under  the 
old  Burial  Acts,   and  also,  the  powers 
exercised    by    the    Local    Government 
Board  under  the  Public  Health  (Inter- 
mento)  Act,  1879.  That,  at  least,  was  the 
view  of  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,   as  expressed  in  an 
answer  given  to  him  (Mr.  Morgan)  10 
days  ago.     To  that  he  had  no  objection  ; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  found  that 
the  clause  would  have  no  such  operation, 
for  several  Acts  by   which  important 
duties  which  were   now  imposed  upon 
the  Home  Secretary  were  not  mentioned 
in  the  Schedule ;  and,  moreover,  several 
sections,  both  of  the  Burial  Acts  and 
the  Act  of  1879,  which  ought  to  have 
been  included  in  the   Schedule,   were 
onaitted  therefrom.     What  he  wished  to 
point  out  was  that,    unless  more  care 
was  taken  in  framing  the  Provisional 
Order  Bill,  they  would  find  themselves 
landed  in  further  difficulties ;  confusion 
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would  become  more  confounded,  and 
instead  of  having,  as  at  present,  to  deal 
with  two  Bodies,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  deal  with  three. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  every 
care  would  be  taken  to  provide  ade- 
quately in  the  Provisional  Order  Bill  for 
the  administration  of  the  Burial  Law.  He 
promised  that  the  matter  should  be  care- 
fully considered  before  the  ProvisioDal 
Order  Bill  was  drawn  up.  In  reference  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  of  course,  like  ths 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  had  no  wish  to 
enter  into  any  previous  discussion  as  to 
the  proposals  which  were  made  originally 
and  the  proposal  which  was  submitted 
now.  At  the  proper  time  it  would  be 
open  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
consider  whether  or  not  some  further 
powers  which  now  existed  might  not  be 
transferred.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  referred  specially  to  the  inspection 
of  mines.  As  the  clause  was  originally 
framed,  the  Government  were  anxious  to 
decentralize  as  far  as  possible.  They  not 
only  provided  at  once  for  the  transfer  of 
many  powers,  to  the  County  Councils, 
but  in  the  clause  they  took  powers  of  an 
extensive  character  to  make  further 
transactions  of  business  by  an  Order  in 
Council.  That  had  arisen  from  a  desire 
to  provide  work  for  the  County  Councils 
were  set  up,  and  also  to  deal 
as  possible  with  the  whole 
matter  in^^decentralizing  spirit.  Al- 
though the^JM^  adopted  now  another 
proposal  which  Hi^**®®^  pressed  upon 
them  from  more  thaP  ^°®  quarter  of  the 
House,  he  could  assfcf®  *^®  "^^*  ^®"- 

Gendeman  it  would  r®  ^^®*'  ^^^'  *°^ 
their  willing  duty,  to  ^n«der  the  sug- 
gestions  or  observation^  **®  desired  to 
make  in  reference  to  «®  matter.  He 
hoped,  when  the  ProvisiSP^  ^^^^  X} 
was  laid  on  the  Table  of  th^®"?®'  ^^^\ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^^^^^  ^®®* 
satisfied  that  the  Governmlf*  ^^^  ^ 
anxious  as  ever  to  bring  abdfej  *  ^**®' 
factory  and  effective  decentralife^**^:  , 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBEL*^  ^\^f\* 
caldy,  &c.)  said,  that  the  claus3|kT?_ 
was  to  be  passed  in  its  present 
culated  condition  in  deference 
desire  of  that  House  to  have  .^.^^ 
legislation  next  Session,  was  worth  litire' 
or  nothing.  All  that  it  did  was  to  give 
a  promise  on  the  part  of  the  Qovemmeiit 
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to  bring  in  a  Bill  in  another  Session. 
The  only  distinction  between  it  and  an 
ordinary  Fublio  Bill  was  that  it  was  to  be 
brought  in  in  the  shape  of  a  Provisional 
Order  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  was 
much  too  sanguine  if  he  expected  that  his 
Provisional  Order  Bill  would  be  at  all 
like  ordinary  Provisional  Order  Bills, 
and  would  be  passed  without  difficulty. 
Ordinary  Provisional  Order  Bills  were 
dealt  with  under  certain  circumstances ; 
but  this  would  effect  so  great  a  change 
that  it  was  impossible  to  suppose  that  it 
could  be  introduced  and  disposed  of  in 
that  House  in  the  course  of  a  few  hours. 
He  trusted  that  it  would  be  a  liberal 
Bill. 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Powers  as  to  dosing  public* 
houses  on  special  days). 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.RixcHiE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  he 
desired  to  make  an  appeal  to  hnn. 
Members  who  had  given  Notice  of 
Amendments  to  this  clause.  As  the 
Committee  were  aware,  it  was  within 
the  right  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  to  move  those 
Amendments  before  they  came  to  con- 
sider the  question  whether  the  clause 
should  stand  part  of  the  Bill.  Looking, 
however,  to  the  fact  that  the  Government 
proposed  to  omit  the  clause,  he  would 
press  upon  them  not  to  propose  their 
Amendments.  In  the  event  of  the  Com- 
mittee coming  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  clause  should  be  omitted,  of  course 
their  Amendments  would  be  unnecessary. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Committee 
should  conclude  that  the  clause  should 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,  hon.  Members 
would  not  be  prevented  from  moving 
their  Amendments  on  the  Report.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  not  move  their  Amendments,  as 
that  course  would  be  very  greatly  for  the 
convenience  of  the  Committee. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  was  sure  that  the  course  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  the  most  convenient  one,  and 
he,  therefore,  hoped  that  it  would  be 
adopted. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Clause  9  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  had  to  ask 
the  Committee  to  omit  this  clause  from 


the  Bill.  They  would  be  aware  that 
originally  the  Government  proposed  to 
deal,  not  only  with  this  phase  of  the 
question,  but  with  the  whole  question 
of  licensing  and  matters  of  that  de- 
scription. He  did  not  propose — in  fact, 
it  would  be  out  of  Order — to  enter  into 
discussion  of  the  matters  touched  upon 
in  the  various  clauses  which  affected  the 
liquor  traffic.  The  Government  made 
those  proposals  in  the  hope  that  both 
sides  of  the  House  would  &Eid  in  them, 
at  least,  a  basis  for  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  this  great  and  difficult  question. 
Unfortunately,  the  Government  had 
been  compelled  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  their  proposals  were  not  likely  to 
find  acceptance  from  that  Party  in  the 
House  which  had  identified  itself  for  so 
many  years,  and  so  honourably,  with 
the  cause  of  temperance.  The  Govern- 
ment had,  therefore,  come  to  the  con- 
clusion, that,  as  far  as  time  was  con- 
cerned, it  was  impossible  to  deal  with  the 
question.  They  perceived  that  if  they 
determined  to  proceed  with  those  clauses 
it  would  only  be  done  after  a  most  pro- 
tracted discussion,  and  in  the  face  of 
very  great  opposition.  They  felt  that, 
looking  to  the  period  of  the  Session,  it 
was  impossible  for  them  to  hope  that 
they  would  be  able  to  discuss  this  ques- 
tion adequately,  and  to  deal  with  all  the 
Amendments,  which  filled  several  pages 
of  the  Notice  Paper,  and  also  with  the 
other  various  important  matters  in  con- 
nection with  the  m\\.  With  considerable 
reluctance  the  Gt>vemment  came  to  the 
conclusion  that,  so  far  as  time  alone 
was  concerned,  even  apart  from  other 
considerations,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
them  to  deal  with  this,  and  likewise 
with  other  questions  in  the  Bill  during  the 
present  Session.  But  it  was  not  merely 
a  question  of  time.  They  felt  that,  not- 
withstanding the  good  intentions  of  the 
Gt)vemment,  there  had  been  a  very  con- 
siderable amount  of  feeling  created  out- 
of-doors  upon  this  question.  He  did 
not  propose  to  discuss  whether  that  feel- 
ing was  justifiable,  but  the  fact  re- 
mained that  an  enormous  amount  of 
feeling  had  been  excited  upon  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  it  was  likely  to  continue 
to  be  excited.  Therefore,  the  Govern- 
ment considered  that  even  if  they  were 
able  in  point  of  time  to  carry  these 
clauses  they  would  have  been  face  to 
face  with  this  euormotis  difficulty — that 
the  first  election  of  the  County  Councils 
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would  have  been  prejudiced  by  the  feel- 
ing created  throughout  the  country  on 
this  question.  They  were  desirous  that 
all  the  County  Councils  should  be  chosen 
simply  with  a  view  of  selecting  the  best 
men,  and  they  felt  that  it  was  most 
essential  the  first  Council,  looking  to 
the  great  importance  of  the  duties  which 
would  devolve  upon  thorn,  should  be 
firee  from  the  excited  public  feeling 
which  would,  undoubtedly,  have  been 
excited  if  these  clauses  had  been  pressed. 
Therefore,  both  in  regard  to  time  and 
the  efiBciency  of  the  first  Council  elected, 
they  felt  it  was  extremely  desirable  that 
these  matters  should  not  be  proceeded 
with.  He  knew  some  hon.  Members 
thought  the  G-ovemment  might,  at  least, 
have  dealt  with  this  particular  question 
of  Sunday  closing  under  the  9th  clause. 
But  the  Oovernment  did  not  shrink 
from  the  position  they  had  taken  up. 
They  had  always  contended  that  these 
matters  might  be  dealt  with  locally  in  a 
satisfactory  manner ;  but  both  the  con- 
siderations which  had  prompted  them 
to  ask  the  House  for  leave  to  abandon 
the  Licensing  Clauses  applied  also  to 
this  particular  clause.  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men would  look  at  the  Notice  Paper, 
they  would  see  that  there  were  a  large 
number  of  Amendments  on  the  clause, 
and  that  if  the  clause  were  pressed  it 
would  probably  be  discussed  at  great 
length.  But  the  other  considerations 
he  had  already  named  also  entered 
very  largely  into  the  question.  It 
would  be  very  unfortunate,  he  thought, 
if  the  first  election  of  County  Councils 
were  to  be  complicated  by  any  ques- 
tion of  Sunday  closing.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  views  of  the  Temperance 
Party,  he  believed  there  was  a  strong 
desire — as  was  apparent  from  resolutions 
which  had  reached  the  Local  Govern- 
ment  Board — that  that  Party  did  not 
desire  that  Sunday  closing  should  be 
referred  to  the  County  Councils  and 
dealt  with  in  the  way  proposed  by  the 
clause.  There  was  hardly  a  single  re- 
solution upon  the  question  which  had 
been  sent  to  the  Board  which  did  not 
commence  at  once  by  saying  the  question 
of  Sunday  closing  was  not  one  that  need 
be  referred  to  the  County  Councils  at 
all.  Therefore,  the  Government  felt 
that  in  abandoning  this  particular  clause 
they  were  not  going  against  the  views  of 
the  Temperance  Party  of  the  country. 
He  thought  he  had  stated,  very  fairly 

Mr,  Ritchie 


and  very  frankly,  the  reasons  which  had 
actuated  the  Government  in  asking  leave 
to  withdraw  these  clauses.  He  had 
also  stated  the  reasons  which  rendered 
it  undesirable  that  the  Committee  should 
deal  with  one  part  of  the  question  only. 
He  hoped  the  Committee  would  recog- 
nize in  the  reasons  he  had  given  suffi- 
cient justification  for  the  proposal  the 
Government  now  made,  that  Clause  9 
should  be  omitted  from  the  Bill. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
he  recognized  the  fair  and  frank  spirit 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
approached  this  subject,  and  that  he 
himself  would  endeavour  to  deal  with  it, 
so  far  as  he  could,  in  the  same  manner. 
He  had  no  desire  to  bring  any  charge 
whatever  against  the  Government.     He 
would  say  nothing  that  could  ruffle  the 
equanimity  of  even  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke) 
on  this  subject,  which  he  should  separate 
entirely  from,  the  question  of  licensing 
and  compensation,  with  which  it  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do.    He  wished, 
however,  to  make  one  remark  on  that 
part  of  the  question.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  some 
difficulty  might  arise  and  some  strong 
feeling  be  developed    in   the    County 
Councils,  owing  to   the    difference    of 
opinion    which     undoubtsdly     existed 
throughout  the  country  with  regard  to 
the  liquor  traffic.     But  he  pointed  out 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant 
the  County  Coimcils  to  be  living  Bodies 
they  must  be  given  some  work  to  perform. 
Unless  they  gave  the  County  Councils 
something  to  do  in  the  interest  of  the 
community  which  they  represented,  they 
would  be  absolutely  worthless  Bodies. 
They  would  be  worthless  Bodies  if  the 
Government  were  going  to  confine  their 
work  to  questions  on  which  society  was 
neutral,  such  as  main  roads  and  bridges. 
Therefore,  he  thought  the  matters  to  be 
referred  to  them  should  be  such  as  were 
of  interest  to  the  community,  and  on 
which  public  opinion  was  largely  divided. 
He  regarded  the   County  Councils   as 
Bodies  which  ought  to  be  guardians  of 
that   which  concerned  the  health  and 
morals  of  the  community  over  which  they 
were  placed,  and,  therefore,  he  thought 
that    questions    of    a    local    character 
which  affected  the  interest  of  the  county 
communities  ought  to  be  placed  in  their 
hands.     He  believed  that  this  question 
of  Sunday  closing  was  eminently  one 
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which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
County  Councils.  He  desired  not  to  oc- 
cupy the  time  of  the  Committee  more  than 
he  could  help  ;  but  he  would,  as  briefly 
as  possible,  remind  the  House  of  what 
had  been  the  history  of  this  Sunday 
closing  question.  Many  years  ago,  be- 
fore he  was  in  Parliament,  Sunday 
closing  had  been  enacted  for  Scotland, 
and  since  that  time  it  had  been  enacted 
for  Ireland  and  Wales.  Sunday  closing 
had  not,  therefore,  been  hitherto  carried 
out  by  any  general  compulsory  law  ; 
but  Parliament  had  felt  its  way  step  by 
step  when  it  had  felt  certain  of  act- 
ing in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the 
people  with  whom  it  had  to  deal.  They 
knew  that  in  Scotland  the  gpreat  majority 
of  the  people  were  in  favour  of  Sunday 
closing,  and  that  in  Ireland,  also,  there 
was  a  great  predominance  of  feeling  in 
its  favour.  They  had  given  Sunday 
closing  to  Ireland  in  consequence,  and 
when  they  found  that  the  same  feeling 
existed  in  Wales  they  had  given  it  to 
the  Principality,  and  he  was  convinced 
that  if  they  found  the  same  feeling  to 
exist  in  England,  they  must,  to  be  suc- 
cessful, proceed  on  the  same  lines.  Be- 
sides the  Sunday  Closing  Bills  which 
had  been  passed  into  law,  Bills  had 
been  brought  forward  from  other  parts 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  These  were 
Bills  brought  forward  with  respect  to 
Durham,  Cornwall,  Monmouth,  and 
other  counties.  He  remembered  a  re- 
markable scene  occurring  in  connection 
with  the  Durham  Sunday  Closing  Bill. 
That  Bill  was  supported  by  all  the 
Members  for  the  county,  except  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Monmouth  (Sir 
George  Elliot),  who  said  that  although 
he  did  not  agree  with  the  Bill  he  knew 
that  his  constituents  were  strongly  in 
its  favour,  and  he  could  not  record  his 
vote  against  it.  He  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee that  although  the  Durham  Bill 
was  confined  to  one  county  it  went 
through  the  House  of  Commons  and 
passed  a  second  reading  in  the  House 
of  Lords  despite  the  opposition  of  Lord 
Salisbur}'.  Up  to  the  year  1885,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  Conservative 
Party  had  been  opposed  to  these  mea- 
sures in  their  various  forms.  He  re- 
membered that  when  Viscount  Cross — 
then  Sir  Eichard  Cross — was  sitting  in 
the  House  he  took  the  line  that  there 
ought  to  be  one  rule  in  this  matter  for 
tho  whole  country.      He  (Sir  William  I 


Harcourt)  had  never  taken  that  view, 
and  he  thought  that  experience  showed 
that  what  the  noble  Lord  advocated  was 
not  a  wise  way  of  proceeding.  In  his  view 
the  proper  principle  was  that  each  locality 
should  judge  for  itself  in  this  matter, 
for  he  believed  the  greatest  mischief 
that  they  could  do  in  a  case  of  the 
kind  was  to  attempt  by  Parliamentary 
enactment  to  impose  reforms  of  this 
character  upon  communities  which  were 
not  prepared  for  them,  and  did  not  wish 
them  to  be  imposed.  That  mistake  had 
been  made  a  few  years  ago  in  connection 
with  the  Bill  of  Lord  Grosvenor,  and  was 
not  likely  to  be  repeated.  He  had  for 
many  years  contended  for  the  principle 
of  Local  Option  in  this  matter  as  against 
universal  compulsion,  because  it  gave 
the  power  of  applying  this  reform  to 
places  which  required  it,  and  saved  them 
from  the  danger  of  imposing  It  on  places 
where  it  was  not  desired.  He  wished 
to  define  exactly  what  he  meant  by  the 
term  Local  Option.  He  meant  the 
right  of  each  section  of  the  community 
to  determine  this  Sunday  closing  ques- 
tion or  any  other  question  according  to 
its  own  wishes  or  the  wishes  of  the 
public.  As  he  had  stated  on  a  former 
occasion,  the  matter  was  mainly  a  ques- 
tion of  areas,  and  he  believed  the  smaller 
the  areas  which  enjoyed  Local  Option 
the  better,  because  the  feeling  of  the 
people  with  whom  they  were  dealing 
would  be  more  certainly  represented. 
He  would  willingly  have  accepted  a 
smaller  area  than  the  county,  because 
he  conceived  that  one  part  of  the 
county  might  wish  this  rule  to  be 
enforced,  while  other  parts  of  the 
same  county  might  have  a  different 
opinion,  and  he  should  have  been 
very  glad  if  Local  Option  could  have 
been  given  to  parishes.  The  difficulty 
which  had  been  raised  in  reference  to 
this  matter,  and  the  reason  why  the 
principle  of  compulsion  and  not  Local 
Option  had  been  adopted,  was  because 
there  existed  no  Body  within  the  county 
which  could  adequately  represent  the 
feeling  in  different  parts  of  the  county 
and  determine  on  the  matter.  They  had 
been  extremely  glad,  and  had  looked 
forward  to  the  Loc^  Government  Bill 
as  a  proper  means  of  creating  an 
authority  which  would  be  able  to  come 
to  a  determination  on  the  question.  He 
had  spoken  on  the  views  which  two  or 
three  years  ago  were  taken  as  between 

ITffnih  Night.'] 


t&87        teeat  6w«mmmt 


[dOUUONSI     {Engimi  iKd  WiOa)  Sm.    I668 


difiTerent  aeotions  in  reference  to  this 
question,  although  he  gladly  acknow- 
ledged that  it  was  not  now  a  Party 
question.  There  were  undoubtedly  (food 
frienda  to  the  oauie  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.  Loid  Salisbury's  celebrated 
Newport  speech  in  1BB5  contained  a 
declaration  on  this  subject  howerer, 
which  gave  great  satisfaction.  He  need 
not  remind  the  Honse  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury stated  that — 

"Lookiiigat  it  from  on  itnpartial  poiat  of 
view,  it  was  impoKible  not  to  see  the  ufficulty 
of  &  unifonn  sjitem  for  tha  whole  conntr}',  and 
if  the  Government  were  cot  afraid  of  running; 
B^n*t  some  rather  antiquated  viswi  and  doc- 
trtnea  they  would  hare  adapted  the  limple 
pimctice  of  leaving  each  localitj  to  do  what  it 
liked  in  tha  matter." 

Tbe  noble  Iiord  went  on  to  say  that  be 
Tsntured  to  think  that  ia  the  few  words 
he  had  said  the  idea  would  rusli  to  the 
minds  of  those  who  beard  him  that  lie 
was  proposing  Local  Option.  The 
noble  Lord  certainly  was  proposing 
Local  Option,  and  he  went  on  to  say 
tbat  he  did  not  think  Local  Option 
was  bad  where  it  could  be  legitimately 
applied.andthat  they  had adopteditwi^ 
reference  to  the  closing  of  public-houses 
on  Sunday  where  it  was  in  accordance 
with  the  views  of  the  population,  and 
was  regarded  as  a  legitimate  action  to 
take  place ;  and  the  noble  Lord  said 
he  would  therefore  be  inclined  to  en- 
trust the  Local  Authorities  with  this 
difficult  question  of  Sunday  closing,  but 
always  on  the  understanding  that  they 
should  not  be  entrusted  with  the  power 
of  dealing  finally  with  the  subject.  They 
were  satisfied  with  that  declaration,  and 
be  (Sir  William  Haroourt)  ventured  to 
say  that  when  it  was  put  into  practical 
shape  in  the  9th  clause  of  the  Bill  all 
Uembers  considered  it  decidedly  eatis- 
faotory.  [Crita  0/ "  Certainly  not !  "  | 
He  was  sorry  to  hear  that ;  but,  at  all 
events,  they  had  always  looked  forward 
to  the  Local  Qovernment  Bill  as  the 
measure  in  which  the  principle  should 
be  embodied.  If  that  was  not  in  itself 
the  most  practicol  proposal,  it  had,  at 
any  ratCjOnevery  great  recommendation, 
to  which  Lord  Saliubury  himself  referred 
when  he  said  in  IBB6  on  the  Durham 
BiU— 

"1  remember  that  the  late  Oovemmant  ex- 
pressed their  opinion  that  tha  matter  ought 
to  be  left  to  the  judgment  ot  the  localities 
acting  through  freely- elected  representative 
Bodies,    and   tbat   that    view  was    generally 
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countrj-." 

William  Harcourt)  entirely 
agreed  with  that.  It  was  the  view 
aacepted  by  the  leading  Sepresentativea 
of  both  Parties  in  the  State,  and,  aa 
Lord  Salisbury  bad  said,  it  was  the 
view  accepted  on  all  sides  of  polittca 
throngbont  the  country.  Well,  if  that 
were  so,  why  was  this  clause  to  be  with- 
drawn? Who  opposed  it  ?  ThoQoTem- 
ment  did  not  oppose  it.  because  it  was 
their  own  clause.  Tha  Opposition 
ipported  it  cordially.  Why,  then,  was 
it  withdrawn  f  It  was  said  that  it  was 
connected  with  other  clauses ;  but  he 
ventured  to  say  it  was  not  connected 
with  the  clauses  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  to.  The  objection 
to  the  other  clanses  was  with  respect 
to  the  proposal  of  the  Ooremment  for 
compensation,  but  the  question  of  com* 
pensation  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  clause.  Aa  the  clause 
hod  nothing  to  do  with  compensa- 
tion, why  was  it  to  be  abandoned? 
As  regarded  Olanso  10,  the  OoTemment 
were  entitled  to  say  that  they  regarded 
compensation  as  part  of  that  dause  ;  that 
the  two  clauses  were  inseparably  united ; 
and  that  they  must  be  taken  the  one 
with  the  other ;  but  with  reference  to  this 
clause  they  could  not  say  anything  of  the 
kind.  It  had  never  been  so  treated.  At 
no  period  of  the  discussion  of  the  Sunday 
closing  question  had  the  matter  been  so 
dealt  with.  The  two  questions  were 
treated  in  the  speech  of  Lord  Salisbury 
at  Newport  as  entirely  distinct.  Then, 
he  askcwl,  why  should  they  abandon  the 
clause,  and  why  should  it  be  withdrawn 
from  the  consideration  of  the  Committee? 
The  Oovernment  had  admitted  that  they 
could  deal  with  one  kind  of  traffic  with- 
out compensation.  For  these  reasons 
they  asked  the  Government  seriously  to 
consider  whether  there  was  any  ground 
on  which  the  clause  should  be  with- 
drawn, and  why  they  should  not  agree 
with  Members  on  tbat  side  ot  the  House 
to  carry  out  what  Lord  Salisbury  called 
a  policy  that  had  been  frankly  accepted 
by  both  Parties  in  the  State  ?  An  hon. 
Member  of  the  House  (Mr.  Caine)  had 
come  forward  to  make  a  bitter  personal 
attack  upon  him  because  he  nad  re- 
quested that  the  clause  should  be  re- 
tained. The  hon.  Member  was  a  great 
classical  scholar,  and  he  seemed  to  nave 
borrowed  a  Latin  grammar  in  order  to 
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•assist  him  in  denouncing  him  as  a  traitor 
to  the  Liberal  cause,  for  proposing  that 
-the  policy  accepted  by  both  Parties  in 
the  State  should  be  carried  out.  The 
hon.  Member  held  him  up  as  a  traitor, 
and  charged  him  with  having  invented 
the  County  Sunday  Closing  Bills  for 
Durham  and  Cornwall.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's assertion  on  that  point  did  not 
happen  to  be  true,  but  perhaps  he  did 
not  think  that  material.  For  his  (Sir 
William  Harcourt's)  own  part,  he  had 
had  nothing  to  do  with  inventing  the 
Durham  and  Cornwall  Bills.  They 
came  before  the  House  without  his 
knowledge,  and  he  supported  them  be- 
cause he  thought  the  proposals  which 
they  contained  were  good ;  indeed,  he 
should  not  wonder  if  they  were  sup- 
ported by  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
himself.  The  hon.  Member,  with  ad- 
mirable consistency,  charged  him,  who, 
he  said,  was  the  inventor  of  the  County 
Sunday  Closing  Bills  before  the  House 
for  many  years,  with  having  now,  for 
the  first  time,  taken  an  interest  in  the 
temperance  cause.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  he  had  taken  up  the  9th  clause, 
which  he  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had 
contended  for  for  years,  in  order  to  make 
with  it  a  stick  with  which  to  beat  the 
Tory  Government.  The  hon.  Member 
went  on  to  charge  him  with  having 
taken  that  course  with  the  object  of  be- 
traying the  cause  of  Sunday  closing. 
He  confessed  that  he  had  not  been  very 
deeply  wounded  by  these  accusations, 
coming  from  such  a  quarter.  If  he  were 
so  in  any  degree,  he  had  been  happily 
supplied  with  a  salve  in  the  form  of  an 
application  made  to  him  to  preside  over 
a  great  annual  meeting  at  Manchester 
of  the  United  Kingdom  Alliance.  As 
the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  was  the 
Vice  President  of  that  Association,  he 
should  be  happy  on  that  occasion  to  pre- 
side over  him.  But  he  would  not  go  on 
with  this  subject.  There  were  more 
things  that  he  could  say ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  knew  perfectly  well 
the  reasons  that  withheld  him  from 
stating  what  he  thought  of  his  conduct 
on  the  present  occasion,  and  from 
stating  facts  which  might  have  justified 
him  in  pronouncing  even  a  more  severe 
sentence  upon  the  hon.  Member.  Should 
he  state  his  reasons  ?  [Mr.  Caine  : 
Certainly.]  Then  he  would  do  so.  His 
reason  was  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  himself  advised  him  to  take  this 


particular  course,  although  it  was  not 
the  advice  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  which 
he  followed. 

Mr.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) : 
Do  I  understand  rightly  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  I  advised  him  to 
take  the  course  he  is  now  taking  with 
regard  to  this  clause  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET  :  Yes. 

Mr.  CAINE :  Then  I  absolutely 
deny  it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
all  he  could  say  was  that  he  did  not  put 
that  Notice  upon  the  Paper  without 
endeavouring  to  ascertain  the  views  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  took  an  interest  in 
that  matter.  He  went  to  persons  whom 
he  regarded  as  sincere  supporters  of  the 
temperance  cause  and  of  Sunday  clos- 
ing, to  obtain  their  opinions  in  regard 
to  tiie  proposal  to  retain  the  clause.  He 
confessed  he  did  not  go  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow.  [**  Hear,  hear!  "] 
No ;  he  did  not  go  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow,  but  the  hon.  Member  came 
to  him.  He  did  hot  consult  the  hon. 
Member  as  a  rule;  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber came  to  him  and  offered  him  his 
advice,  and  he  listened  to  it  with  the 
greatest  pleasure.  That  advice  was, 
that  he  should  propose  the  retention  of 
the  9th  clause  and  acquiesce  in  the 
abandonment  of  the  10th  clause. 

Mb.  CAINE  :  I  deny  having  done 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said,  he 
must  leave  the  matter  there.  There 
were  others  who  knew  that  what  he  was 
stating  was  accurate.  He  must  apologize 
to  the  Committee  for  having  occupied 
so  much  time  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow.  But  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  pass  over  the  statement  he  had  made 
without  notice.  He  would  merely  state 
further  in  reference  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow  that,  having  offered  him  that 
advice,  he  went  to  one  of  those  secret 
meetings  whose  proceedings  were  always 
published,  and  having  changed  his  opi- 
nions he  sat  down  without  one  word  of 
communication  with  himself  and  de- 
nounced him  as  a  traitor  to  the  temper- 
ance cause.  Now,  that  was  the  real 
position  of  this  matter.  What  they  had 
to  consider  was  not  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow  had  said,  but  what  was 
the  best  thing  to  be  done  in  the  interest 
of  the  Sunday  closing  cause.  Now  he 
ventured  to  point  out  that  the  9th  clause 
stood  upon  its  own  merits  apart  from 
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all  other  questioDB — that  was  to  say,  from 
the  questions  of  licensing  and  compensa- 
tion. If  the  Temperance  Party  were 
united  they  could  unquestionably  carry 
this  clause,  and  it  was  only  through  the 
operation  of  that  powerful  engine  of 
Caucusing — that  piece  of  political  ma- 
chinery which  the  ri^ht  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  so  much  advocated 
— that  the  clause  was  in  danger.  Of 
course,  if  the  clause  were  passed  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  abandon  their  Bill. 
Why  should  they,  merely  because  their 
own  clause  had  been  passed  which  they 
necessarily  approved  of  ^jid  which  the 
rest  of  the  House  approved  of?  There- 
fore, as  they  would  not  abandon  the  Bill, 
those  who  desired  it  would  get  the  clause 
and  the  provisions  which  it  contained. 
The  question  was,  what  was  going  to 
happen  if  they  did  not  pass  the  clause  ? 
They  had  heard  something  of  people  not 
supporting  the  proposal  because  they 
were  offered  something  else.  They  were 
offered  a  debate  on  the  Bill  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Shields 
(Mr.  J.  C.  Stevenson).  He  wished  to 
speak  of  his  hon.  Friend  with  that  re- 
spect which  he  deserved  from  everybody 
who  had  the  interest  of  temperance  at 
htart.  His  hon.  Friend  was  the  veteran 
of  Sunday  dosing ;  he  had  brought  for- 
ward his  Bill  over  and  over  again. 
They  knew  very  well  what  was  meant 
by  all  that;  it  meant  that  a  certain 
number  of  hon.  Members  wanted  to  give 
a  bogus  vote  ;  that  it  was  highly  incon- 
venient to  them  that  a  genuine,  honest 
vote  for  the  temperance  cause  should  be 
given ;  and  it  was  on  that  account  that 
the  injurious  machine  of  the  Caucus  had 
been  devised.  He  would  now  inquire 
what  was  to  be  substituted  for  the  clause, 
which  hon.  Members  could  carry  if  they 
wished,  and  which  if  they  did  carry 
would  have  this  effect — that  Durham, 
Cornwall  and  all  the  counties  that 
wanted  it  would  have  Sunday  closing  at 
once  under  the  operation  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  Committee  ?  To  carry  the 
clause  was  to  carry  the  Durham  Bill  and 
the  Cornwall  Bill.  He  had  shown  what 
might  happen  if  they  were  earnestly 
endeavouring  to  further  the  temperance 
cause,  and  how  easily  they  might  forward 
that  cause  by  keeping  this  bird  in  hand. 
But  he  asked  what  about  the  bird  in  the 
bush?  They  were  going  to  have  a  de- 
bate on  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
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South  Shields,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  President  of  the  Local  Qovern- 
ment  Board  had  graciously  promised. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Cockermouth  Division  of  Cumberland 
'  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  who  was  a  cautious 
man — and  it  was  quite  right  to  be  cau- 
tious on    these    occasions — had    asked 
whether  the  Government  were  going  to 
support  that    Bill  ?    Were   the    Com- 
mittee to  understand  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  going  to  vote  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Shields  ?    They  would  like  to  have  some 
information  on  this  subject  before  they 
accepted  the  offer  of  the  right  hon.  Oen* 
tleman  as  a  substitute  for  this  clause. 
Again,  no  one  could  speak  with  greater 
authority  on  the  liquor  question  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain).    Was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
going  to  support  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Shields  ? 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBEELAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.):  Yes;  I  am. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  Very 
well.  Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
guarantee  that  the  Government,  whose 
mainstay  he  was,  would  carry  that  Bill 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
through  the  House  of  Lords?  If  he 
would  say  that,  then  he  would  with- 
draw what  he  had  said  at  once.  He 
would  like  to  know  whether  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  Eossendale 
Division  of  Lancashire  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  would  also  go  bail  for 
the  Gt>vernment  ?  This  was  an  impor- 
tant case,  and  they  had  a  right  to  two 
bails.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Eossendale 
would  go  bail  for  the  Government  that 
they  would  carry  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Shields  through 
during  the  present  Session,  he  thought 
they  might  well  agree  to  drop  the  9  th 
clause  on  that  understanding.  But  the 
difficulty  in  his  own  mind  was  that  the 
principle  of  that  Bill  was  the  very  thing 
that  Lord  Salisbury  said  he  could,  under 
no  circumstances,  agree  to.  There  were 
various  other  proposals  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury would  consent  to,  but  he  said  that 
under  no  circumstances  would  he  admit 
universal  compulsory  Sunday  closing 
for  England.  That  being  so,  he  thought 
that  the  bird  in  the  bush  stood  in 
a  very  uncertain  position ;  it  appeared 
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to  him  that  it  had  already  flown  away, 
and  that  they  would  be  foolish  beyond 
all  comparison  if  they  were  to  accept 
such  a  substitution  for  a  proposal  which, 
if  adhered  to,  mifi^ht  be  carried  into  law 
during  this  Session.  He  was  entirely 
against  the  proposal  for  giving  a  bogus 
vote  in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  Let  the 
Oommittee  have  a  genuine  downright 
temperance  vote  on  this  clause,  and  then 
they  would  know  where  they  stood. 
They  had  seen  the  ingenious  device  be- 
fore of  pretending  to  do  one  thing  when 
it  was  intended  to  do  exactly  the  oppo- 
site. This  clause  had  to  be  voted 
against,  because  it  was  known  that  if 
it  were  carried  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Shields  would  have  to  be 
supported.  The  people  of  England,  and 
even  the  Temperance  Par^,  were  not 
80  stupid  as  not  to  see  through  a  device 
of  this  character.  They  knew  that  it 
was  not  in  the  cause  of  temperance  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  had  written 
the  letter  he  had  referred  to ;  it  was  for 
a  very  different  object,  and  they  tho- 
roughly understood  that  he  was  the  in- 
strument of  a  very  different  policy.  He, 
therefore,  entreated  the  Qovemment  to 
have  nothing  to  do  with  this  Oaucus.  It 
was  not  their  affair — they  were  entirely 
guiltless  in  respect  of  it.  They  had,  he 
believed,  proceeded  in  a  perfectly  fair 
manner  in  this  matter,  and  they  had 
nothing  to  do  with  this  device  of 
hocus-pocusing.  What  he  pressed  upon 
the  Qovemment  was  that  they  should 
allow  this  part  of  the  Bill  to  stand.  By 
doing  so  they  would  carry  with  them  the 
greater  part  of  the  Temperance  Party 
in  the  country ;  and  they  would  give  to 
each  part  of  the  community  power  to 
deal  with  a  matter  of  great  interest  to 
itself  in  a  manner  most  conducive  to  its 
interests.  It  might  be  said  that  there 
would  be  a  law  in  one  place  different 
from  the  law  in  another.  That  would 
be  so ;  but  he  pointed  out  that  they  had 
a  different  law  in  Scotland  from  that 
which  obtained  in  Wales,  and  it  was 
a  very  good  thing  that  it  was  so,  be- 
cause if  the  clause  were  retained,  and 
Oornwall,  for  instance,  should  wish  for 
Sunday  closing,  it  could  have  it,  while  if, 
on  the  other  hand,  London  did  not  wish 
for  Sunday  closing,  it  need  not  have  it. 
They  should  not  attempt  to  impose  an 
inflexible  law  of  this  kind  upon  an  un- 
willing people,  thereby  destroying  a 
principle  to  which  a  ^eat  deal  of  im- 


portance was  attached.  He  hoped  the 
clause  would  be  supported  on  this  occa- 
sion, and  he  could  not  conceive  why 
the  Government  should  object  to  it, 
because  the  question  had  not  only  been 
dealt  with  in  the  Bill,  but  Lord  Salis- 
bury had  treated  the  question  of  Sunday 
closing  as  being  entirely  separate  from 
the  questions  of  licensing  and  compen- 
sation; and  it  was  upon  that  footing 
that  he  ventured  to  suggest  that  this 
question  should  be  dealt  with.  He 
made  no  other  proposal ;  he  did  not  de- 
sire to  press  the  Government  with  refer- 
ence to  the  subsequent  clause ;  he  ad- 
mitted the  fairness  of  the  argument  that 
its  provisions  were  inextricably  mixed 
up  with  the  question  of  compensation. 
He  did  not  raise  that  question  ;  he  de- 
sired to  confine  the  matter  solely  to  the 
principle  of  Sunday  closing;  and,  for 
the  reasons  he  had  stated,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  agree  to  his  proposal 
to  retain  the  9th  clause  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  OAINE  said,  the  Oommittee 
would  not  be  surprised  that  he  should 
endeavour  to  follow  the  riffht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  give  some  explanation  as  to 
the  charges  brought  against  him.  He 
had  noted  his  own  record  in  this  matter 
with  some  care  ever  since  he  took  up 
the  agitation  against  these  clauses.  He 
had  not  the  slightest  recollection  of  ever 
having  consulted  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  regard  to  Clause  9 ;  and  he 
must  say  that  if  every  chance  conversa- 
tion which  took  place  was  brought  for- 
ward in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
used  as  a  means  of  discrediting  oppo- 
nents, it  seemed  to  him  that  a  fresh 
terror  had  been  added  to  the  debates  in 
that  House.  He  could  only  give  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  charge  the  most 
unqualified  contradiction.  There  had 
been  only  one  occasion  on  which  he  had 
ever  wavered  in  the  least  with  respect 
to  this  particular  clause,  as  well  as  the 
rest  of  the  Licensing  Clauses  of  the  Bill, 
and  that  was  at  a  meeting  of  the  Tem- 

Serance  Committee  of  the  House  of 
bmmons,  at  which  24  Gentlemen  were 
S resent  out  of  a  Committee  of  120.  The 
k>mmittee  met  a  week  or  two  ago  and 
discussed  this  question.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Bussell)  had  expressed  his  intention 
to  strongly  oppose  this  clause.  His  own 
views  were  perfectly  well  known  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  upon  the  Committee,  and  he 
had  Uiea  stated  that  if  it  could  be  shown 
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that  there  was  a  consensuB  of  opinioB  on 
the  part  of  the  Temperance  Party  in 
favour  of  the  retention  of  this  clause  he 
would  sink  his  own  views  and  support 
it  on  its  own  merits.  That  was  the  odIj 
occasion  on  which  he  had  given  a  hint 
that  he  should  support  the  clause.  He 
did  not  pretend  to  be  the  equal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby,  either  in  debate  or  in  invective  ; 
but  he  would  like  to  refer  to  the  attacks 
which  he  and  other  hon.  Members,  as 
well  as  the  newspapers  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman's  Party,  had  made  upon 
him  personally,  and  various  Members  of 
the  Liberal  Unionist  Party,  saying 
that  they  had  made  a  bargain  to  sacri- 
fice Sunday  closine  in  the  interest  of 
the  Government  and  the  Party  to  which 
they  belonged.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  country  hailed  the 
9th  danse  with  satisfaction.  He  op- 
posed the  clause  on  its  own  merits,  and, 
m  refusing  to  vote  for  its  retention  in 
the  Bill,  he  had  consistently  adhered  to 
the  position  which  he  had  originally 
taken  up.  In  taking  that  line,  he  main- 
tained that  he  had  been  fully  supported 
by  the  main  votes  of  the  Temperance 
Party,  from  John  O'Groat's  to  the 
Land's  End.  [Otw  of  "No!"]  In 
March  last  the  annual  meeting  of  the 
National  Temperance  Federation  was 
held,  at  which  there  were  34  delegates 
present,  representing  a  total  member- 
ship of  3,000,000  or  4,000,000  of  per- 
sons, old  and  young.  He  was  President 
of  the  Body,  and  many  Vice  Presidents 
of  the  organization  present  to-night 
in  the  House  were  present  at  the 
meeting.  The  Annual  Beport  had  been 
previously  circulated,  and  it  contained 
a  paragraph  in  reference  to  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Shields  to  the  effect  that  the  or- 
ganization was  against  relegating  this 
question  of  Sunday  closing  to  Local 
Bodies,  inasmuch  as  the  country  was 
fully  prepared  for  an  Imperial  mea- 
sure of  Sunday  closing.  All  those 
present  voted  for  the  adoption  of  the 
Beport,  and  not  a  single  one  said 
a  word  against  the  recommendation 
contained  in  the  Beport.  The  Central 
Association  for  stopping  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  on  Sundays  were 
very  glad  to  welcome  so  distinguished 
a  recruit  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  always  been 

Mr.  Cmim 


in  favour  of  Sunday  closing;  he  had 
been  recently  couvarted  on  this  as 
upon  a  great  many  other  questions; 
but,  highly  as  he  valued  his  opinion,  he 
thought  that  the  expressed  opinion  of 
the  organization  which  had  this  particu- 
lar question  at  heart  was  of  much  greater 
value.  That  Association  had  been  hold- 
ing meetings  all  over  the  country  on  this 
subject,  and  what  did'it  say  ?  In  May, 
1888,  the  Association  passed  a  resolu- 
tion, after  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
and  before  there  had  been  any  talk 
about  withdrawing  the  clause,  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  most  important  that 
no  opportunity  should  be  lost  of  impreaa- 
ing  upon  Membera  of  Parliament  the 
fact  that  the  country  had  long  demanded 
total  Sunday  closing,  and  they  protested 
against  the  delay  and  inconvenience 
which  must  arise  from  referring  the 
question  to  the  proposed  Local  Autho- 
rities. He  would  like  to  read  a  resolu- 
tion which  had  been  paaaed  with  re- 
gard to  these  clauses  at  every  meeting 
throughout  the  crisis.  It  was  to  thia 
effect — that  it  was  a  question  which  need 
not  be  referred  to  localities  for  decision 
as  proposed  in  the  Local  Government 
Bill,  inasmuch  as  public  opinion  was 
already  ripe  for  Imperial  legislation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  objected  to  the  word  ''  Impe- 
rial." He  was  not  surprised  at  that,  but 
the  words  '*  Imperial  legislation  "  were 
in  constant  use  aa  applied  to  Sunday 
closing,  and  signified  the  action  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  as  opposed  to  Local 
Option  or  the  action  of  Local  Bodies. 
The  resolution  also  urged  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government — and  he  hopell 
that  the  Committee  would  note  this — to 
give  special  facilities  for  passing  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Shields  (Mr.  J.  0.  Stevenson),  as  it  was 
in  full  harmony  with  other  legislation 
which  had  been  attended  with  beneficial 
results.  He  hoped  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Shields  was  going  to  stick 
to  this  legislation  and  not  throw  it  over. 
It  was  all  very  well  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  to 
hold  him  up  to  ridicule  as  a  traitor  to 
the  temperance  cause.  He  was  loth 
to  speak  of  himself,  but  he  had  been 
more  active  in  his  opposition  to  the 
Licensing  Clauses  of  the  Bill  than  any 
Member — ^perhaps  he  might  say  than 
any  10  Membera  in  that  House.  He 
had  attended  32  meetings,  and  in  every _ 
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one  he  had  adyocated  the  withdrawal  of 
this  9th  clause  with  the  others,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Lioensing  Glauses  were 
a  thoroughly  bad  Licensing  Bill  stuck 
into  the  middle  of  a  good  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  and  that  they  ought  to  be 
withdrawn.  But  he  had  always  pointed 
out  that  the  Temperance  Party  de- 
manded total  Sunday  closing  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  not  the  ridiculous  sham  of 
this  clause.  But  it  was  now  contended 
that  the  Temperance  Party  had  changed 
their  minds.  The  Temperance  Party 
had  changed  their  minds  many  times 
during  the  discussion  of  these  clauses, 
and  he  was  not  surprised,  because  cir- 
cumstances had  changed,  and  as  cir- 
cumstances changed  opinion  changed 
also  ;  but  he  denied  that  the  Temperance 
Party  were  desirous  of  retaining  the 
9th  clause.  The  Chairman  of  the 
Ohurch  of  England  Temperance  Society 
—  [^La%^hter\  —  hon.  Members  might 
laugh,  but  the  Chairman  of  that  society 
had  rendered  services  to  the  cause  of 
temperance  second  to  none — the  Chair- 
man had  stated  that  their  strong  sup- 
port would  be  given  to  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Shields,  and 
that  they  had  always  held  that  Sunday 
closing  was  properly  an  Imperial  ques- 
tion. He  had  himself  presided  last  week 
over  a  meeting  of  the  National  Tem- 
perance Federation,  at  which  moat  of 
the  federated  bodies  had  been  repre- 
sented ;  no  one  could  be  induced  at  that 
meeting  to  move  a  resolution  in  support 
of  the  clause  lest  it  might  work  badly 
and  impede  the  Bill  which  they  hoped 
to  secure.  The  Grand  Lodge  of  the 
English  Good  Templars  had  met  last 
Friday  and  declared  against  Clause  9, 
and  in  favour  of  the  question  being 
fought  out  on  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Shields,  although 
nobody  thought  then  that  the  Liberal 
Unionists  could  get  facilities  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  the  discussion 
of  that  measure.  He  would  now  read 
an  extract  from  The  Birmingham  Daily 
Post  of  the  22nd  of  June.  He  was  glad 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  was  so  far  advanced  as  to 
be  invited  to  the  meeting  of  the  United 
Kingdom  Alliance  for  the  Total  Suppres- 
sion of  the  Liquor  Traffic.  He, congratu- 
lated the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
House  upon  that,  and  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  woula  stand 
firm  upon   that  question,  and  not  go 


through  the  same  gyrations  he  had 
gone  through  with  regard  to  Sunday 
closing.  In  The  Birmingham  Daily  Poet 
there  appeared  a  resolution  of  the  Bir-  • 
mingham  branch  of  the  United  King- 
dom Alliance,  which  was  one  of  the 
most  energetic  in  the  country,  and 
worked  not  only  in  Birmingham,  but  all 
over  the  Midlands.  They  had  expressed 
their  conviction  that  the  provisions  of 
the  9th  clause  were  perfectly  inadequate 
to  meet  the  evils  of  the  sale  of  liquor  on 
Sunday,  or  to  satisfy  the  already  regis- 
tered wishes  of  the  people  on  this  subject, 
and  they  therefore  strongly  urged  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  to  support  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields. 
That  resolution  had  been  passed  on  the 
day  before  the  Liberal  Unionist  meet- 
ing was  held.  He  would  like  now  to  ask 
a  question,  to  which  he  trusted  an  answer 
would  be  given.  He  pointed  out  that 
the  agitation  against  the  Licensing 
Clauses  had  been  a  purely  non-Party 
agitation  until  the  Government  proposed 
to  withdraw  them,  and  now  a  new  agita- 
tion had  set  in,  conducted  in  the  name 
of  the  Temperance  Party,  for  their  re- 
tention. How  was  it  that  the  attempt 
to  retain  this  clause  had  not  been  maae 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields, 
or  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Cockermouth  Division  of  Cumberland, 
or  some  recognized  Leader  of  the  Tem- 
perance Party  ?  How  did  it  come  into 
the  hands  of  that  political  lurcher,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
lately  had  a  passion  for  posing  as  the 
leader  of  movements  he  was  wont  to 
oppose.  The  right  hon.'  Gentleman  had 
given  an  account  of  a  fancy  conversa- 
tion in  the  Lobby  with  himself.  He 
would  now  oome  to  a  real  conversation 
which  took  place. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  asked, 
would  the  hon.  Gentleman  say  that 
at  a  meeting  of  his  Federation  he  did 
not  report  as  the  ground  of  his  action 
his  conversation  with  him  ? 

Mb.  CAINE  said,  he  stated  that  he 
did  not  approve  of  this  particular  clause, 
and,  as  Chairman,  he  endeavoured  to 
elicit  information.  He  asked  if  any 
member  was  ready  to  move  a  resolution 
in  support  of  the  clause  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
he  asked  whether  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ported to  that  meeting  the  oonversa- 
tion  whioh  he  stated  he  bad  with  him? 

ITenth  Night.} 
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Mr.  CAINE  said,  be  was  endeavour- 
ing to  explain,  in  the  first  place,  what 
was  his  action  at  the  meeting.  If  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  would  not  allow 
him  to  answer  the  question  in  his  own 
way,  he  would  not  answer  it  at  all.  His 
action  was,  as  President  of  that  Associa- 
tion, to  find  out  whether  or  not  it  was 
in  favour  of  the  9th  clause.  He  had 
expressed  his  own  views  clearly  enough, 
and  no  one  present  could  doubt  what 
they  were.  He  had  no  recollection  what- 
ever of  having  referred  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  name.  He  did  not  deny 
that  they  might  have  discussed  the 
subject,  but  he  had  no  recollection  of  it. 
But,  certainly,  he  had  never  taken  the 
advice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
what  action  either  himself  or  anyone 
else  should  take.  He  had  never  con- 
sulted anybody ;  he  had  taken  his  own 
line,  as  he  always  did  on  political  ques- 
tions. He  had  pointed  out  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  the  habit 
of  posing  as  leader  of  movements  which 
he  was  wont  to  oppose.  The  other  day 
he  found  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
heading  a  procession  of  those  who  were 
voting  against  Disestablishment;  in  fact, 
he  was  posing  in  his  favourite  character 
of  Uncle  Pumblechook.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  the  effrontery  to  come  to 
him  in  the  Lobby — who  had  been  in 
favour  of  Disestablishment  ever  since  he 
had  out  his  teeth  —  and  congratulate 
him  on  having  given  a  vote  in  favour  of 
Disestablishment,  and  yet  it  was  the  first 
vote  ever  given  in  that  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby ;  and  now 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  threw  his 
mantle  of  patronage  over  the  Tem- 
perance Party.  In  June,  1880,  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Shields  moved  that 
in  the  opinion  of  the  House  it  was  ex- 
pedient that  the  law  which  limited  the 
hours  of  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  on 
Sunday  in  England  and  Wales  should  be 
amended  and  applied  to  the  whole  of 
that  day.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
voted  against  that.  On  the  next  occasion, 
the  30th  of  May,  1883,  when  the  County 
of  Durham  Bill  was  brought  forward,  he 
supported  it.  Now  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  in  favour  of  Local  Option, 
and  he  was  also  in  favour  of  the  question 
being  referred  to  the  new  County  Coun- 
cil which  was  to  be  elected  for  20  other 
purposes,  and  which  could  vary  and 
repeal  their  orders.  As  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  had  always  stood  by  Im- 


perial Sunday  closing.  They  had  it  in 
Scotland  and  Wales,  and  they  intended 
to  get  it  for  England.  He  wanted  to 
appeal  to  all  true  friends  of  temperance 
to  allow  this  clause  to  go  with  the  others. 
There  was  no  finality  in  it ;  the  Council 
might  enact  it,  but  they  might  rescind  it ; 
the  fight  would  be  interminable,  and  at 
every  successive  election.  Rightly  or 
wrongly,  he  believed  that  they  were  on 
the  verge  of  victory  under  the  old  flag 
and  on  the  old  battle-ground ;  the  Gt>- 
vernment  had  pledged  to  meet  them  on 
that  battle-ground,  and  be  asked  nothing 
more  from  them.  He  believed  that  they 
would  carry  by  a  good  majority  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Shields.  He  hoped  that  all  temperance 
men  in  the  House  would  resist  the  temp- 
tation of  this  dubious  proposal,  and  let 
it  go  into  limbo  with  the  rest  of  the 
Licensing  Clauses  of  the  Bill.  But,  be- 
fore he  closed  his  remarks,  he  desired 
to  point  out  that  if  this  solution  of  Sun- 
day closing  was  accepted  and  universally 
applied,  and  the  Bill  went  through  on 
other  grounds,  it  will  result  in  a  loss 
of  revenue  to  the  County  Councils  of 
£300,000,  in  consequence  of  the  publi- 
cans only  having  to  pay  for  a  six  days' 
licence.  This  would  give  a  very  strong 
bias  to  many  ratepayers  in  the  selection 
of  their  representatives  for  the  County 
Councils,  and  he  warned  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  proposal  to  transfer  the 
licence  revenue  from  the  Imperial  to  the 
Local  Exchequer  would  meet  with  the 
uncompromising  hostility  of  the  whole 
Temperance  Party.  He  was  much 
obliged  to  the  Committee  for  the 
patience  with  which  they  had  listened 
to  him.  He  was  sorry  he  had  had  to 
enter  into  a  collision  with  th6  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby.  He 
had  given,  as  well  as  he  could,  the 
purport  of  the  conversation  which  took 
place  between  them,  and  he  had  nothing 
more  to  say  upon  it. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  said, 
he  would  not  have  trespassed  upon  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  did  he  not 
feel  bound  to  corroborate  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine)  in  the 
statement  he  had  just  made.  The  Tem- 
perance Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  of  which  he  (Mr.  Johnston) 
was  one  of  the  secretaries,  held  a  meet- 
ing in  one  of  the  Committee  rooms  up- 
stairs tp  di90us9  the  X4censin|^  Clauses 
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of  the  Local  Government  Bill.  The 
meeting  was  presided  over  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Cocker- 
mouth  Division  of  Cumberland  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson),  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine)  was  also  pre- 
sent. The  discussion  was  as  to  what 
should  be  the  action  of  the  Temperance 
Party  in  the  House  of  Commons  in 
regard  to  the  whole  of  the  Licensing 
Clauses  of  the  Bill,  and  after  a 
lengthened  discussion,  a  resolution  was 
unanimously  come  to  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Salford  (Mr.  Ho- 
worth)  should  be  supported  in  the 
proposition  to  omit  all  the  Licensing 
Clauses,  including  Clause  9,  which  was 
considered  to  be  the  means  of  carrying 
out  the  views  of  the  Temperance  Party. 
What  other  meetings  had  taken  place, 
what  other  decisions  had  been  come  to 
since  that  meeting  at  which  he  was 
present,  he  did  not  know.  Armed  with 
the  decision  of  that  meeting  to  which  he 
had  referred,  he  came  here  to  gpive  his 
most  cordial  support  to  the  Government 
in  withdrawing  Clause  9,  as  well  as  the 
other  clauses  of  the  Bill  dealing  with 
licensing.  He  thought  it  right  he  should 
ask  the  kind  indulgence  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  order  that  he  should  make 
this  brief  statement,  because,  as  a  long 
and  consistent  advocate  of  Sunday 
closing,  he  entirely  agreed  with  the 
recollection  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow,  and  with  the  statements  he  had 
made  as  to  the  views  of  the  Temperance 
Party.  None  was  a  more  consistent  or 
stronger  supporter  of  Sunday  closing 
than  himself;  but  he  desired  to  see  an 
Imperial  measure  passed  in  order  to 
carry  out  in  England  the  same  system 
that  prevailed  in  Scotland,  Ireland,  and 
in  Wales,  and  believing  that  this  clause 
would  not  effect  that  end,  he  heartily 
supported  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  strike  out  Clause  9,  as 
well  as  the  other  Licensing  Clauses  in 
the  Bill. 

Sir  EAINALD  KNIGHTLEY  (Nor- 
thants,  S.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  had  indulged  in  that  peculiar 
style  of  argument  for  which  he  was  so 
justly  celebrated ;  it  used  in  former 
times  to  be  called  banter,  but  now-a- 
days  it  was  called  chaff.  Personally,  he 
failed  to  find  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  single  grain  of  solid 
reason  why  this  clause  should  be  re- 
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tained.  This  clause  unquestionably 
dealt  with  licensing,  and  it  had  been 
determined  by  the  Government  to  with- 
draw the  whole  of  the  Licensing  Clauses. 
This  clause,  therefore,  must  go  with  the 
rest.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine)  that  if 
Sunday  closing  was  good,  and  if  it  was 
to  be  adopted,  it  ought  to  be  adopted 
for  the  country  as  a  whole.  The  diver- 
gent decisions  of  County  Councils  upon 
the  matter  could  not  be  viewed  with 
complacency,  and  it  seemed  to  him  con- 
temptible that  hon.  Members  should 
endeavour  to  shift  the  responsibility  of 
dealing  with  a  complicated  and  difficult 
question  from  themselves  to  the  new 
County  Councils.  The  main  objection 
he  had  to  this  clause  was,  that  it  would 
seriously  affect  the  constitution  of  the 
County  Councils.  The  great  object 
they  ought  to  have  in  view  was,  to 
obtain  the  very  best  men  to  serve  on 
the  County  Councils.  There  were  in 
many  counties,  he  believed  in  every 
county,  a  certain  number  of  men  speci- 
ally well  qualified  to  transact  the  busi- 
ness of  County  Councils.  If  this  clause 
were  struck  out,  his  opinion  was  that 
in  the  great  majority  of  cases  these  per- 
sons would  be  elected  to  the  Councils. 
But  if  this  clause  were  retained,  he 
defied  an  Archangel  from  Heaven  to 
bring  into  relations  of  amity  the  teeto- 
tallers and  the  licensed  victuallers. 
Many  of  the  best  men  in  the  counties 
would  not  offer  themselves  for  election 
because  of  the  introduction  of  these  ques- 
tions, and  the  counties,  therefore,  would 
lose  the  benefit  of  their  valuable  ser- 
vices 

Sm  WILFEID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth)  said,  he  must  ask 
the  Committee  to  aUow  him  to  say  a  few 
words  in  regard  to  the  proposal  to  with- 
draw this  clause,  and  with  respect  to  the 
position  in  which  they  found  themselves. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  put  the 
matter  exceedingly  clearly  before  the 
Committee.  He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
considered  that  this  clause  was  a  most 
valuable  clause  in  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill ;  it  was  a  clause  to  give  the 
communities  of  the  country  an  oppor- 
tunity of  getting  rid,  for  one  day  at 
least,  of  tli^  evils  of  the  drink  traffic, 
where  public  opinion  was  strongly  in 
favour  of  that  course.  He  assured  the 
Committee    that,  notwithstanding    the 
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opposition  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine),  he 
should  give  the  clause  his  most  earnest, 
most  hearty,  and  most  strenuous  sup- 
port. In  saying  that,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  understand  that  he 
did  not  support  the  clause  on  what 
was  called  Sabbatarian  grounds.  He 
believed  the  Sabbath  was  made  for 
man,  and  not  man  made  for  the  Sabbatlk 
He  did  not  belieye  the  Sabbath  was 
made  for  man  to  get  drunk  on.  He 
agreed  with  the  Bishop  of  Peterborough, 
who  had  said  that  in  his  opinion  every 
day  was  the  Lord's  day,  and,  therefore, 
every  day  they  ought  to  see  that  order 
and  decorum  was  carried  on.  He  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  was  quite  consistent  in 
this  matter.  He  remembered  that  very 
soon  after  he  came  into  the  House  there 
was  a  Sunday  Olosing  Bill  introduced, 
and  he  ventured  to  make  a  speech  upon 
it,  one  of  the  first  speeches  he  ever  made 
in  the  House.  When  he  sat  down,  Sir 
George  Grey,  who  was  then  Home  Se- 
cretary, got  up  and  opposed  the  Bill. 
Sir  George  Grey  was  good  enough  to 
say  that  his  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson's)  was 
one  of  the  best  speeches  which  had 
been  made  upon  that  occasion,  and 
added  that  its  logical  conclusion  was 
that  the  liquor  trade  ought  not  to  be 
stopped  on  Sunday  alone,  but  on  every 
day.  That  was  exactly  what  he  wanted 
Sir  George  Ghrey  to  understand;  but 
then  it  did  not  follow  because  he  was 
right  and  logical  that  his  view  was 
carried  or  had  been  carried  out.  They 
must  always  remember  the  great  maxim 
laid  down  by  Mr.  Disraeli,  when  he 
said — "We  must  remember  that  this 
country  is  not  governed  by  logic,  but  by 
Parliament."  He  thought  that  to  carry 
out  the  principle  of  saving  the  people 
from  the  evils  of  the  drink  traffic  even 
for  a  very  short  time,  was  right  and 
proper.  He  should  prefer  a  clause 
allowing  the  trade  to  be  stopped  on 
Saturday,  because  he  believed  that  there 
was  more  evil  done  to  working  people 
by  drink  on  the  Saturday,  when  they 
had  money  in  their  pocket.  This  clause 
certainly  went  a  little  way  in  the  right 
direction,  and  he  should  follow  the  plan 
he  had  always  laid  down  for  himself  in 
the  House,  and  he  thought  it  was  a  right 
plan — namely,  to  take  what  he  could  get. 
A  good  example  of  that  sentiment  was 
afiEbrded  by  the  case  of  a  man  who  went 
to  be  married.    When  the  man  was 
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asked,  "  Wilt  thou  have  this  woman  to 
be  thy  wedded  wife?"  he  said,  '*  I  am 
willing,  but  I  would  rather  have  had 
her  sister."     He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
was  not  like  the  hon.  Member  for  Bar- 
row (Mr.  Caine),  who  would  not  take 
either;  he  was  willing  to  take  this  clause, 
although  he  would  much  rather  take  an 
Imperial  Act   if    it  were   possible  to 
get  it.     Now,   how  did  they  stand  in 
regard  to  the  history  of  this    clause? 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President    of    the    Local    Government 
Board  (Mr.  Eitchie)  brought  in  his  Bill 
on  the  19th  March,  he  found  it  neces- 
sary to  do  something  in  the  Bill  to  meet 
the  general  demand  which  had  arisen  in 
the  country — to  do  something   in   the 
direction  of  what  was  called  temperance 
legislation.     What  was  the  meaning  of 
temperance  legislation  ?  It  had  no  other 
meaning  except  to  diminish  the  tempta- 
tion to  drink ;  it  could  have  no  other 
meaning,  and  they  had  been  promised 
something  in  that  line  for   years  and 
years  past.     Bight  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  as  well  as  those 
on  the  other  side,  had  asked  them  to 
wait  until  the   Local  Gt>vemment  Bill 
was  brought  in,  and  then  they  would  see 
what  they  would  see.    Bight  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had  often  said  they  were  going 
to  deal  with  the  whole  question ;  he  was 
always  suspicious  of  that.     Whenever 
he  heard  any  Statesman  say  he  was 
going  to  deal  with  the  whole  question, 
he  always  thought  he  meant  that  he 
was  going  to  delay  the  whole  question. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  had 
made  an  attempt  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion— and  he  gave   him  credit  for  his 
attempt— according  to  his  lights;  they 
were  not  very  good.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  brought  in  his  Bill,  and  in- 
timated that  he  intended  to, do  some- 
thing in  the  way  of  temperance  legisla- 
tion.    Now,   he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
had  pointed  out  that  temperance  legisla- 
tion meant  diminishing  the  facilities  for 
getting  drink.     On  the  19th  of  March, 
however,    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
came  down  to  the  House,  and  told  the 
temperance  men  that  he  was  going  to 
do  something  for  them ;  but  then  he  said, 
with  some  show  of  triumph,  that  he  in- 
tended to  place  the  drii^  sellers  on  a 
more  secure  footing  than  they  were  at 
present.     His  (Sir  Wilfrid   Lawson's) 
friend9  wero  at  once  up  in  arms,  be- 
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cause  every  temperance  reformer,  phil- 
anthropist, and  worker  among  the  poor 
had  for  years  past  been  trying  to  put 
the  publicans  on  a  less  secure  footing. 
The  right  hon.  G-entleman  had  very 
temperately  stated  that  the  country  rose 
against  his  scheme,  and  that  he  found  it 
impossible  to  carry  it  out.  The  agita- 
tion had  settled  the  question  of  com- 
2)en8ation,  for  this  Parliament  at  any 
rate ;  but  he  begged  the  Committee  to 
remember  that  the  principle  of  compen- 
sation had  never  been  withdrawn  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ;  they 
were  only  waiting  the  opportunity  of 
adopting  it ;  at  least  they  had  never  said 
the  contrary,  and,  therefore,  temperance 
men  must  look  sharp  after  them.  He 
hoped  he  was  not  travelling  overground 
which  had  been  already  covered ;  it 
certainly  was  very  difficult  to  say  any- 
thing fresh  upon  the  matter  after  the 
exhaustive  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Derby,  but  let 
him  point  out  again  that  this  clause  had 
nothing  to  do  with  compensation.  He- 
member  that  it  was  intended  that  if  this 
Sunday  Closing  came  into  force  there 
should  be  an  equivalent  reduction  in  the 
duty  paid  by  licence  holders.  And  re- 
member, too,  that  this  clause  came  in  the 
Bill  long  before  the  Compensation  Clause. 
This  was  a  separate  clause  altogether  ; 
it  did  not  deal  with  licences,  but  it 
simply  said  that  when  the  County  Coun- 
cil was  appointed  it  should  have  the 
power  to  deal  in  a  certain  way  with 
what  it  might  consider  a  nuisance.  He 
was  not  speaking  too  strongly  when  he 
called  a  public-house  a  nuisance,  because 
The  Edinhurgh  Heview,  a  most  respect- 
able paper,  had  described  the  drink 
traffic  as  a  nuisance,  socially,  morally, 
and  politically,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  this  clause  provide4  the  com- 
munity with  power,  through  its  repre- 
sentatives, to  abate  the  nuisance  when 
they  wished  to  do  so.  What  he  had  to 
ask  the  Government  was  this.  If  they 
considered  the  County  Councils  compe- 
tent to  take  upon  themselves  the  abate- 
ment of  nuisances  on  the  1 9th  of  March, 
what  had  happened  since  that  they 
should  come  here  and  say  they  were  not 
now  competent  to  abate  nuisances  ?  He 
thought  there  was  more  reason  now  than 
there  was  on  the  19th  March  why  the 
County  Council  should  have  this  power. 
Everything  had  been  taken  out  of  the 
Bill;     now    it    was    only    a    skeleton 


Bill,  and  everybody  was  wondering 
what  the  County  Councils  would  have  to 
do  when  they  were  elected.  It  had  got 
to  be  a  laughing  stock ;  the  House  de- 
voured a  bit  of  the  Bill  every  day.  He 
had  been  exercised  in  his  mind  to  find 
out  why  the  Government  had  changed 
their  views  upon  this  matter,  and  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion— he  did  not  think 
it  was  possible  to  come  to  any  other 
conclusion — that  they  felt  obliged  to  do 
it  because  they  thought  that  if  they  left 
this  clause  in  the  Bill  it  would  tend  to 
the  injury  of  the  great  drink  interest. 
In  order  to  retain  the  support  of  the 
great  drink  interest,  the  Government 
said — "We  will  abandon  the  provision 
which  three  months  ago  we  said  to  be 
wise  and  just."  He  thought  that  the 
public  were  openly  in  the  face  of  day 
sacrificed  for  the  publicans.  In  order 
that  the  Government  might  retain  the 
support  of  the  publicans  this  Committee 
was  called  upon  to  reject  the  prayer  of 
the  working  classes.  The  Government 
were  about  to  abandon  their  own  off- 
spring, and  refuse  the  petition  of  almost 
all  the  temperance  bodies  of  the  country. 
Now,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Barrow  quoted  some  resolutions  passed 
by  diflPerent  bodies.  He  (Sir  Wilfred 
Lawson)  desired  to  show  that  even  what 
were  called  the  least  extreme  temperance 
bodies  were  in  favour  of  retaining  this 
clause.  For  instance,  this  was  what  the 
legislative  sub-committee  of  the  Church 
of  England  Temperance  Society  passed 
some  days  ago — 

*'That  this  meeting  of  the  legislative  sub- 
committee of  the  Church  of  England  Tempe- 
rance Society  approves  the  retention  of  Clause 
9  of  the  Local  Government  Bill.'* 

Now,  he  would  read  a  sentence  which 
came  afterwards,  for  the  benefit  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Johnston).  This  was  the  sen- 
tence which  appeared  in  The  Church  of 
England  Temperance  Chronicle — 

*^  In  any  case  it  was  understood  that  Members 
of  Parliament  could  not  be  bound  by  any  reso- 
lution of  the  sub- committee." 

What  a  splendid  resolution  was  it  not? 
They  virtually  said — **  Let  us  go  to  war, 
only  let  us  take  care  that  no  soldiers 
fight.  No  one  else  may  fight  except 
the  people  who  have  no  opportunity  of 
doing  any  good."  He  had  with  him  a 
quotation  from  a  speech  of  Lord  Balis- 
bury,  but  he  would  not  waste  the  time 
of  the  Committee  by  reading  it,  because 
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the  rig^ht  hoa.  Gentleman  the  Member' 
for  Derby  had  read  it  at  length.  It  was 
quite  clear,  however,  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury laid  down  the  very  principle  of 
this  clause  in  the  celebrated  Newport 
speech,  in  which  he  expounded  the 
policy  of  the  Conservative  Party.  He 
supposed  that,  in  spite  of  all  this,  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  very  naturally 
follow  their  Leaders.  The  rank  and  file 
of  the  Tory  Party  had  determined  to 
throw  out  this  clause ;  they  would  follow 
their  Leaders,  and  the  Leaders  were  act- 
ing according  to  the  bidding  of  their 
masters.  This  was  what  happened  a 
few  days  ago.  There  was  an  aggregate 
meeting  of  the  trade  held  in  St.  James's 
Hall.  Lord  Burton  was  in  the  ohair, 
and  this  resolution  was  passed — 

*'  That  this  meeting  earnestly  protests 
against  the  Amendment  placed  on  the  Paper  of 
the  House  of  Commons  by  Sir  William  Har- 
court  asking  for  the  retention  of  Claase  9, 
which  introduces  the  principle  of  Local  Option 
in  respect  to  Sunday  Closing.** 

He  had  no  doubt  that  no  sooner  was 
that  resolution  passed  than  it  was  sent 
off  post  haste  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith),  and  that  then  he  got  his 
marching  orders  and  gave  orders  to  the 
rank  and  file  as  to  what  they  were  to  do. 
What  Lord  Burton  and  his  friends  sub- 
stantially said,  was — ''Look  here,  we 
have  assembled  3,000  drink  sellers. 
Does  not  that  compare  grandly  with  all 
the  thousands  of  rag-tag  and  bob-tail 
who  assembled  in  Hyde  Park  the  other 
day?''  The  Government  agreed,  and 
they  said — **We  will  go  for  the  Basses, 
and  not  for  the  masses."  Now,  he  had 
done  with  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  to  whom  he  gave 
every  credit  for  their  motives,  but  there 
were  other  people  in  the  House  beside 
Tories.  He  had  seen  it  stated,  he  be- 
lieved correctly,  that  there  were  in  the 
House  57  Liberal  Unionists  and  Tories 
who  had  supported  in  some  shape  or 
other  Sunday  closing,  and  among  them 
were  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Barrow  (Mr.  Oaine)  and  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Bussell).  He  would  not  say  anything 
about  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone, 
beoause  he  was  not  present;  he  was 
down  in  the  Isle  of  Thanet  supporting 
Mr.  James  Lowther  in  the  interests  of 
true  temperance.  He  wondered  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Barrow  did  not 
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go  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  ;  he  thoaght 
that  if  they  had  both  gone  the  Glad- 
stonians  would  have  won  the  election 
for  a  certainty.  But  what  was  the  fight 
in  the  Isle  of  Thanet  ?  Why,  it  was 
the  old  fight,  the  old  issue,  the  National 
Church  and  the  national  beverage 
against  national  justice  and  national 
morality.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  was  as  successful  as  he  wished 
to  be  with  his  promising  temperance 
candidate,  next  week  he  would  return, 
bringing  his  sheaves  with  him,  and  re- 
joicing the  hearts  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  and  of  the 
Bishops  and  of  the  Basses,  and  of  the 
rest  of  them.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Barrow  had  not  gone  down 
to  Thanet ;  but  he  had  stayed  at  home 
to  write  letters.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  in  his  letter  to  The  Times — 

*'If  this  clause  hecomes  law,  it  will  un- 
doubtedly be  considered  a  final  settlement  of 
the  Sunday  Closing  controversy,  so  far  as  Par- 
liament is  concerned,  until  it  has  had  a  fair  trial 
throughout  the  country." 

Who  were  going  to  consider  it  a  final 
settlement  ?  Not  he ;  that  was  not  his 
policy;  he  believed  in  no  final  settle- 
ment until  justice  was  done.  His  policy 
was  the  policy  of  the  old  Scotch  Mem- 
ber, who  said  to  his  son,  when  he  asked 
what  he  was  to  do  when  he  got  into  the 
House — **Tak  a'  ye  can,  and  be  aye 
complainin'  ye  oanna  get  mair."  Then 
in  this  wonderful  and  historical  letter, 
the  hon.  Member  went  on— 

'*  If  the  Government  will  g^ve  an  honest  and 
workable  opportunity  to  Mr.  Stevenson  to  take 
a  Division  on  the  second  reading  of  that  Bill, 
by  which  the  Temperance  Party  has  always 
stood,  that  Party  will  act  wisely  in  its  own  in- 
terests to  let  this  dubious  9th  clause  go  by,  and 
endeavour  to  get  such  a  majority  on  Mr. 
Stevenson's  BiU  as  will  secure  its  passing  into 
law  next  Session." 

Next  Session !  Where  did  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman expect  to  be  next  Session  ?  [Mr. 
Caike:  Here.]  Then,  again,  he  went 
on — 

'*  We  are  asked  by  Sir  William  Harcourt  to 
abandon  those  proposals  for  Imperial  Sunday 
Closing." 

Nothing  of  the  kind.  They  might  be 
asked,  but  they  would  not  accept  it; 
they  simply  would  accept  this  as  an  in- 
stalment. There  was  a  great  difference 
between  a  compromise  and  an  instalment, 
and  bQ  th^ked  the  Goyernn^ent  very 
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makiDg  a  moyement  in  the  directioD  of 
real  temperance.  When  he  heard  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby,  he  remembered  what  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Bridge- 
ton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir  Qeorge 
Trevelyan)  said  many  years  ago  at  a 
meeting  he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  at- 
tended. He  bad  never  forgotten  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"It  is  written,  and  the  writing  cannot  be 
effaced,  that  the  Liberal  Party  must  become  the 
Temperance  Party,** 

and  to-day  they  saw,  for  the  first  time, 
a  promise  of  the  fulfilment  of  that  pro- 
phecy. If — because  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  did 
not  go  so  far  as  he  could  wish  them  to 
go — he  were  to  upbraid  tbem  because 
they  were  not  up  to  his  mark,  be  could 
not  conceive  a  course  more  silly,  more 
senseless,  or  more  suicidal.  Did  not  his 
hon.  Fiiend  know  the  maxim  in  the 
House,  never  lose  a  stage,  because  if 
you  lose  a  stage  of  a  Bill  the  chances 
are  that  you  will  never  see  it  again.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  that  a  clause 
in  the  hand  was  worth  any  number  of 
Bills  in  the  bush.  If  he  could  believe 
that  this  proceeding,  this  piece  of  tactics 
on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  was  taken 
with  the  desire,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  hinted,  that 
they  might  have  an  opportunity  of 
seeming  to  be  voting  for  temperance 
wbile  they  were  really  taking  care  it 
was  not  carried,  he  should  think  the 
manoeuvre  was  clumsy  and  contemptible. 
But  he  did  not  make  such  a  charge  against 
them,  because  he  knew  the  Unionist 
Party  were  pre-eminently  men  of  honour. 
He  never  read  their  speeches  without 
thinking  that  th«y  were  honourable  men 
above  all  honourable  men  who  had  ever 
lived,  and  that  they  were  going  through 
a  species  of  martyrdom  in  defence  of 
principle,  because  these  high-minded 
men  sat  here  night  after  night,  sur- 
rounded by  Eadicals  and  assassins,  which 
they  could  only  do  because  they  were 
prompted  by  the  highest  sense  of  duty. 
That  being  the  case,  he  was  sure  that 
they  were  taking  a  most  honourable 
course ;  and  all  he  said  was,  that  their 
innocence  of  the  ways  of  the  world  and 
their  ignorance  of  the  habits  and  pro- 
ceedings of  this  House  was  perfectly 
appalling.  He  asked  them,  even  now, 
to  take  a  wiser,  and  more  considerate, 


heartily  for  this  instalment.  Further, 
the  hon.  Member  said — 

"  For  myself,  I  intend  to  stand  by  Imperial 
Sunday  Closing,  and  let  the  whole  of  the  Go- 
yemment  proposals  in  regard  to  licensing  go 
into  limbo  together." 

And  then,  having  exhausted  his  Eng- 
lish, the  hon.  Member  turned  to  Latin. 
He  quoted  two  Latin  sentences ;  one  he 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  did  not  under- 
stand ;  the  other  one  he  did,  because  it 
was  one  of  the  oldest  established  quo- 
tations. It  was,  ^^Th'-meo — or  TCm-eo  " — 
\_Laughter,']  He  was  quite  prepared  to 
admit  that  although  he  could  read  the 
sentence,  he  could  not  pronounce  it. 
He  believed  the  translation  was — [^Cries 
of  **  Eead."]  Well,  he  would  try  again 
— Timeo  Danaos,  et  dona  ferenUn^  It 
was,  at  any  rate,  a  very  good  quotation, 
and  very  applicable  in  many  cases.  He 
knew  very  little  Latin ;  but  he  knew 
two  words,  and,  after  reading  the  letter, 
he  was  disposed  to  say,  with  reference 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow,  **  Cave 
canem  " — beware  of  him  indeed  !  What 
did  all  this  mean  ?  What  did  all  this 
talk  about  taking  a  vote  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill 
mean  ?  There  was  no  pledge  to  carry 
that  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  was  a  wily 
man.  He  was  not  to  be  drawn  by  him 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  the  other  night. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — "I 
must  wait  and  see  what  I  shall  see.'' 
Ho  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  knew  perfectly 
well  what  he  should  see.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  was  reckoning  with- 
out his  host  when  he  talked  about  get- 
ting the  Bill  through  the  House  ;  there 
was  another  Body  to  be  reckoned  with 
— the  irremovables.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Barrow  knew  as  well  as  he 
did  that  it  was  part  of  the  very  religion 
of  **  another  place  "  to  provide  drinking 
facilities  for  the  people  on  Sunday.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  up  a  certainty 
— it  would  have  been  a  certainty  if  the 
hon.  Member  and  his  Friends  had  voted 
for  the  clause — for  a  shadowy  promise 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith). 
Now,  he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  looked 
upon  this  night  as  a  great  night  in  the 
history  of  the  temperance  movement. 
For  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  that 
movement  they  had  one  of  the  leading 
men  of  the  real  Liberal  Party  getting 
up  at  that  Bench,  and  in  an  able  speech 
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and  more  patriotic  course ;  be  asked  them 
to  listen  to  the  entreaties  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen  that  something  should  be 
done  to  mitigate  the  great  curse  of  drink. 
He  asked  them  to  listen  more  to  those 
entreaties  than  to  the  ukase  of  Lord 
Burton  at  St.  James's  Hall.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)— be 
hoped  .the  right  bon.  Gentleman  would 
enlighten  them  in  this  debate — spoke 
noble  words  at  a  great  meeting  held  at 
a  time  when  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
and  he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  tried  to  do 
right  together.  The  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man said— 

'*  It  ii  the  right  of  the  community  to  haTo 
absolute  control  over  a  trade  which  direcUy 
affects  their  moral,  social,  and  physical  in- 
terests." 

Was  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  going  to 
say  now  that  these  Oounty  Councils 
should  not  have  even  the  limited  power 
of  control  which  was  proposed  in  this 
Bill?  The  right  bon.  Gentleman  also 
said  in  that  speech — 

*'  A  priest-ridden  nation  is  a  nation  very 
much  to  be  pitied,  but  a  publican-ridden  nation 
is  a  nation  very  much  to  be  despised." 

If  be  might  give  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man a  little  bit  of  advice,  be  would  say 
that  if  a  statesman  despised  a  publican- 
ridden  nation,  it  was  just  possible  that 
the  nation  might  despise  a  publican- 
ridden  statesman.  He  thanked  the 
Committee  for  having  beard  him  so 
patiently,  and  be  bad  only  to  say,  in 
conclusion,  that  be  believed  that  they 
would  be  only  taking  a  wise  and  moderate 
and  prudent  step,  if  they  retained  this 
clause  in  the  Bill,  and  thus  entrusted  the 
English  communities  with  that  power  of 
getting  rid  on  the  **  best  of  days  of  the 
worst  of  trades,"  a  power  which  was 
now  enjoyed  by  the  people  of  Ireland, 
Scotland,  and  Wales. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HOULDS WORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.)  said,  be  should  not 
have  risen  to  take  part  in  the  debate  if 
it  bad  not  been  for  the  reference  the  bon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  just 
made  to  the  resolution  which  was  passed 
by  the  legislative  sub- committee  of  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society. 
He  understood  the  bon.  JBaronet  to  state 
that  there  was  a  large  number  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  present  at  the  meet- 
ing at  which  that  resolution  was  passed. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  were  only 
seven  persons  present,  of  those  only  three 
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were  Members  of  Parliament ;  the  reso- 
lution, too,  was  only  passed  by  a  majority 
of  one,  four  voting  for  it  and  three 
against  it.  That,  he  thought,  completely 
answered  the  argument  of  the  bon. 
Baronet  founded  upon  that  resolution. 
He  was  quite  free  to  admit  that  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society, 
if  it  was  consulted  as  a  body,  would 
probably  be  divided  upon  the  desira- 
bility of  retaining  this  clause  as  com- 
pared with  the  desirability  of  sup- 
porting the  general  measure  intro- 
duced by  the  bon.  Member  for  South 
Shields  (Mr.  Stevenson).  But,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  might  state  that  that 
Society  had  never  hesitated  in  supporting 
the  general  measure  for  Sunday  closing, 
in  opposition  to  any  measure  of  Local 
Option,  or  any  measure  leaving  the 
question  to  the  Local  Authorities  to 
decide.  In  the  opinion  of  that  Society, 
a  general  measure  was  very  preferable 
to  any  measure  which  would  act  within  a 
small  area.  He  understood  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  to  state  that,  in 
bis  opinion,  the  better  area  would  be 
even  such  a  small  area  as  the  parish. 
That  was  bis  opinion,  but  it  never  bad 
been  the  opinion  of  the  Church  of 
England  Temperance  Society,  for  they 
believed  that  as  they  limited  the  area 
for  Sunday  closing  they  would  increase 
the  difficulties  which  would  arise  in  the 
carrying  out  of  the  Act,  and  they  would 
increase  the  number  of  scandals  against 
the  Temperance  cause  on  the  borders  of 
that  limited  area.  Frequent  references 
had  been  made  in  the  House  to  the 
scandals  which  occurred  on  the  Sunday 
upon  the  border  line  between  England 
and  Wales.  In  Scotland,  of  course,  there 
was  no  difficulty,  because  the  border  line 
there  was  a  very  small  one,  and  the  whole 
Kingdom  of  Scotland  was  under  one  law. 
There  Sunday  closing  had  acted  well, 
and  produced  most  favourable  results. 
He  regretted  very  much  that  the  oppor- 
tunity which  bad  been  presented  to  the 
House  by  the  Government  for  dealing 
with  Sunday  closing  in  any  fashion,  and 
more  especially  in  connection  with  the 
other  valuable  clauses  of  the  Bill  dealing 
with  the  Licensing  Question,  should  be 
lost.  He  would  not  analyze  the  various 
causes  which  had  contributed  to  that 
result,  but,  as  one  good  reason  was  quite 
as  good  as  50,  be  thought  that  the  want  of 
time— the  great  amount  of  time  which 
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would  have  been  occupied  in  discussing 
the  Licensing  Clauses  to  the  detriment 
of  the  other  parts  of  the  Bill — was  quite 
a  sufficient  reason  for  the  Qovemmont 
withdrawing  these  clauses  altogether.  He 
did  not  wish  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the 
Division,  but  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  state 
the  exact  position  of  matters  with  regard 
to  the  resolution  of  the  Church  of 
England  Temperance  Society.  If,  how- 
ever, there  had  been  an  opportunity,  he 
should  have  liked  to  have  made  some 
other  remarks  upon  various  other  points 
bearing  on  the  question. 

Mb. W.  P.  8IN0LAIE  (Falkirk)  said, 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  Gockermouth  Division  of  Cumber- 
land (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  in  his  very 
able  and  interesting  speech,  asked  a 
question  which  was  at  least  deserving  of 
an  answer.  The  hon.  Baronet  asked 
what  had  happened  to  make  the  Go- 
vernment change  their  mind  as  to  the 
competency  of  the  County  Councils  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  Local  Option  ? 
Something  had  happened.  It  was  well 
known  that  the  Government  had  been 
urged  to  and  had  withdrawn  the  whole 
of  the  Licensing  Glauses.  That  was  the 
reason  why  the  County  Councils  were 
incompetent  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
Local  Option.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  was  in  the  habit  of  astonish- 
ing the  House  by  his  observations ;  but 
he  doubted  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
leman  had  ever  given  the  House  more 
cause  for  astonishment  than  to-day, 
when  he  said  that  the  9th  clause  was 
not  a  Licensing  clause.  Why,  Sun- 
day closing  involved  the  reduction  of 
a  seven  days'  licence  to  a  six  days' 
licence,  and  therefore,  whatever  might 
be  said  as  to  the  merit  or  demerit  of 
Sunday  closing,  it  could  not  be  said 
that  a  clause  dealing  with  the  subject 
was  not  a  licensing  clause.  The  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  dispute  the  fact 
that  he  and  those  with  whom  he  acted, 
had  very  strongly  urged  the  Govern- 
ment to  withdraw  the  Licensing  Clauses. 
Of  course  the  opposition  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men was  mainly  directed  against  the 
Compensation  Clauses. 

Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON  asked  that 
he  might  be  allowed  to  put  the  hon. 
Gentleman  right.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  the  speech  he  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  made  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  he  would  find  that 


he  distinctly  stated  that  if  the  Com- 
pensation Clauses  were  left  out  he  should 
not  be  able  to  find  fault  with  the  Licen- 
sing Clauses. 

Mr.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  said,  that 
what  the  hon.  Baronet  had  said  did  not 
affect  the  point  that  it  was  urged  that 
the  Licensing  Clauses,  as  a  whole, 
should  go.  Clause  9  being  one  of  the 
Licensing  Clauses,  it  must  go  also.  It 
had  been  stated  in  the  Press  that  the 
House  had  already  dealt  with  licensing 
in  Clause  4;  that  they  had  already 
transferred  certain  licensing  powers  to 
the  County  Council.  Although  the  word 
*  licence"  did  occur  in  the  4th  Clause, 
it  merely  had  reference  to  the  licensing 
of  theatres  respecting  plays ;  it  did  not, 
in  any  degree,  touch  the  question  whe- 
ther for  the  same  buildings  licences 
should  be  granted  for  refreshments. 
He  had  only  one  other  observation  to 
make,  and  it  had  reference  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court). The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  think  that  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  prepared  to  vote  against 
the  9th  clause  being  retained,  and  to 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields 
(Mr.  J.  C.  Stevenson),  were  going  to 
give  a  bogus  vote.  Speaking  for  him- 
self and  all  those  with  whom  he  acted, 
he  boldly  stated  that  they  meant  to  vote 
in  the  way  stated  because  they  thought 
it  was  the  most  effective  vote  they  could 
give  in  favour  of  Sunday  dosing. 
They  maintained  that  the  analogy  of 
legislation  in  the  past  was  distinctly  in 
favour  of  general  as  opposed  to  piece- 
meal legislation.  Already  Sunday  Clos- 
ing Acts  had  been  passed  for  Scotland, 
Wales,  and  Ireland.  It  was  true  that 
in  Ireland  certain  towns  were  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  the  Act;  but 
those  were  statutory  exemptions,  and  if 
it  was  necessary  to  have  statutory  ex- 
emptions in  Eogland,  there  could  be  no 
difficulty  in  having  such  introduced  into 
the  Act.  He  trusted  that  the  present 
proposal  of  the  Government  would  be 
accepted,  and  that  the  question  of  Sun- 
day closing  would  be  dealt  with  upon 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Shields. 

Mb.  T.  fey  (Darlington)  said,  that 
as  he  took  some  interest  during  the 
last  two  Parliaments  in  the  Bill  for 
closing  public-houses  in  the  county  of 
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Darham  on  Sandays,  he  woold  like  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  this  clause.  In 
the  first  place,  let  him  say  he  did  not 
consider  the  hon..  Member  for  Barrow 
(Mr.  Caine)  had  any  more  right  to  speak 
in  the  House  for  the  Temperance  Party 
than  any  other  Member  of  the  Party 
who  supported  temperance  legislation. 
He  denied  altogether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's assertion  that  the  temperance 
associations  throughout  the  country  were 
in  favour  of  the  withdrawal  of  this  clause 
from  the  Local  Government  Bill.  The 
last  two  speakers  seemed  to  think  that 
this  clause  must  be  withdrawn  because 
other  clauses  were  to  be  withdrawn; 
but  after  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  they  saw  that  that 
was  an  entire  mistake.  The  question 
of  Sunday  closing  was  entirely  and 
totally  distinct  from  licensing  and  the 
question  of  compensation.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr.  W.  P.  Sinclair) 
made  a  great  mistake  in  supposing  that 
the  Temperance  Party  had  even  as  a 
Body  asked  that  the  power  of  licensing 
should  not  be  transferred  to  the  new 
County  Councils.  All  that  temperance 
reformers  had  asked  was  that  the  Com- 
pensation Clauses  should  be  abandoned. 
The  conduct  of  the  Government  in 
reference  to  this  question  was  ex- 
traordinary in  the  last  degree.  When 
he  first  read  these  clauses  he  never 
expected  they  would  pass ;  they  were 
far  too  good  to  come  from  a  Tory 
Government.  He  thought  that  nothing 
so  good  could  possibly  come  out  of  the 
Tory  camp.  The  change  in  the  course 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Eitchie)  was  very  extra- 
ordinary. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  Government  did  not  shrink 
from  the  position  which  it  had  taken  up, 
and  yet  it  was  shrinking  as  far  as  it 
could.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
fessed to  be  very  much  afraid  of  the 
excitement  which  the  introduction  of 
the  question  of  Sunday  closing  into  the 
elections  for  the  County  Councils  would 
cause.  It  was  strange  he  did  not  think 
of  that  before  ho  brought  in  the  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  must 
bear  in  mind  that,  even  if  this  clause 
were  withdrawn,  the  question  of  Sunday 
closing  would  enter  into  the  elections, 
because  the  people  would  feel  sure  that 
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some  day  or  other  the  County  Coancils 
would  be  called  upon  to  deal  with  it.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  by  this  Bill  an  en- 
deavour was  made  to  give  the  ooantry 
hopes  which  could  not  be  realized.  He 
was  reminded  that  this  Gt>vemment 
passed  an  Act  for  the  relief  of  agricul- 
tural tenants,  and  then  they  gave  power 
to  the  parties  to  contract  themselves  out 
of  the  Act.  It  was  as  well  that  certain 
Supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vem- 
ment  should  be  reminded  of  the  part 
they  had  taken  with  reference  to  the 
question  of  Sunday  closing.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Abercromby  Division  of  Liverpool 
(Mr.  W.  F.  Lawrence),  speaking  on  the 
24th  of  March,  1886,  upon  the  question 
of  Sunday  closing,  expressed  a  strong 
opinion  in  favour  of  committing  this 
question  to  the  County  Councils.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Oxford  University 
(Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot)  also  spoke  very 
strongly  in  the  same  direction.  In  re- 
ference to  the  County  of  Durham  Sunday 
Closing  Bill,  the  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
indignantly,  what  was  to  be  done  for 
the  other  counties?  He  said — "  In  the 
name  of  common  sense  let  us  have  a 
comprehensive  measure,  one  relating  to 
the  whole  country."  But  now,  when  a 
comprehensive  measure  was  introduced, 
no  doubt  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
found  voting  against  it.  He  (Mr.  T. 
Fry)  was  especially  interested  in  this 
clause  because  he  had  put  down  one  or 
two  Amendments  to  it.  One  of  his 
Amendments  provided  for  an  earlier 
closing  of  public-houses  on  Saturday 
nights.  There  were  several  Members 
of  the  House  who  had  spoken  very 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  early  closing 
of  public-houses  on  Saturday  nights, 
and  no  one  had  done  so  more  strongly 
than  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  ( Mr.  Stuart  -  Wortley  ). 
Speaking  on  the  2nd  of  April,  1884, 
upon  the  question  of  Sunday  closing, 
he  said  he  thought  it  would  be  far 
better  if  their  efforts  were  directed  to 
earlier  closing  on  Saturday  when  work- 
ing men  had  their  wages  burning  in 
their  pockets. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  not  entitled  to  discuss  his 
Amendment  to  the  clause  at  this  stage. 

Mb.  T.  fey  said,  he  was  only 
alluding  to  it  as  a  reason  why  the 
clause  should  be  retained  in  the  Bill. 
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The  Committee  would  remember  that 
measures  had  been  introduced  for  the 
adoption  of  Sunday  dosing  in  three 
Northern  counties  possessing  a  popula- 
tion of  4,000,000.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  those  counties  were  as  much 
entitled  to  those  Bills  as  Monmouth  and 
Cornwall,  and  he  was  sorry  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  been  re- 
strained by  the  slightest  shriek  of  oppo- 
sition from  doing  the  good  proposed  in 
the  clause.  He  believed,  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Cocker- 
mouth  Division  of  Cumberland  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  said,  that  it  was 
fear  of  the  publican  party  which  had 
inspired  in  the  Government  a  desire  to 
take  this  clause  out  of  the  Bill.  The 
newspaper  sometimes  termed  the  ** lead- 
ing journal,"  that  was  to  say,  The  Timee^ 
some  days  ago  had  made  the  monstrous 
statement  that  the  clause  had  been  in- 
serted in  the  Bill  ^^  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  injuring  the  publican."  He  (Mr. 
Fry)  contradicted  that  altogether.  None 
of  them  wished  to  injure  the  publican 
per  ae.  No  doubt  the  publicans  were 
an  honourable  class  of  men,  as  honour- 
able as  other  classes,  and  there  could  be 
no  desire  on  the  part  of  anyone  to  in- 
flict an  unnecessary  injury  upon  them. 
The  fact  was,  in  this  controversy  they 
did  not  take  any  notice  of  the  publican, 
their  desire  being  to  ameliorate  the 
social  condition  of  the  people,  and  to 
obtain  for  a  large  number  of  persons — 
something  like  300,000 — who  were  now 
engaged  throughout  the  country  in  the 
sale  of  drink  on  Sunday,  their  lawful 
rest  on  the  Sabbath  day.  They  were 
acting  in  this  matter  from  a  far  nobler 
and  higher  motive  than  a  mere  desire  to 
do  harm  to  the  publican  per  ee. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford,  W.) 
said,  he  should  not  treat  the  deliberate 
intentions  of  the  Government  with  such 
disrespect  as  to  assume  that  they  were  not 
worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Government  doubtless  had 
put  this  clause  in  regard  to  Sunday 
closing,  and  the  four  subsequent  clauses 
having  reference  to  licensing,  into  the 
Bill  with  the  intention  if  possible  of 
carrying  them  through  both  Houses  of 
Parliament.  In  fact,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  to-night  stated, 
in  his  explanation  of  the  withdrawal  of 
the  9th  Clause  and  the  subsequent 
clause?,  that  the  Government  had  a  real 


substantial  desire,  which  they  still  held 
to  and  which  they  wished  to  see  realized 
at  some  more  favourable  moment,  to 
transfer  the  licensing  powers  from  the 
present  irresponsible  magistrates  to 
the  responsible  Body,  the  County 
Council.  If  that  were  so,  hon.  Members 
had  occasion  to  ask  what  could  have  in- 
duced the  Government  to  run  away  in 
that  extraordinary  fashion  from  their 
own  proposals  ?  He  thought  the  Go- 
vernment had  somewhat  misunderstood 
and  exaggerated  the  meaning  of  the 
opposition  which  had  sprung  up  out-of« 
doors.  The  whole  crux  of  the  matter 
was  this, — he  believed  that  there  would 
have  been  no  opposition  whatever  on  the 
part  of  the  Temperance  Societies 
throughout  the  country  to  the  present 
clause,  which  he  did  not  regard  as  a 
licensing  clause,  or  to  the  four  following 
clauses,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  vexed  subject  of  compen- 
sation. Now  let  him  (Mr.  Illingworth) 
ask  whether  it  was  necessary  for  the 
Government  to  abandon  all  these 
clauses  ?  Could  they  not  have  made  up 
their  minds  to  abandon  the  proposal  in 
regard  to  compensation  simply  ?  That 
was  surely  a  reasonable  question  to  put 
to  the  Government;  for  how  did  the 
matter  stand  as  to  compensation  ?  It 
had  been  urged — at  that  moment  it  was 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  the  question  as  to  compensa- 
tion was  iuhjudice — that  recently  deci- 
sions had  been  given  by  the  Courts 
adverse  to  the  claims  of  the  publicans  to 
compensation  in  the  event  of  the  closing 
of  a  public-house,  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  gone  on  to  say  that  it  was 
likely  that  the  decision  would  be  made 
the  subject  of  appeal,  and  for  that 
reason  he  objected  to  the  discussion  of 
the  question.  Well,  but  surely  in  a  Bill 
of  this  magnitude  they  were  entitled  to 
aek  whether  it  was  necessary  for  the 
Government  to  introduce  so  vexed  a 
proposal  as  this  with  reference  to  com- 
pensation? If,  as  the  law  stood,  the 
Government  had  confidence  that  the 
publican  had  every  security  he  desired 
for  compensation,  and  that  had  been  the 
position  taken  up  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  —  [The  Solicitor 
General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke)  (Ply- 
mouth) :  No,  no !] — if  the  Government 
thought  the  publican  had  security  at 
present,  why  did  they  not  leave  him  in 
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his  present  safe  position  ?  Why  should 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Oovernment  Board  in  a  Bill 
of  this  nature  have  introduced  a  proposal 
which  would  give  the  publican  a  new 
and  increased  security?  If  it  did  not 
give  additional  security,  it  was  more 
mysterious  still  why  the  Oovernment 
should  have  introduced  this  question  of 
compensation,  which  was  so  embarras- 
siug  to  the  Bill.  Of  course,  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Oovernment  Board  declared  on 
the  secoud  reading,  and  stated  it  broadly 
as  a  comfort  to  the  publican  interest,  that 
the  intention  of  the  Ot}vernment  in 
drafting  the  compensaition  provisions 
was  to  give  new  and  increased  security 
to  the  publican  interest. 

MR.EITOHIE:  That  statement  has 
been  often  repeated  during  the  debate, 
but  has  only  a  certain  amount  of  founda- 
tion. The  way  it  is  put  leads  to  an  al- 
together wrong  inference.  What  I  said 
was  that  it  had  been  stated  that  the  effect 
of  the  proposals  of  the  Oovernment 
would  be  to  give  additional  security — 
not  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Oo- 
vernment to  give  additional  security  to 
the  publican,  but  that  it  bad  been  stated 
that  such  would  be  the  effect.  Subse- 
quently I  stated  in  auswer  to  a  question 
put  to  me  in  the  House,  that  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Oovernment  there  was 
foundation  for  that  statement,  because  it 
would  protect  the  publican  from  the 
local  veto  which  is  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Cocker- 
mouth  Division  of  Oumberland  without 
compensation.  In  that  sense,  no  doubt, 
the  position  of  the  publican  would  be 
better 

Mb.'  ILLINOWOETH  said,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  it  was 
very  possible  to  put  a  wrong  construction 
upon  the  statement  of  a  Minister  in 
charge  of  a  Bill,  but  still  he  must  hold 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to  this— that 
beiug  a  man  of  common  sense  and  of 
some  experience,  and  knowing  the  diffi- 
culties they  were  about  to  grapple  with 
in  the  measure,  he  had  held  out  to  the 
publican  interest  a  superior  security  as 
emanating  from  this  Bill  to  that  which 
it  possessed  before.  He  (Mr.  lUing- 
worth)  again  asked  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Oo- 
vernment Board  this  question,  if  the  pub- 
lican had  a  security  under  the  existing 
law,  why  should  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 

Jfr.  IlUngwinih 


man  have  complicated  the  Bill  by  placing 
these  clauses  in  it?  He  sincerely  believed 
that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman's  desire 
was  to  see  brought  about  a  mitigation  of 
the  abuses  of  the  liquor  law    in  this 
country,      The  Oovernment  had    been 
obliged    to    abandon    some    cherished 
clauses  of  their  own.     They  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  he  said, 
appreciated  many  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill,  and  would  have  liked  to  see  them 
carried  out  without  this  unfortunate  bar 
of   gold  driven  into  these  unfortunate 
clauses.     He  would  even  at  the  eleventh 
hour  make  another  appeal  to  the  Oo- 
vernment, and  would  ask  them  especially 
as  to  this  9  th    clause— and   he    would 
press  a  similar  appeal  upon  them  as  to 
the  other  clauses  it  was  proposed  to  aban- 
don if  opportunity  presented  itself — to 
take  into  consideration  the  possibility  of 
again  setting  this  clause  on  its  legs.  He 
did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  would  meet  with  such  acquiescence 
on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
as  would  render  it  easy  to  do  as  he  sug- 
gested, if  there  were  a  concurrence  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  un- 
doubtedly there  would  be  such  concur- 
rence, that  the  Ot>vernment  would  never 
have  brought  forward  a  proposal  of  this 
kind  without  being  first  assured  of  the 
support  of  the  main  body  of  Oentlemen 
on  their  side  of  the  House.     He  might 
say    that    tliere    would     be     absolute 
unanimity   on   this  question,  with  the 
exception  perhaps  of  a  few  Oentlemen 
whose  intellect  he  was  bound  to  say  was 
clouded  at  that  moment,  and  whose  con- 
science he  was  also  bound  to  say  was 
somewhat  seared.  He  believed,  however, 
that  the  Oovernment  would  find  this 
clause  received  as  generously  by  their 
supporters  in  general  as  the  other  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.     Even  if  this  clause 
were  now  omitted,  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Oovern- 
ment Board  must  be  perfectly  well  aware 
that  the  whole  matter  would  have  to  be 
fought  out  again,  and  that  the  time  of 
Parliament  would  have  to  be  devoted  on 
some  future  occasion  to  the  threshing 
out  of  the  matter.   Therefore,  there  was 
very  good  reason  why  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  should  adhere  to  his  original 
proposal,  and  with  the  support  of  both 
sides   of  the    House  carry  this  clause 
through.    There  would  be  no  protracted 
discussion  upon  it.    They  could,  at  any 
rate,  give  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  that 
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assurance.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated  a  further  ohjection.  He 
had  said  that  it  would  be  an  unfortunate 
thing  that  the  new  County  Councils,  as 
soon  as  appointed,  should  have  put  before 
them  such  a  vexed  and  heated  question 
as  this  of  Sunday  closing.  Well,  if  the 
Government  had  left  the  Bill  in  its 
original  form,  he  (Mr.  lUingworth)  could 
imagine  the  righit  hon.  Gentleman  saying 
that  the  County  Councils  would  have 
had  plenty  of  other  subjects  to  occupy 
their  attention;  but  as  the  Bill  now 
stood,  with  the  prospect  of  its  being  fur- 
ther lightened,  he  could  not  imagine  for 
a  moment  how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  expect  men  of  business  and  men 
who  valued  their  time,  and  objected  to 
sacrifice  it  unnecessarily,  to  come  for- 
ward and  connect  themselves  with  these 
local  Councils  at  all.  He  was  bound  to 
say  this — that  if  these  Councils  were  to 
be  of  any  value  whatever,  they  must 
take  up  those  burning  questions  that  in- 
terested the  constituencies  by  whom  they 
were  returned^  on  the  Councils.  What 
were  they  for  otherwise  ?  It  was  said 
that  that  House  had  its  hands  burdened 
and  overburdened,  and  no  doubt  that 
was  the  case  ;  but  they  had  to  take  up 
the  question,  and  they  would  have  in  the 
future  to  discuss  it  on  its  merits,  in  order 
that  some  progress  might  be  made  with 
this  Sunday  closing  question.  He 
thought  there  was  every  reason  in  the 
world  why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  re-consider  this  point,  and  if  the 
interval  of  the  dinner  hiour  induced  him 
to  say,  "  Very  well,  in  view  of  the 
general  concurrence  of  Members  on  both 
sides  in  favour  of  the  retention  of  this 
clause,  the  clause  should  not  be 
omitted,"  he  (Mr.  Hlingworth)  was  sure 
that  general  satisfaction  would  be  felt 
by  all  parties.  As  to  the  question  of 
compensation,  which  was  unfortunately 
such  a  difficult  one  in  connection  with 
this  and  subsequent  clauses,  he  believed 
the  question  stood  thus — a  sort  of  bribe 
to  gentlemen  who  were  interested  in  the 
cause  of  temperance  to  bring  about  their 
acquiescence  in  the  provisions  which 
followed.  Well,  no  doubt  the  great 
majority  of  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  either  side  of  the  House  were 
sincerely  desirous  of  putting  an  end  to 
the  evils  that  arose  out  of  Sunday 
trading  ;  but  the  delusion  that  so  many 
had  fallen  into  in  assenting  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  to  strike  out 


this  9th  clause  was  that  they  were  to 
have  a  discussion  upon  this  question  of 
Sunday  closing  generally  on  a  Sunday 
Closing  Bill.  Well,  he  desired  to  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
(Mr.  Caine)  had  any  security  from  the 
Government  that  they  would  give  any 
facility  whatever  for  the  discussion  of 
that  Bill  or  any  support  to  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  subject.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  had  said  that 
it  was  his  intention  to  support  that  Bill. 
Yes ;  but  something  more  than  that  was 
necessary.  If  Gentlemen  who  were 
anxious  on  this  Sunday  closing  question 
were  to  have  any  substantial  comfort, 
and  the  question  was  to  be  at  all  ad- 
vanced, they  should  have  some  under- 
taking from  the  Government  that  both 
in  this  House  and  in  ''another  place  " 
they  would  give  the  measure  all  the 
support  in  their  power.  He  (Mr.  Illing* 
woith)  was  afraid  they  could  not  reckon 
very  much  on  the  assistance  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  because  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  an  unfortunate  posi- 
tion. He  had  made  it  clear  that  he 
would  not  further  curtail  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  publican  interest  with- 
out compensation  being  given  to  them. 
Well,  if  he  were  to  vote  for  this  Sunday 
Closing  Bill,  and  the  Bill  became  law, 
it  was  clear  that  one-seventh  of  the  pub- 
licans profits  would  go.  It  was  quite 
true  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
act  in  that  matter  on  Sabbatarian 
grounds,  because  he  did  not  hold  Sab- 
batarian views ;  but  he  was  opposed  to 
Sunday  trading,  because  he  knew  that 
more  drinking  went  on  on  the  Sunday 
and  that  the  evils  of  intemperance  were 
more  prevalent  on  that  day.  If  Sunday 
closing  were  passed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  support,  on  the  ground 
that  the  evils  of  drinking  were  greater 
upon  a  certain  day,  would  he  be  pre- 
pared subsequently  to  adopt  that  argu- 
ment as  to  another  day  in  the  week ; 
because  unquestionably  there  would  be 
similar  ground  for  such  argument.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  evidently  in  a 
difficulty  in  this  matter,  because  while 
he  did  not  wish  to  interfere  with  the  pub- 
licans' rights  and  privileges  in  that  way, 
their  privileges  would  be  whittled  away 
by  degrees.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Barrow  had  given  Notice 
of    opposition    to     all    the     Licensing 
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Clauses,  but  had  not  giyen  Notice  of 
any  opposition  to  that  clause.  Eefer- 
ence  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow  to  the  meeting  of  the 
Members  connected  with  the  Temper- 
ance Party  upstairs,  and  as  the  subject 
had  been  touched  upon  in  a  candid 
spirit,  and  no  reluctance  had  been  dis- 
played in  dealing  with  it,  he  might 
mention  the  course  the  hon.  Member 
himself  took  when  the  question  of  these 
clauses  was  considered  at  that  meeting. 
It  was  evident  from  the  outset  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  about  to  take  a  yery 

Eeculiar  course,  and  while  some  Mem- 
ers  were  urging  that  they  ought  to 
press  the  Governmenfc  to  stand  by  this 
clause,  the  hon.  Member  pointed  out 
that  the  Government  woidd  put  the 
closure  on  if  it  was  attempted  to  dis- 
cuss these  clauses.  Well,  he  (Mr.  lUing- 
worth)  had  far  more  faith  in  the  sound 
sense  of  the  Government  than  he  had  in 
that  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  he  declared 
at  the  time  that  he  did  not  believe  they 
would  run  very  much  risk  in  the  matter 
— that  the  Gt>vemment  had  given  Notice 
of  their  intention  to  withdraw  the  clause, 
and,  that  being  so,  they  were  bound  to 
allow  the  House  of  Commons  to  express 
its  opinion  on  the  subject  of  that  with- 
drawal— and  he  was  glad  to  be  able 
to  add  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  in  moving  the  withdrawal  of  this 
clause,  had  left  an  opening  for  the  fair 
and  reasonable  consideration  of  the  pro- 
posal. He  (Mr.  Illing worth)  could  only 
add,  in  conclusion,  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment, weakly  as  he  considered  it,  aban- 
doned the  clause  at  that  moment,  they 
would  add  to  the  embarrassment  of 
Parliament  in  the  future.  Nobody  ex- 
pected that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
oer  for  South  Shields  (Mr.  Stevenson) 
would  be  carried  this  Session.  It  was 
to  be  relegated  to  next  Session.  The 
Government  had  been  very  careful  not 
to  overburden  itself  with  obligations 
for  this  Session.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  and  his  Colleagues 
would  not  deny  that  next  Session  had 
in  prospect  for  them  an  increased  and 
greater  variety  of  work  than  they  had 
undertaken  this  Session.  It  was  im- 
possible that  they  could  stave  off  many 
other  important  questions.  What,  then, 
would  be  the  prospect  of  this  Sunday 
Closing  Bill  in  the  hands  of  a  private 

Mr,  lUingwarth 


Member  ?  Was  it  possible  for  the  GK>- 
vernment  to  take  it  it  up  and  treat  it 
from  an  Imperial  standpoint  ?  He  had 
no  such  anticipations,  and,  therefore,  it 
was  that  he  would  urge  the  Government 
to  stand  by  this  clause,  and  to  let  them 
have  a  bird  in  the  hand  rather  than  a 
bird  in  the  bush  which  would  have  so 
many  opportunities  of  eluding  their 
fingering  in  the  future.  It  was  a  matter 
for  serious  consideration  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  whether  they  would 
follow  the  wiser  and  better  and  more 
rational  course  on  this  matter  of  keep- 
ing in  the  clause,  or  whether  they  would 
yield  to  the  clamour  of  the  publicans' 
interest  and  strike  it  out.  That  was  the 
difficulty  of  the  Government.  They  had 
a  larg^  majority  in  the  House  of  Com« 
mens  ready  to  support  them  if  they 
went  forward  with  the  clause,  and  he 
sincerely  hoped  that,  in  the  interest 
of  the  well-being  of  the  country,  they 
would  not  allow  it  to  be  dropped. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  he  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
attending  the  temperance  meeting  of 
hon.  Members  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine)  and  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Illing  worth)  had  referred,  and  perhaps 
he  might  be  allowed  to  explain  where 
the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  was  wrong 
in  the  position  he  had  taken  up.  No 
doubt,  if  there  were  a  prospect  of  get- 
ting a  Sunday  Closing  Bill  entire,  the 
temperance  advocates  in  the  House 
would  be  in  favour  of  it ;  but  there  was 
not  a  yery  clear  prospect  of  such  a  Bill 
being  passed,  and  the  hon.  Member  had 
no  right  to  say  that  the  Temperance 
Party  were  opposed  to  the  present 
dause.  They  supported  it  as  it  stood, 
though,  no  doubt  if  they  could  get 
public-houses  shut  up  everywhere  on 
Sundays,  the  majority  would  be  in  favour 
of  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
had  put  down  Notice  of  opposition  to 
everyone  of  the  Licensing  Clauses  except 
this,  therefore,  the  hon.  Gentleman  must 
be  taken  as  holding  that  this  clause  was 
one  which  should  not  be  got  rid  of.  Un- 
like the' hon.  Member,  he  (Mr.  Cossham) 
could  not  vote  against  the  clause,  which 
would  go  yery  far  in  the  direction  he 
desired  to  proceed.  He  admitted  that  • 
the  clause  did  not  go  so  far  as  he  should 
like,  but  it  went  in  his  direction,  and 
he  believed  that  the  effect  of  its  being 
passed  would  be  to  reduce  very  largely 
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the  evils  of  the  liquor  traffic  on  Sundays. 
He  certainly  did  not  understand  how 
anyone,  with  the  interest  of  temperance 
at  heart,  could  go  against  the  clause. 
He  could  understand  the  argument,  that 
in  voting  for  the  clause  some  injury 
might  be  done  to  the  Government ;  but 
that  argument  would  have  no  weight 
with  him,  as  he  valued  the  clause  far 
more  than  the  Government.  He  was 
certainly  grateful  to  them  for  having 
proposed  it,  but  that  gratitude  was  con- 
siderably tempered,  seeing  that  they  now 
proposed  to  abandon  it.  He  was  very 
sorry  they  had  come  to  that  determina- 
tion. He  did  not  think  there  was  a 
question  which  had  made  so  much  pro- 
gress in  this  country  as  Sunday  closing, 
and  whether  the  Government  abandoned 
the  clause  or  not,  he  was  sure  that  in 
this  country  we  were  getting  within 
reach  of  Sunday  closing.  He  supported 
the  clause,  not  only  on  the  ground  of 
Sabbatarianism,  but  because  he  thought 
if  they  prevented  all  other  forms  of 
trade  on  Sunday,  they  ought  certainly 
to  put  a  stop  to  that  particular  form 
which  was  most  dangerous.  Surely  the 
sale  of  liquor  was  not  more  necessary 
than  the  sale  of  food  and  clothes,  and 
yet  the  sale  of  food  and  clothes  was  pro- 
hibited, while  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquor  was  not.  If  they  made  an  ex- 
ception at  all  in  this  case,  it  should  not 
be  in  favour  of  a  traffic  which  was  dan- 
gerous to  the  public  safety.  He  desired 
to  see  the  clause  passed,  because  he 
recognized  the  great  principle  which  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  recommended  to  the  country. 
He  could  not  understand  how  the  Go- 
vernment could  abandon  a  clause  which 
its  own  Head  had  put  before  the  country 
distinctly  as  a  separate  question.  He 
shoidd  have  thought  it  an  insult  to  the 
Head  of  the  Conservative  Party  to  with- 
draw this  clause  from  the  Bill,  seeing 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  advocated  this 
principle  on  more  than  one  occasion. 
He  (Mr.  Cossham)  advocated  the  cause, 
not  because  he  desired  to  see  a  Party 
triumph  secured,  but  he  advocated  it  on 
its  own  merits,  because  he  believed  it 
would  work  a  vast  amount  of  good.  He 
desired  to  add  his  appeal  to  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Bradford  (Mr. 
lUing worth)  to  the  Government  to  re- 
consider the  position.  He  could  assure 
them  that  if  they  would  give  the  country 
tl^s  clause,  they  would  lay  the  whole 


community  under  a  great  obligation  to 
them.  They  would  be  putting  a  check 
upon  the  tendency  of  the  present  licens- 
ing arrangements  to  demoralize  the 
people,  and  the  people  would  be  pro- 
portionately grateful.  Let  them,  in 
connection  with  this  Local  Government 
Bill,  by  all  means  retain  one  of  its  most 
important  sections — namely,  the  clause 
which  would  put  power  into  the  hands 
of  the  people  to  control  this  drink  traffic 
on  Sundays.  He  should  like  to  see  it 
ffo  farther,  and  give  them  not  only 
Sunday  closing,  but  closing  on  election 
days,  and  even  the  day  after  elections, 
if  possible,  as  he  believed  in  that  way 
the  interests  of  the  public  would  be 
served  and  elections  would  be  rendered 
much  purer  that  at  present.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  Government  not  to  with- 
draw the  clause. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) (who  rose  amidst  cries  of 
** Divide!  Divide!")  said,  that  when 
he  read  a  telegram  which  he  had  re- 
ceived from  one  of  his  political  oppo- 
nents, hon.  Gentlemen  who  cried  **  Di- 
vide ! "  would  see  he  had  some  reason 
for  desiring  to  speak.  This  was  the 
telegram  to  which  he  had  referred,  and 
which  he  had  cherished  so  closely  that 
it  had  come  to  pieces.  It  was  from  a 
gentleman  connected  with  the  Cornwall 
Sunday  Closing  Association,  and  it  was 
in  these  words — 

'*  The  Cornwall  Sanday  Cloung  Auooiation 
Execative  Ck>mmittee.  At  a  meeting  now 
beinf?  held,  ur^e  yonr  utmost  efforts  to  get  the 
9th  clause  retained." 

Now,  that  mandate,  which  was  only  a 
few  days  old — not  two  years  old,  like  that 
of  the  Government  and  the  Unionists-* 
had  come  to  him,  as  he  had  said,  from 
one  of  his  political  opponents  in  the 
division  he  had  the  honour  to  represent. 
That  telegram,  in  conjunction  with  the 
fact  that  all  his  supporters  were  heartily 
with  him  on  this  question,  entitled  him^ 
he  thought,  to  say  that  his  constituents 
were  unanimous  in  favour  of  the  reten- 
tion of  this  clause,  and  he  should  be  as 
false  to  his  duty  as  those  hon.  Gentle- 
lAen  who  called  themselves  Liberal 
Unionists,  but  whom  he  called  dissen- 
tients and  violators  of  their  principles, 
who  now  supported  the  Government  in 
their  proposal  to  abandon  the  clause,  if 
he  did  not  lift  up  his  voice  in  support  of 
an  opposite  course.  He  had  noticed  that 
throughout  the  passage  of  this  measure 
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the  Goyemment  had  been  whittling 
awaj  eyeiTthing  that  was  good  in  it, 
and  that  as  there  was  very  little  of  that 
eommoditj  at  the  commencement,  there 
was  now  very  little  left  except  what  was 
bad.  He  woald,  with  the  permission  of 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Govemment  Board,  answer 
the  interruption  which  had  occurred  a 
short  time  ago,  and  ask  him  whether  he 
still  adhered,  in  the  face  of  the  quota- 
tions which  he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  would 
make  from  his  speech,  to  what  he  had 
said  just  now  ?  When  the  right  hon. 
Gtotleman  had  heard  these  quotations, 
he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  would  not  trouble 
himself  to  refer  further  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speeches,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  be  at  liberty  to  go  to  his 
dinner  with  a  clear  conscience.  It  was 
true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  just  now  in  answer  to  an  hon. 
Member,  that  he  had  used  this  argu- 
ment— 

"  It  might  be  said,  with  lome  justice,  that  the 
poblicani  would  undoubtedly  be  under  a  por- 
tion of  the  dame  in  a  much  more  secure  and 
faTourable  position  than  they  occupied  at 
present." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  them 
to  believe  that  he  was  merely  dealing 
with  this  argument,  and  that  he  did  not 
in  express  terms  admit  that  he  was 
putting  the  publicans  in  a  more  secure 
position. 

Mb.  BITGHIE  said,  he  begged  par- 
don.  He  had  said  that  the  publicans 
would  be  placed  in  a  better  position. 

Mb.  OONYBEAEE  said,  then  he  did 
not  see  the  object  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  previous  interruption.  It 
had  been  laid  to  the  charge  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was  confessedly 
placing  the  publicans  in  a  better  posi- 
tion, and  that  he  knew  it,  and  he  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pre- 
vious interruption  to  mean  that  he 
disputed  that  assertion.  He  had  gone 
on  to  say,  after  he  had  put  an  argument 
as  he  supposed  others  would  put  it — 
"  We  say  to  the  trade  we  recognize  your 
daim  to  compensation,  and  we  give  you 
practically  a  vested  interest  by  the  Bill.*^ 
The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
would  perhaps  no  longer  adhere  to  the 
opinion  that  publicans  had  a  vested 
interest  in  their  business.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Gt>vemment  Board  had  said, 
**  We  give  yon  practically  a  vested  in- 
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tereet  by  the  Bill,  and  we  think  that  in 
consideration  of  placing  you  on  so  much 
more  secure  a  footing  than  yon  at  pre- 
sent occupy,  we  may  fairly  ask  joa  to 
pay  something  more  than  you  do  at  pre- 
sent for  your  licence."  That  appeared 
to  him  (Mr.  Conybeare)  a  sentiment  so 
straightforward,  ingenious,  and  positive 
that  he  could  not  understand  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  making  any  attempt  now 
to  explain  it  away.  As  he  had  said  before, 
he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  had  understood, 
and  he  believed  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  that  (theOpposition)  side  of  the  House 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
interruption  to  mean  that  he  did  not 
express  that  sentiment  in,  at  any  rate, 
so  positive  a  manner.  But  there  was 
only  one  interpretation  to  be  put  upon 
that  sentence.  However,  he  (Mr. 
Conybeare)  would  not  press  that  point 
furtiier.  He  was  more  interested  for 
the  moment  in  dealing  with  some  of 
those  statements  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine),  who  seemed, 
with  all  his  taunting  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Haroourt).  to  be  taking  every- 
body and  everybody  else's  interests 
under  his  own  special  patronage,  and  to 
think  that  no  one  had  a  right  to  speak 
on  the  Temperance  Question  but  him- 
self. The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
assume  in  the  most  patronising  way 
imaginable  the  presidency  and  leader- 
ship of  every  Local  Option  organization 
and  Temperance  society,  federation,  or 
association  in  the  country.  He  came 
down  to  the  House,  and  in  a  most  gran- 
diloquent way,  surveying  the  Empire 
from  China  to  Peru,  assured  the  House 
that  he  only  was  entitled  to  speak  on 
behalf  of  the  Temperance  cause,  when, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  whether  they  looked 
at  Land's  Bind  in  the  South,  or  went 
North  to  John  o'  Groat's  House,  there 
was  no  Temperance  association  in  the 
country  which  had  not  expressed  itself 
in  favour  of  the  retention  of  this  Sunday 
closing  clause.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow  supposed  that  the  people  of 
Cornwall  were  not  in  favour  of  the  re- 
tention of  the  clause,  he  knew  as  much 
about  their  opinion  as  he  did,  when, 
some  time  ago,  he  went  down  to  try  to 
get  a  Dissentient  Liberal  returned  in 
the  county.  There  were  some  Members 
of  the  House  who  were  black  sheep  in 
the  Cornish  fold.  There  was  the  hon. 
Member  for.  the  Truro   Division  (Mr. 
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\V.  B.  Smith),  who  possessed  few  friends, 
either  among  Tories  or  Liberals,  and 
he  challenged  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
whether  he  proposed,  either  by  his  voice 
or  his  vote,  to  try  the  sentiments  of  his 
constituents,  or  to  support  his  allies  on 
those  Benches  in  their  attempt  further 
to  emasculate  the  Bill.  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ventured  to  vote  for  the  exclu- 
clusion  of  the  clause,  it  would,  he 
thought,  take  a  great  deal  more  than  his 
eloquence  to  persuade  his  constituents 
to  return  him  at  the  next  election.  Then 
there  was  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Western  Division  of  the  county  (Mr. 
Bolitho),  who  had  declared  himself  very 
strongly  against  the  Compensation 
Clauses.  What  he  had  said  in  parti- 
cular with  reference  to  the  9th  clause 
he  did  not  recollect ;  but  he  trusted  he 
would  state  in  the  name  of  his  Oornish 
constituents  whether  they  wished  the 
clause  to  be  retained  or  not.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  the  hon.  Member  would, 
to  use  a  Oornish  phrase,  find  himself  in 
a  very  tight  place  if  he  did  not  speak 
in  favour  of  the  clause.  One  would 
have  thought  on  an  occasion  like  the 
present  that  the  Tory  Member  repre- 
senting one  of  the  most  temperate  and 
sober  counties  in  the  country,  and  being 
specially  commended — the  Members  for 
Penrhyn  (Mr.  0.  W.  Q.  Oavendish 
Bentinck)  and  Plymouth  (Sir  Edward 
Olarke  and  Sir  Edward  Bates) — would 
have  taken  sufficient  interest  in  this  im- 
portant clause,  which  was  regarded  in 
Cornwall  as  more  important  than  all  the 
rest  of  the  Bill  together,  to  come  down 
and  see  that  the  interests  of  their  several 
constituencies  were  safeguarded  by  the 
retention  of  the  clause.  The  Oomwall 
Sunday  Closing  Bill  had  been  before 
the  House  before  and  since  he  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  it,  and  it  had  only 
been  prevented  from  becoming  law  by 
systematic  obstruction.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North-East 
Manchester  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  had 
spoken  on  this  matter,  and  had  ex- 
plained that  the  want  of  time  amply 
justified  the  Government  in  throwing 
over  the  Licensing  Clauses.  That  was 
a  fallacious  argument;  want  of  time 
might  have  justified  them  in  that  par- 
ticular, but  this  clause  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  licensing  scheme 
of  the  Government.  Moreover,  it  was 
ridiculous  for  the  Government  to  take 
up    that  position,    because    they    had 


entered  into  a  contract  with  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  that  if  they 
would  support  them  they  should  have  a 
whole  day  for  the  discussion  of  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields 
(Mr.  Stevenson)— that  was  to  say,  they 
allotted  a  day  of  the  Session  to  be  used 
on  a  Bill  which  they  had  not  the 
slightest  intention  of  pressing  forward. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  asked 
the  other  day  whiether  the  Government 
intended  to  allow  the  Imperial  Sunday 
Closure  measure  to  go  beyond  the 
second  reading,  he  said  that  he  did  not 
intend  to  do  anything  of  the  kind.  They 
knew  then  that  the  whole  thing  was  one 
of  those  little  comedies  which  the  Go- 
vernment were  in  the  habit  of  getting 
up  for  the  entertainment  of  light-minded 
people  throughout  the  country,  and 
that  they  had  no  intention  of  assisting 
the  progress  of  the  Bill  if  it  was  read  the 
second  time,  or  of  advising  their  Friends 
in  the  Upper  House  to  have  anything 
to  do  with  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow,  in  the  most  candid  manner, 
had  said  that  the  Bill  was  to  be  passed 
with  his  assistance ;  but  he  and  bis  hon. 
Friends  were  not  content  with  that— • 
they  intended  to  fight  for  the  clause, 
and  for  the  Imperial  measure  as  well. 
They  were  not  going  to  give  up  their 
first  line  of  defence,  and  fall  back  on 
their  second,  until  they  were  compelled 
to  do  so.  If  it  were  true  that  the  Tem- 
perance Societies  throughout  the  coun- 
try had  expressed  themselves,  as  a 
whole,  ready  to  give  up  the  clause,  he 
could  only  say  that  every  one  of  them 
had  been  false  to  their  principles.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North -East  Manchester 
what  the  Church  of  England  Temper- 
ance Society  was  going  to  do  in  this 
matter?  They  professed,  as  an  asso- 
ciation, to  be  in  favour  of  Temperance 
principles ;  but  when  an  election  came, 
what  did  they  do  ?  How  many  parsons 
in  the  Isle  of  Thanet  were  going  to  vote 
for  Mr.  Knatchbull  -  Hugessen,  and 
how  many  of  them  were  allied  with  the 
publican  interest?  If  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  were  sincere  and  his  Friends 
were  the  same,  they  would  not  merely 
support  the  Temperance  Party  on  every 
occasion  at  the  polls,  but  they  would 
make  use  of  the  pulpits  open  to  them  to 
declaim  and  preach  more  than  they  did 
against  the  evils  of  intemperance.    The. 
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hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  (Mr.  W. 
Johnston)  was,  at  any  rate,  honest  in 
his  convictions  and  the  manner  in  which 
he  carried  them  out;  and  upon  this 
matter  of  temperance  he  (Mr.  Cony- 
beare)  always  listened  to  him  with 
the  greatest  respeot.  He  had  told  the 
Committee  that  he  was  going  to  give 
his  hearty  support  to  the  Goyernment ; 
but  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Member  if  he 
were  prepared,  in  consideration  of  giving 
that  support,  to  do  what  his  Temperance 
principles  should  insist  upon  his  doing 
— namely,  to  urge  upon  his  Leader  to 
carry  forward  the  Imperial  measure  for 
Sunday  closing  which  was  to  come  from 
that  side  of  the  House?  That,  he 
thought,  was  the  least  the  hon.  Member 
could  do  under  the  circumstances.  Then 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South 
Northampton  (Sir  Eainald  Knightley) 
had  advanced  the  argument  that  it 
would  be  cowardly  to  shift  the  burden 
of  this  question  on  the  new  County 
Councils.  He  (Mr.  Conybeare)  con- 
fessed that  it  had  been  his  opinion  that 
the  County  Councils  should  do  some- 
thing for  the  benefit  of  the  people,  and 
they  were  now  told  that  they  were  to  do 
nothing  of  the  sort ;  but  he  would  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Baronet  that  there  was 
nothing  cowardly  at  all  about  the  pro- 
posal. The  hon.  Baronet  was  an  advo- 
cate of  the  principle  of  Local  Option, 
which  meant  that  the  locality  should 
have  the  responsibility  of  deciding  for 
themselves  on  the  question,  and  it 
meant,  consequently,  that  the  County 
Councils  should  have  the  question  to 
decide  however  difficult  and  thorny  it 
might  be.  The  Committee  were  now 
discussing  a  clause  which  provided  that 
the  elected  representatives  of  the  people 
should  have  the  decision  of  these  mat- 
ters, and  he  was  content  that  it  should 
rest  there ;  he  was  quite  content  that 
the  County  Councils  should,  in  the  first 
place,  have  the  power  of  Sunday  closing, 
and  have  afterwards  the  power  of  putting 
in  force  the  general  veto  or  disestablish- 
ment of  public-houses  in  whatever  form 
or  by  whatever  methods  they  might 
choose  to  adopt.  He  would  like  to  put 
forward  a  very  pertinent  argument.  In 
one  part  of  the  Metropolis — and,  he 
believed,  in  other  parts  of  the  country — 
as  he  had  evidence  to  show,  poor  chil- 
dren were  sent  on  Sundays  to  public- 
houses  to  get  liquor  for  their  parents, 
and  paid  or  rewarded  by  the  publicans 

Mr»  Conyhearf 


with  sweetmeats  and  other  presents  for 
bringing  custom  to  their  doors.  That 
was  a  most  scandalous  state  of  things, 
and  he  advanced  it  as  a  strongs  argu- 
ment for  striking  a  blow  at  once  at  this 
nefarious  system,  which  was  so  dis- 
graceful that  it  ought  to  induce  every 
honest  man  to  vote  for  the  retention  of 
the  clause.  If  the  clause  was  passed, 
there  was  nothing  whatever  to  prevent 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  passing  into 
law  the  measure  which  was  to  be  dis- 
cussed at  a  later  day  as  the  Government 
desired.  They  were  so  honest  in  their 
efforts  to  stay  the  corruption  and  de- 
moralization of  the  people  through 
drinking  habits,  that  they  were  anxious 
to  pass  a  double  measure  of  security — 
that  was  to  say,  to  pass  the  clause,  and 
follow  it  by  something  more  general  or 
universal.  Some  hon.  Members  had 
pointed  out  what  was  not  quite  accurate 
— namely,  that  the  clause  was  part  and 
parcel  of  the  whole  scheme  of  licensing ; 
but  he  had  shown  that  that  was  not  so. 
If  the  clause  were  so  essentially  a  part  of 
the  whole  Government  licensing  Echeme 
which  included  the  question  of  compen- 
sation, he  asked  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward  Olarke) 
if  he  was  going  to  introduce  into  the 
measure  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Shields  a  clause  giving  compensation  to 
publicans  ?  Again,  how  was  it,  on  the 
same  principle,  that  the  clause  had  not 
been  introduced  into  the  Irish,  Welsh, 
and  Scotch  Sunday  Closing  Acts? 
Looking  either  to  the  past  or  the 
future,  it  would  be  ridiculous  to  sup- 
pose, on  the  one  hand,  that  the  hon. 
Member's  Bill  could  pass  with  any  Com- 
pensation Clause;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  experience  had  shown  that  there 
was  no  foundation  whatever  for  consider- 
ing the  Compensation  Clause  in  any  way 
part  and  parcel  of  a  Bill  connected  with 
Sunday  closing.  The  only  other  argu- 
ment they  had  heard  against  the  clause 
was  that  excitement  which  the  question 
of  Sunday  closing  would  cause  at  the 
poll.  The  Government  were  always  as- 
serting their  trust  in  the  people ;  but 
directly  they  were  asked  to  put  the  set- 
tlement of  this  matter  into  the  hands  of 
Bodies  elected  by  the  people,  they  said 
it  would  produce  too  much  turmoil  at  the 
elections.  That  seemed  to  prove  that 
the  supporters  of  the  Gt>vernment,  the 
country  squires,  did  not  expect  much 
success  if  ihej  had  to  run  against  the 
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popular  Yote  on  the  County  Councils. 
His  excuse  for  detaining  the  Committee 
at  such  length  was  that  all  the  Members 
for  his  county  had  disappeared  from  the 
Committee,  and  he  had  been  obliged  to 
roll  all  their  speeches  into  one.  He  could 
not  be  accused  of  wasting  time.  It  was 
the  Government  who  were  doing  that — 
the  Government  which  set  up  that 
ancient  image  of  respectable  mediocrity, 
who  always  found  it  his  duty  to  save 
every  precious  second  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  It  was  the  Conservative  Party 
which  wasted  more  time  than  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  ever  took  up  in 
discussing  the  question.  It  was  the 
bungling  method  of  conducting  their 
Business  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
which  had  necessitated  their  speaking 
at  some  length  that  night  on  this  impor- 
tant question  ;  it  was  their  fault  that  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  had  to  travel  over 
the  same  ground,  whenever  the  time 
came  for  the  Government  to  carry  out 
its  contracts  with  their  Dissentient  allies 
in  that  House ;  and  on  those  two 
grounds  he  hoped  he  should  not  be  un- 
fairly treated  by  being  accused  of  unduly 
taking  up  the  time  of  the  Committee. 

Captain  EDWARDS-HEATHCOTE 
(Staffordshire,  N.W.)  said, that  as  on  this 
occasion  he  was  unable  to  support  those 
with  whom  he  usually  voted,  he  desired 
shortly  to  state  the  reasons  why  he  was 
unable  to  do  so.  He  quite  admitted  the 
difficulties  of  the  Government  and  the 
shortness  of  the  time  at  their  disposal 
for  disposing  of  such  a  measure  of  Local 
Government  reform  as  the  present ;  but 
he  did  not  think  they  had  fairly  made 
out  their  case  for  treating  this  clause 
and  Clause  10  as  Siamese  twins,  the 
death  of  one  of  whom  involved  the  death 
of  the  other.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
there  was  no  reasonable  connection  be- 
tween Sunday  closing  and  what  were 
commonly  called  the  Compensation 
Clauses.  Sunday  closing  in  Scotland, 
Wales,  and  Ireland  had  been  carried 
out  without  any  recognition  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  compensation,  and  he  was  not 
surprised  that  there  should  have  been 
no  such  recognition,  because  it  would 
surely  be  as  absurd  to  compensate  a 
publican  for  shutting  up  his  house  on 
Sundays  as  it  would  be  to  compensate  a 
butcher  who  was  compelled  to  shut  up 
his  shop  on  Sundays.  It  would  be  in- 
deed difficult  to  maintain  that,  although 
it  might  be  beneficial  to  the  health  and 
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morals  of  the  people  that  they  should  be 
able  to  buy  beer  on  Sunday,  it  would 
certainly  be  most  injurious  that  they 
should  buy  beef  on  that  day.  He  wished 
to  see  real  Local  Option ;  but  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  seemed  to  be  in  favour 
of  giving  Local  Option  in  all  localities 
where  they  were  certain  that  the  ma- 
jority was  in  favour  of  Sunday  closing 
and  trust  to  Imperial  Sunday  closing  to 
shut  up  public-houses  in  localities  which 
were  opposed  to  it.  He  wanted  the 
option  to  be  real — that  was  to  say,  he 
wanted  the  localities  to  be  enabled  to 
decide  whether  or  not  the  public-houses 
should  be  closed  on  Sundays.  He  also 
wanted  the  County  Councils  to  be  able 
to  change  their  minds,  and  have  abso- 
lute freedom  to  reverse  the  decision  at 
which  they  might  arrive  in  the  event  of 
it  being  found  unsuited  to  the  wants  of 
the  localities.  He  thought  that  Imperial 
Sunday  closing  all  round  would  be 
very  objectionable;  because  it  would 
treat  all  places  alike.  The  circum- 
stances, wants,  and  wishes  of  the  in- 
habitants of  localities  differed  very 
widely,  and  it  was  a  very  different  thing 
to  shut  up  a  small  public-house  in  the 
moorlands,  where  a  Sunday  customer 
was  almost  a  phenomenon,  and  to  shut 
up  one  in  a  village  close  to  a  town  which 
might  be  considered  as  the  Sunday  lungs 
for  a  town  population.  In  one  case,  he 
would  consider  the  application  of  the 
principle  desirable,  and  in  the  other  very 
undesirable.  These  were  not  new  views. 
He  had  been  somewhat  freely  criticized 
for  having,  in  his  election  address  in 
1885,  stated  that  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
establishment  of  County  Boards,  to 
which  the  interests  of  the  different 
localities  might  safely  be  entrusted,  in- 
cluding all  matters  relating  to  Sunday 
closing,  Local  Option,  and  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors.  He  was  sorry  that 
the  whole  of  this  was  not  in  the  clause 
under  discussion ;  but  he  accepted  it  as 
at  least  a  large  instalment ;  and,  there- 
fore, although  he  regretted  not  to  find 
himself  in  accord  with  those  with  whom 
he  usually  acted,  he  should,  without  the 
slightest  hesitation,  vote  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  retention  of 
Clause  0 

Mb.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  the  re- 
markable phenomenon  in  this  debate 
was  that  if  the  clause  were  lost,  it  would 
be  through  the  action  of  those  profess- 
ing to  be  Temperance  Reformers.     It. 
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•ad  ^Mu^  wk»ib  tb*  eonmtrj  would  na- : 
dM}>t4dl J  taJM  M>te  of .  TIi«r»  had  ben  I 
miieii  xJm  intndatMa  of  tb«  BQI  dalaj  j 
ftftar  d«Uf  ia  ovd«r  tiiat  tbe  Bfopo«ds 
#>f  tb«  GiyrwanMat  to  abaaooa  their  j 
ova  isGmfgfaatioiaii  might  ba  difnaied. 
Tbarahad  beanlMiriapoitaatoeeaMtta 
on  wbieh  tha  Gof^anunaat  had  Bar* 
•ballad  an  tbair  flopportera  lor  tha  pvr- 
poaa  fA  rc^Mfi;  for  daaaea,  amd  thaj 
w€Ta  aflanraida  told  that  diaj  ssit 
ToC«  for  tb««a  tlummn  baiiig  expvmged ; 
aad  that  waa  tba  poamoa  tbaj  ware  in 
that  avMinig  with  reap«et  to  ^  Saadaj 
Cloaiagr  ClaiMa,  which  h^  preaaoied  waa 
brought  in  alter  eoiuidcTatioii,  aad 
aft«?r  tba  GoTanunent  had  diaennad  it 
with  thair  friaadn.  It  waa  ooa  of  tha 
tbingii  which  mada  hon.  Mtaiben  om 
that  «ida  look  at  tha  Kll  with  soma 
amoant  of  raapaet  aad  etteaai,  and  thej 
Ibougbt  that  tha  Conotj  Cooneila  wera 
tha  pTopar  Bodiaa  to  daal  with  tha  qaas- 
tioo.  It  waa  a  elaoae  of  tha  Goyam- 
maot  which  thay  bad  atkad  their  Sup- 
portera  to  eitpport,  and  now  they  were 
•iriking  it  oat  of  tha  BilL  The  boa. 
MambMr  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Oaine)  bad 
talked  about  Imperial  Sondaj  doting; 
but  he  most  oe  aware  that  that 
waa  a  Terj  different  thing  to  adopt 
aa  compared  with  Sunday  clocing  bj 
Coontj  OoonciUi,  Tba  Oonnty  Coimaila, 
it  tboold  be  remembered,  dealt  with 
different  clateee  of  opinion.  Haring 
had  the  pririlege  of  sitting  for  London, 
be  ooold  say  that  it  would  be  perfectly  im- 
possible to  vote  for  Sunday  dosing  for 
London,  because  it  would  be  contrary 
to  the  habits  and  wishes  of  the  raat 
majority  of  the  people.  But  it  would 
be  quite  a  different  thing  to  baye  Sun- 
day closing  for  Coruwall  and  Durham. 
Men  who  told  them  they  bad  deroted 
their  lirsa  to  the  promotion  of  temper- 
ance were  about  to  adopt  the  proposals 
of  the  Goremment,  and  to  give  up  the 
clause  which  they  admitted  they  could 

fass,  so  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  South  Shields  (Mr.  J.  0.  StcTcn- 
son)  might  be  discussed.  Did  anyone 
suppose  that  the  Solicitor  General  (Sir 
Eaward  CHarke)  would  support  that 
Bill?  No.  When  the  clause  was 
struck  out,  and  the  Bill  came  forward, 
the  GoYcmment  would  simply  put  it  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  and  trample 
upon  it.  Then  he  said  that  the  loss  of 
the  clause,    which  meant  the  loss  of 
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wooLd  haws  (a  sifaaia  that 


who  were  im  £aswir  o€  tha  danaa 
that  they  had  to  Kaad  up  aigkt  aftsr 
ax^t  to  iaUad  some  sininaBt  pvaposd 
of  tha  Govanuaaat,  aad  ffaa  taanlt  of 
whoaa  aelioft  would  ba  ^aS,  in  tha  aad, 
than  would  ba  aoSfcmg  laft  im  tiia  Bill 
wordk  d^€inem  At  praaent,  diarawat 
sooasthiag  ia  it  to  striTa  im;  but  tha 
Goiwt/nmnt  were  taking  it  awmj  bit  bj 
bit,  and  patting  Mambara  on  that  ads 
in  a  moat  anomalona  poaitian ;  thsy  had 
eooie  down  to  support  the  daoae,  bat 
tha  time  might  eocaa  when  they  would 
be  obliged  to  ki^  out  the  Bill  itaslL 
They  had  deleaded  the  Goremment  pro- 
posal as  well  as  they  eould,  and  yet  the 
danse  was  to  be  stmek  oat.  Bat  it 
was  neeeaaary  that  tha  eoontrj  ahoald 
underrtand  that  tha  man  responsibile 
for  thia  were  those  who  bad  suggested 
to  the  country  that  they  ware  in  some 
way  interssted  ia  the  promotion  of 
temperance. 

Mr.  HOWOBTH  (Salford)  aaid.  he 
would  endearour  to  limit  the  rema^ 
be  bad  to  make  to  a  rather  narrow  issue, 
and  one  which  he  thought  waa  rath« 
more  germane  to  the  discnsaioa  than  a 
great  deal  of  what  they  had  heard  in 
the  House  that  night.  They  were  not 
there  to  discuss  whether  Sunday  closing 
was  a  good  thing  or  a  bad  thing.  That 
was  a  rery  larg^  question,  about  wbidi 
most  of  them  had  formed  an  opinion. 
They  were  there  to  discuss  a  very  much 
narrower  issue — ^namely,  whether  it  ba 
wise  or  unwise  to  load  the  first  elections 
for  these  County  Councils,  which  would 
be  the  most  important  and  most  critical 
experiment  that  had  ever  been  made  in 
reyolutionising  local  England,  and  its 
institutions,  with  a  polemic  which  was 
sure  to  imperil  the  existence,  the  ttaius, 
and  the  future  of  these  Councils.  It 
seemed  that  that  was  the  question  which 
was  at  issue  that  night,  and  he  thought 
an  example  of  the  rancour  and  bitterness 
which  this  polemic  would  raise  was 
afforded  in  tike  discussion  only  a  few 
moments  ago.  If  they  could,  with  a 
light  heart,  take  that  as  an  example  of 
what  they  would  like  to  see  imported 
into  every  hamlet  and  every  village  in 
England,  before  they  sent  these  new 
County  Councils  on  their  wa^,  he  con- 
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oeiyed  that  they  must  have  a  very 
fertile  hope  if  they  expected  very 
much  from  the  new  Councils.  It  was 
contended  that  the  Government  had 
conceded  the  fact  that  it  was  wise 
and  right  that  the  Oounty  Councils 
should  deal  with  the  question  of  Sun- 
day closing  hy  inserting  this  clause 
in  the  Bill.  The  answer  seemed  to  him 
to  be  both  plain  and  clear.  The  Govern- 
ment, when  they  had  to  face  the  re- 
organization of  these  local  County  insti- 
tutions, had,  no  doubt,  before  them  the 
problem  of  trying  to  solve,  if  possible, 
by  some  rational  and  fair  means,  this 
great  drink  question  which  had  been  a 
terror  to  all  hon.  Members  upon  every 
platform  and  had  pursued  them  in  every 
election.  [Oppoiition  ironical  cheers/] 
The  hon.  Members  might  cheer;  but 
the  shoe  had  not  only  pinched  hon. 
Members  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House,  but  had  also  pinched  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  In 
private  conversations  he  had  not  met 
with  one  responsible  man  in  the  House 
who  did  not  express  the  great  hope  and 
wish  that  this  interminable  question, 
which  was  a  perpetual  torment  to  them, 
should  be  solved  by  a  measure  which 
should  have  an  element  of  finality  about 
it.  The  Government  did  introduce  in 
their  Bill  a  number  of  clauses  which 
they  hoped  would  have  been  accepted 
as  more  or  less  a  final  and  complete 
settlement  of  the  question.  Instead  of 
being  accepted  as  a  final  and  complete 
settlement  of  the  question  those  clauses 
had  been  repudiated  as  a  settlement  of 
it  by  one  of  the  great  Parties  to  the 
issue.  Now,  that  being  the  case,  the 
conditions  were  entirely  altered.  So 
long  as  the  Clauses  were  accepted  as  a 
solution,  it  was  pretty  fair  and  rational 
that  they  should  entrust  the  Local 
Bodies  with  the  mere  administrative 
duty  of  carrying  them  out,  because  the 
polemic  would  have  come  to  an  end. 
but  so  long  as  the  question  remained  an 
open  question  they  were  merely  acting 
a  cowardly  part  in  removing  it  from 
this  floor,  where  they  had  a  wide  public 
opinion,  and  where  they  could  have  the 
question  debated  on  a  wide  platform,  to 
the  small  bodies  which  were  under  in- 
fluences which  were  anything  but  gene- 
rous and  wide,  and  the  election  of  which 
would  be  the  occasion  of  quarrelling. 
They,  who  represented  the  larger  towns 
in  the  North  of  England,  and  bad  had 


some  experience  of  municipal  institu- 
tions, had  been  told  sometimes  that  it 
was  not  their  place  to  take  an  interest 
in   the   discussion   of  this   Bill,  which 
provided  for  the  application  of  the  same 
municipal  institutions  to  rural  England. 
It    was  because  they  had  seen  these 
institutions   working  in  the   way  they 
had  seen   them  working  in  the  com- 
munities in  the  North,  where  they  had 
a  great  deal  of  active  and  a  great  deal 
of  commonable    public  life,  that  they 
did  not  want  to  see  the  experiment, 
when    it    was  tried   in    the   counties, 
wrecked  by  what  they  knew  and  felt 
from  their  experiences  would  inevitably 
wreck  them — namely,  the  importation 
into  them  of  discussions  upon  questions 
which  would  inevitably  degrade  them. 
As  it  was  they  had  at  the  present  time 
the   greatest  difficulty  in  finding  men 
who  would  contest  the  municipalities, 
and  whom  they  felt  to  be  men  of  judg- 
ment and  men  of  capacity  and  men  of 
position.     Such  men  found  the  position 
exceedingly  irksome — increasingly  irk- 
some— on  account  of  the  introduction  of 
political  questions  which  had  little  to  do 
with  real  local  life.     And  yet  when  they 
were  going  to  introduce  an  experiment 
into  an  entirely  unknown  country  and 
going  to  begin  anew,  as  it  were,  with  our 
country  life,  it  was  proposed  by  some 
hon.  Members  to  tie  round  the  necks  of 
the  new  institutions  a  most  perilous  load 
which    they  could    not   possibly  bear. 
There  was  no  question  which  divided 
people  so  much  in  a  great  many  of  the 
northern   counties    as  the  question  of 
drink,  and  he  felt,  speaking  as  an  urban 
Member,   the   greatest  possible   dread 
that  in  many  of  our  towns  where  the 
Corporations    had  not  been  composed 
always  of  the  very  best  men,  such  as 
they  liked  to  see  on  Corporations,  the 
representative    Bodies  would   be    still 
further  degraded,   and  perhaps    there 
would  be  still  further  difficulty  in  finding 
suitable  men  to  take  office  if  these  ques- 
tions were  entrusted  to  them.    But  if 
this  was  so  in  towns  it  woidd  be  still 
more  so  in  country  districts.     Surely  all 
hon.    Members  were  wishful,   that    if 
possible,  the  best  men  in  the  country 
should  take  their  seats  on  these  Oounty 
Councils.     They  wanted,  if  possible,  to 
have  men  with  the  greatest  stake  and 
the  greatest  experience  and  the  greatest 
knowledge  of  affairs  to  take  their  seats  on 
these  County  Councils.     But  many  of 
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theie  men,  who  were  old  men,  who  were 
men  who  had  plenty  of  money  and  occu- 
pation elsewhere,  would  not  be  tempted 
to  enter  the  arena,  if  that  arena  were 
made  the  place  where  fighta  were  to 
take  place,  not  upon  local  affairs,  not  aa 
to  the  wa J  to  manage  roads  and  prisons, 
or  as  to  the  way  to  do  a  great  deal  of 
the  work  which  was  now  done  by  the 
Local  GoTemment  Board,  bat  upon  the 
Qoestion  of  the  drink  traffic.  ^Hiis  was 
tne  reason  why  he  Tentored  to  pat  down 
Amendments,  the  effect  of  which  would  be 
that  the  whole  of  the  licensing  Claases 
woald  be  strack  out  en  hloe.  The  more 
he  thoaght  of  this  qaeetion  the  more  he 
thoaght  that  these  considerations  ought 
to  have  yery  great  weight  indeed  with 
the  Committee  when  it  determined 
whether  or  not  the  drink  question 
should  be  made  one  of  the  test  queetions 
at  all  the  elections  for  the  County 
Councils.  He  thanked  the  Committee 
for  the  patience  with  which  they  had 
listened  to  him.  He  felt  that  in  stating 
what  he  had  stated  he  had  tried  to 
bring  the  Committee  back  from  those 
questions  which  were  a  long  way  from 
the  issues  before  them.  The  real  issue 
was  whether  the  new  County  Councils 
should  haye  the  duty  of  deciding 
whether  there  should  be  Sunday  Closing 
or  not.  Personally,  he  thought  they 
would  do  the  County  Counols  very 
great  injury  indeed  if  they  imported 
mto  the  elections  of  those  bodies,  not 
only  an  irreleyant,  but  a  pernicious 
polemic. 

Mb  LABOUCHEBE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  (Mr.  Howorth)  had  stated 
that  they  were  not  there  to  discuss  Sun- 
day closing.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  per- 
fectly understood  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  ^ere  exceedingly 
anxious  not  to  discuss  Sunday  closing ; 
but  they,  on  the  Opposition  Benches, 
were  there  to  discuss  Sunday  closing. 
They  were  anxious  there  should  be 
Sunday  closing,  and  they  thought  they 
found  it  in  this  clause.  For  that  reason 
they  were  in  favour  of  the  clause.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Howorth)  had 
trotted  out  the  old  Tory  argument  of 
a  complete  settlement  of  the  question. 
They  had  heard  that  argument  usque  ad 
nauseam,  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  pro- 
""  "  to  be  anxious  for  reform ;  but  if 
leasure  was  a  small  one,  they  said 
.would  not  vote  for  it  because  it  was 
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;  small;   bat  if  it 
they  would  not  Tote  for  it  becttBSs  il 
was  not  amalL    The  hon.  Gcatkasai 
the  Member  lar  Salford  amid   h»  wm 
anxious  that  the  County  Comicils  shoeld 
not    be    degraded    by    diienwifms   oa 
the    liquor    question     l£r.    Howcvkxh: 
Hear,     hear!         The'  hon.     Member 
cried  "  Hear, 'hear !  "  bot  wImi  wen 
the  queetions  to  be  diacnflsad?     Wen 
they  to  be  discussed  in  the  Hanaa  of 
Commons?    Was  the  Hooae  of  Goia- 
mons  to  be  degraded  ?    |  Aa  Ikmi.  Gxj- 
TLXMAS:    Hear,    hear!]      Oh,    it  was. 
He  confessed  that  if  thsre  vms  to  be  a 
degradation,  if  a  subject  most  be  dis- 
cussed, and  the  discussion  would  degrade 
the  Assembly,  he  should  prefer  that  the 
County  Councils,  with  all  respe^  to  the 
County  Councils,  should  be  degraded, 
rather  than  that  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment should  be  degraded.     The  hon. 
Member  said  they  wished  the  beat  men 
to  find  their  way  into  the  County  Coun- 
cils.    No ;  they  did  not.     They  wanted 
the  best  men  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and,  therefore,  if  they  had  to  choose  be- 
tween a  course  which  would   prerent 
good  men  coming  to  one  or  the  other, 
let  them  take  care  that  they  come  to  the 
House  of  Commons.   Now,  let  them  look 
at  the  position  of  affairs  at  present.   He 
thought  it  was  yery  desirable  that  this 
discussion  should  not  be  too  short,  be- 
cause hon.  Members  opposite  were  so 
exceedingly  fond  of  puffing  themselires 
on  all  occasions  throughout  the  country, 
that  it  was  well  that,  when  they  had 
them  in  the  House,  they  should  take  the 
liberty  of  pointing  out  to  them,  and  to 
the  country,  their  short-^^omings,  which 
were    certainly  yery   numerous.      The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Goyemment  Board  brought 
in  this  Bill  in  a  yery  able  speech,  and 
with  a  great  flourish  of  trumpets.     It 
was  a  perfect  Bill.     It  was  a  Bill  which 
was  to  treat  with  eyerything,  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  proud  of  one 
particular  thing   in  his   Bill,    he    was 
proud  of  the   liquor   clauses  which  it 
contained.     The  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time;  and  on  that  occasion,  if  he  re- 
membered aright,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  a  yery  able  speech,  and  again 
boasted  of  his  liquor  clauses.    Withdraw 
them,  not  he.    They  would  stand  or  faU 
by  the  liquor  clauses.     [  Cries  of  **No, 
no !  *']     Well,  he  would  certainly  have 
fallen  if  he  had  stood  by  them.    The 
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House  agreed  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time  with  the  liquor  clauses  iu  it.  They 
were  now  asked  to  say  that  the  liquor 
clauses  were  so  bad  that  they  ought  to 
be  withdrawn,  and  by  whom  were  they 
asked  to  do  that  ?  By  the  modest  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself.  He  perfectly 
understood  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Followers  would  accept  what  he 
said ;  they  seemed  quite  ready,  at  the 
bidding  of  any  Member  of  the  Ooyem- 
ment,  to  vote  on  one  day  that  black  was 
white,  and  to  vote  on  another  day  that 
white  was  black.  But  hon.  Members 
on  the  Opposition  Benches  had  some  re- 
spect for  the  dignity  of  the  House,  and 
they  did  not  approve  of  agreeing  to  a  pro- 
position one  day  and  then  voting  against 
it  the  next  day  at  the  bidding  or  requi- 
sition of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  several 
reasons  for  withdrawing  these  clauses. 
He  mighthave  saved  himself  that  trouble, 
for  there  was  one  reason  which  obliged 
him  to  withdraw  his  Compensation 
Clause  upon  which  he  dwelt  so  much. 
It  was  an  excellent  reason  ;  it  was  that 
he  could  not  pass  it.  The  country  had 
had  time  to  understand  what  the  clause 
was,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ran  away  because  they  feared  defeat. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told 
them  that,  he  might  have  saved  them 
the  rest  of  the  reasons.  It  was  all  very 
well  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  the  clause  must  follow  the  rest 
of  the  Licensing  Clauses,  but  this 
clause  had  absolutely  nothing  to  do 
with  the  others.  If  it  had  been  pro- 
posed that  compensation  was  to  be 
given  in  cases  of  Sunday  closing,  one 
clause  possibly  would  have  hung  upon 
the  other;  but  the  Sunday  closing 
was  to  take  place  without  any  compen- 
sation. Compensation  was  only  to  be 
given  in  the  event  of  a  public-house 
being  deprived  of  its  licence  entirely. 
The  two  clauses  were  absolutely  separate. 
He  quite  understood  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  accept  that  view.  In 
the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  one  clause  was  a  sort  of  quid  pro  quo 
for  the  other.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wished  to  give  the  licensed  victual- 
lers a  huge  bribe.  Licensed  yictuallers 
had  at  present  a  one  year's  licence  ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  to  g^ve 
them  a  vested  perpetual  interest  in  their 
licences,  and  then  to  present  them,  at  the 
expense  of  the  ratepayers,  with  some- 


thing like  £200,000,000  or  £300,000,000 
for  talking  away  what  was  given  to 
them.  [Cries  of  "No,  noI'H  The 
figures  had  been  supplied  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Barrow  (Mr. 
Caine).  This  might  be  a  good  argu- 
ment, or  it  might  be  a  bad  argument ; 
but  it  was  one  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  would  hardly  use,  because  his 
assertion  always  was  that  he  gave  the 
licensed  victuallers  nothing,  but  left 
them,  so  far  as  the  law  was  concerned, 
precisely  as  they  were  at  present.  There- 
fore the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
plead  that  he  could  not  agree  to  Sunday 
closing,  because  the  licensed  victuallers 
were  not  to  have  a  quid  pro  quo.  It  had 
been  asserted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  that  the  Temperance  people  ob- 
jected to  this  clause  because  they  wanted 
Imperial  closure.  They  objected  to 
the  clause  in  the  sense  that  they  would 
rather  have  Imperial  closure,  but  they 
did  not  know  that  they  could  get  it, 
and  therefore  they  were  willing  to  accept 
this  clause.  The  hon.  Gentleman  set 
himself  up  as  a  Temperance  lei^der,  but 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  excuse  him 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  if  he  expressed  the 
belief  that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Cockermouth  Division  of  Cum- 
berland (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  repre- 
sented far  better  the  views  of  the  Tem- 
perance people  than  the  hon.  Gentleman 
did.  They  had  it  from  the  hon.  Baronet 
that  the  Temperance  people  wished  that 
this  clause  should  pass.  [Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson  :  I  did  not  say  all.]  Well,  the 
majority  of  them.  The  hon.  Gentleman. 
(Mr.  Oaine)  professed  to  have  great  in- 
fluence over  the  Temperance  people. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  had  been 
deluding  them ;  he  had  been  tolling 
them  that  a  Bill  for  general  Sunday 
closing  would  pass.  Well,  if  they  were 
told  that,  as  the  people  were  in  favour 
of  Sunday  closing  all  over  the  country, 
they  would  prefer  that  that  Bill  should 
pass,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
an  entirely  false  guide  to  the  people, 
and  they  must  therefore  take  in  at 
one  ear  and  let  out  at  the  other  what- 
ever the  hon.  Gentleman  said.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow  had  quoted  as 
one  instance  of  the  feeling  of  the  tem- 
perance people  what  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land Temperance  Society  thought  upon 
the  matter.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
thought  he  was  right  in  saying  that 
according  to  the  hon.  Gentleman   the 
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Church  of  England  Temperance  Sooiet;  |  ont  this— that  the  majority  of  tb«  IriA 


waa  against  tbis  clause.  Well,  when 
the  bon.  Gentleman  had  mentioued  the 
Ohnrch  of  England  Temperance  Society 
he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was  one  of  those 
Members  who  raised  the  hon.  Member's 
indignation  by  crying  "Oh,  oh!"  That 
was  an  Oh,  oh !  of  depreciation  of  Ihia 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society, 
because  it  appeared  to  him  that  they 
were  people  who  were  ready  to  say  aoy- 
thiog  about  different  things  at  any 
momeot.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  Bill 
which  had  been  extensively  posted  ap 
in  Ramsgate  and  Margate,  signed  by 
two  clergymen  of  Bamsgate,  who  were 
members  of  this  Society.  These  gentle- 
men seemed  to  disagree  entirely  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Barrow,  for  what  did  they  say  ?  They 
were  entirely  in  faTour  of  this  clause, 
and  what  was  more  they  were  in  favour 
of  compensation — this  remarkable  Tem- 
perance Society.  These  two  rev.  gen- 
tiemen  eaid — 


"  The  ODly  compreheDUTS  Eoheme 
sUj  dealing  with  the  temperance  qaeitioD  hsi 
been  that  propoeed  by  the  preaeat  OoTemment 
in  the  licentioK  cUuiet  of  their  Local  Oovem- 
ment  Bill  whidk  Ur.  Chamberkia  described  u 
a  geaerouB  meaiuie  of  refonn  which  oaght  to 
be  welcomed  by  the  Tewperanoe  Party," 
It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Labouchere)  that 
though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
have  described  the  measure  in  that  way 
to  the  Temperance  Party,  it  had  met  with 
the  usual  fate  of  these  measures  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  described 
as  generous  and  good  measures.  The 
Temperance  Society  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow  had  quoted  went  on  to 
say  in  this  poster,  to  which  he  re- 
ferred— 

e  hare  satisfied 

who  did  the  House  think  ? — 

"The  lUght  Hon.  Mr,  James  Lowther  were 
in  hearty  accord  with  the  proviiiona  of  that 
Bill  ai  modified  by  the  auggesliODa  of  the  mo^t 
thoughtful  of  the  Temperance  L^den." 
They  went  on  to  say— and  he  must 
allude  to  this  to  show  how  this  Churoh 
of  England  Temperance  Society  per- 
verted and  distorted  the  truth — 

"  Should  Mr.  OladstoDe  return  to  power,  the 
Irish  Queition  will  occupy  the  Seld ;  and,  eTsn 
if  thii  were  not  so,  the  Paraellitea  would  never 
allow  him  Vo  iotroduce  temperancs  legiilation," 
["  Hear,  hear !  "J  "  Hear,  hear  1 "  said 
hon.  Gentlemen.  Well,  he  must  point 
Mr.  Lahoufktre 


Pamellite  Party- 

TeeCHAIRMAM:  Order,  order!  I 
must  say  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  Ifemhs 
is  straying  rery  far  from  th«  aubjast 
before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  labouchere  aaid,  be  wonU 
only  add  that  it  would  bo  se«iL  by  tha 
Totes  whether  or  not  the  Pamellite 
Party  were  against  tomperanoe  legis- 
lation ;  and  he  wonid  now  leave  these 
two  rer.  gentlemen  alone,  baring  ahowi 
the  Committee,  he  thought,  that  thisre- 
markable  society  that  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Barrow  had  takea 
under  bis  protection,  as  representative  of 
temperance  people,  waa  not  to  be  be- 
lieved, when  their  leading  authoritiee — 
rev.  gentlemen  of  the  Ohuroh  of  En^and 
— made  Eiasertions  such  as  those  he  had 
quoted.  The  faot  was  that,  in  this 
matter,  the  Government  wanted  to  give 
a  great  reward  to  the  pnblicana.  No 
doubt  they  did,  and  in  a  oertain  sense 
they  ware  right  in  doing  so.  The 
publicans  supported  them,  and  they 
naturally  supported  the  publicans.  But 
now  they  wanted  to  persuade  the  Honse, 
though  in  giving  this  reward  they  were 
giving  a  bonAJidt  reward,  that  they  were 
giving  them  nothing.  But  they  were 
detected,  and  they  now  desired  to  give  a 
similar  reward,  saying — "  We  will  save 
you  from  the  chance  of  being  deprived 
of  the  right  of  selling  liquor  on  a  Hun- 
day."  The  Committee  had  a  right  to 
know  what  was  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  as  to  whether 
there  ought  to  be  an  Imperial  Bill,  or 
whether  there  ought  to  be  a  local  mea- 
sure dealing  with  the  question  of  Sunday 
closing.  He  had  come  forward  origin- 
ally iu  favour  of  a  local  meaanre,  but  he 
now  withdrew  it,  and  one  of  the  coo- 
ditions  of  the  withdrawal  was  that  the 
Government  would  give  a  day  for  dia- 
auasing  an  Imperial  measure.  Was  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  of  the  same  opinion 
as  bis  chief,  Lord  Salisbury  ?  Was  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposed  to  this 
Imperial  Bill  7  If  he  was,  he  did  not 
give  up  bis  own  views  for  the  purpose 
of  supporting  what  was  opposed  to  them. 
They  might  fairly  suppose  that  he  simply 
gave  a  day  in  order  to  have  the  power 

d  opportunity  of  voting  against  the 

iperi^  Sunday  Closing  Bill.  Waa 
that  the  case,  or  was  it  not  f  Ha  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  waa  very  partioalar  in  using 
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Parliamentary  phrases,  and  lie  did  not 
know  whether  the  word  **  tricky  "  was 
Parliamentary;  and,  therefore,  he  would 
not  use  it  in  conjunction  with  this  trans- 
action.    The  great    supporters  of  the 
Tory  Party  were  the  parsons  and  the 
pot-house    keepers.    The  Tories    were 
always  afraid  of  doing  anything  against 
them  when  either  the  parsons  alone,  or 
the  pot-house  keepers  alone,  put  down 
their  foot.     When  these  sections  of  the 
community  put  down  their  foot,  right 
hon.  Gentiemen  opposite  did  not  do  any- 
thing— they  were  airaid  to  move,  know- 
ing perfectly  well  that  if  they  did,  they 
would  lose  their  elections.     It  was  all 
yery  well   to  talk  of    the   policy  and 
statesmanship  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Front  Ministerial  Bench,  when, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  their  policy  and  their 
statesmanship  were  merely  electioneering 
tactics.  He  did  not  blame  them — people, 
after  all,  did  look  after  votes  in  this 
world — but  it  was  a  melancholy  and  dis- 
creditable thing  that  they  should  have  a 
Government  ready  to  turn  round  and 
round  at  the  bidding  of  parsons  and  pot- 
house keepers.    What  was  the  equiva- 
lent the  Government  told    them  they 
were  to  expect  ?    Why,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  had  pointed  out  that 
it  was  absolutely  nothing.     To  tell  them 
that  they  were  to  be  given  in  lieu  of  this 
clause  the  possibility  of  discussing  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  in  Augpist  was 
to  offer  them  nothing.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    did    not    even    tell    them 
whether  facilities  would  be  afforded  for 
the  passing  of  the  promised  Bill  next 
Session.     They  did  not  expect  it  to  be  a 
Government  measure,  but  if  there  was 
to  be  any  fair  quid  pro  qtio,  and  the  sim- 
plicity of  the  hen.  Member  for  Barrow 
was  not  being  played  with  by  the  Go- 
vernment, the  Government  ought  to  give 
him  an  assurance  that  this  year,  or,  at 
any  rate,  next  year,  they  would  give  an 
opportunity  for  the  carrying  through  in 
all  its  stages  of  this  Sunday  Closing  Bill 
for  the  whole  country.     This  equivalent 
was  all  the  more  suspicious  seeing  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  was  offered. 
There  was  a  meeting  of  Liberal  Unionists 
the  other  day,  and  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  as  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  gathered    from  the 
newspapers — in  that  report  which  had 
come  out  after  the  noble  Marquess  had 
told  his  Followers  that  it  would  be  dis- 


graceful and  shameful  for  anyone  to  say 
anything  as  to  what  happened — it  was 
said  that  the  noble  Marquess  called  upon 
them  all  to  vote  against  this  clause ;  to 
rally  to  the  Government  as  part   and 
parcel  of  their  duties  and  obligations  of 
honour.    Then  some  of  these  Unionist 
Gentlemen  got  up,  and  what  did  they 
want  ?    They  were  quite  ready  to  obey 
the  noble  Lord,  but  they  wanted  some 
sort  of  salve  for  what  they  were  pleased 
to   call    their   consciences.     They   had 
easy    consciences,    and    were    satisfied 
with  this  very  easy  and  absurd   salve 
administered  to  them.     Did  the    hon. 
Member    for  Barrow  hope  to  deceive 
the  Committee?    He  did  not  believe 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  deceived  him- 
self,  nor    had    the    hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell),  who 
had  gone  down  to    Eamsgate    in  the 
hopes  of  finding  some  further  electors  to 
be  humbugged,  although    he   had  not 
been  humbugged    himself.     His    (Mr. 
Labouchere's)    right  hon.    Friend    the 
Member  for  Derby  had  said  that  a  bird 
in  the  hand  was  worth  two  in  the  bush. 
Well,  so  far  as  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was 
concerned,  he  did  not  see  two  or  even 
one  bird  in  the  bush.     They  had  this 
good,  fat   temperance  bird,    they  had 
caught  the  bird,  they  had  cooked  the 
bird,  all  they  had  to  do  was  to  carve  it 
and  eat,  and  they  were  asked  to  give  it 
up  for  this  will  o'  the  wisp  in  the  wood. 
Why,  they  would  be  most  foolish  to  do 
it,  and,  so  far  as  their  votes  were  con- 
cerned, they  did  not  intend   to  do  it. 
Like    all    apostates,    the  Member    for 
Barrow  went  even  farther  than  the  Go- 
vernment.    He  told  them    that    these 
clauses  would  be  positively  injurious  to 
temperance.    The  publieans,  however, 
do  not  think  so,  and  Mr.  James  Lowther 
did  not  think  so.     The  publicans  were 
perfectly  ready  to  accept  the  compensa- 
tion, and  would  have  stomached    this 
clause  in  consideration  of  it ;  but  now 
that  compensation  was  struck  out,  and 
they  were  asked  to  agree  to  this  clause, 
they  joined  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
in  their  opposition  to  it.     He  should  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  and 
the  Liberal  Unionists  who  acted  with 
him  in  this  matter,  one  or  two  questions. 
Were  they  in  favour  of  Local  Option  ? 
They  had  said  again    and   again   that 
they  were ;  yet  if  they  were  logical  they 
would  say,  **  We  will  not  vote  for  Local 
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Option,  because  if  we  did  it  might  be 
that  public-houses  would  exist  in  some 
parts  of  the  country,  and  most  assuredly 
if  the  Bill  passed  there    would  be  no 
possibility    of  ending    public-houses.*' 
The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  actually 
stated,  as  one  reason  for  voting  against 
the  clause,  that  he  could  not  entrust 
County  Councils  with  the  working  of  it, 
because  they  would  not  be  a  fair  repre- 
sentation of  the  county,    there    being 
selected  members  on  them.     Well,  was 
the  hon.  Member  going  to  vote  against 
selected  members?    Were  the  Liberal 
Unionists  going  to  be  ordered  by  the 
noble  Marquess  not  to  vote  for  selected 
members  ?    Not  a  bit  of  it.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  said  that  he  con- 
sidered the  Bill  a  good  Bill,  and  yet  he 
would  yote    for  the    omission    of   this 
clause,  because  it  would  throw  into  the 
hands  of  the  County  Councils    certain 
duties  which  he  said  they  were  too  bad 
to  perform.     Then  how  was  it  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  voted  for  the  Sunday 
closing  Bills  for  Cornwall  and  Durham  ? 
If  he  entertained  the  views  he  seemed 
to  hold  now,  he  ought  to  have  voted 
against  them,  for  the  reason  that  the 
more  of  these  Bills  that  were  passed  the 
more  difficult  it  would  be  to  pass  a  Bill 
providing  for  Sunday  closing  over  the 
whole  country.     The  real  fact  of   the 
matter  was  this,  these  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  only  discovered  that  this  clause  was 
opposed  to  the  cause  of  temperance  after 
the  Qovernment  had  found  it  expedient 
to  throw  it  over.     It  was  not  because 
they  thought  that  it   was  against  the 
cause  of  temperance  that  they    voted 
against  it,  but  because  they  were  bound 
not  to  vote  against  it.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow  should  have  been  more  can- 
did.    He  ought  to  have  admitted  that 
he  must  necessarily  from  his  position  be 
a  hewer  of  Tory  wood  and  a  drawer  of 
Tory  water.     He  had  not  an  indepen- 
dent soul,  and  he  should    understand 
that  it  was  not  possible  to  be  at  one  and 
the  same  time  an  honest  Liberal  repre- 
sentative and  a  mere  Tory   hack.     No 
doubt  the  hon.  Qentleman  was  at  liberty 
to  enjoy  his  opinion,  even  if  that  opinion 
was  that  it  was  better  to  have  a  drunken 
England  than  a  free  Ireland.     Holding 
that  opinion,  the  hon.  Member  was  per- 
fectly at  liberty  to  vote  as  he  liked,  but 
when  he  did  that,  ho   was  very  silly  to 
tell  them  that  he  was  acting  in  favour  of 
the  temperance  cause.     He  (Mr.  Labou- 

J/r.  Lahouchere 


chere)  had  looked  through  the  numeroiu 
Amendments  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  liquor  clauses,  and   he  noticed  that 
every  other  clause   was    covered  with 
Amendments,  there  being  at  the  end  of 
each  a  proposal  to  eliminate  the  whole 
section,  and  yet  the  hon.  Member,  who 
was  so  strong  against  this  clause,  hat 
not  put  down  a  single  Amendment  to  it, 
nor  had  he  made  any  proposal  to  strike 
it  out  altogether.     Well,  he  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  did  not  complain  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's views  ;  but  what  he  complained 
of  was  the  wretched   hypocrisy   which 
led  Gentlemen  to  sit  on  the  Liberal  side 
of  the  House,  which  led  them  to  talk 
Liberalism  and  to  swagger  about  it,  and 
yet  which  led  them  to  vote  in  favour  of 
their  Friends  opposite  being   in  power, 
and  so  preventing  the    Liberals    from 
coming  in.     It  was  impossible  to  be  a 
Liberal  and  support  a  Conservative  GK>- 
vernment,  as  it  was  impossible  to  hunt 
with  the  publican  hare  and  run  with  the 
Liberal     hounds.       [^  Laughter.']     Well, 
they  could  put  it  which  way  they  liked  ; 
he  always  wished  to  oblige  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.     He    would  recommend 
these     Gentlemen,     these    temperance 
Liberal  Unionists,  to  take  example  by 
their  publican   friends,   who   were    far 
more  honest,  and  who,  when  they  kept 
a  gin  palace,  did  not  call  it  a  hall  of  tem- 
perance, and  who  did  not  call  themselves 
priests  of  the  temperance    cause.     He 
would  ask  them  to  take  example  by  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain), 
That  right  hon.  Gentleman  understood 
thoroughly    the    logic  of  his   position. 
He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was  glad  this  dis- 
cussion had  taken    place,  as  it  would 
place  clearly  before  the  country  on  which 
side  the  Government  were  in  this  con- 
troversy.    He  had  no  doubt  the  Qt)vem- 
ment  would  get  a  great  deal  of  the  pub- 
lican vote — they  had    always  got  it — 
but  he  very  much  doubted  whether,  with 
the  exception  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow,    and    these    two     remarkable 
Church  of  England  temperance  clergy- 
men to  whom  he  had  referred,  through- 
out   the    length   and    breadth   of   the 
land  they   would  get    one  single    vote 
from   any    person  who  was    really   in 
favour  of  temperance.     He  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)   held   that  this  Sunday  closing 
question  was  essentially  a  local  question 
— it  must  in  the  nature  of  things  be  a 
local  question — and  he  therefore  greatly 
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preferred  the  clause  they  were  now  dis- 
cussing to  a  general  Bill.     Hon.  Gentle- 
men   knew  that    there  was    hardly    a 
London  Member  who  was  in  favour  of 
Sunday  closing — at  any  rate,  if  there  was 
one  who  was  prepared  to  vote  for  the 
closing  of  public-houses  on  Sunday  in 
London  and  all  over  the  country,  let  him 
come  forward  and  state  his  opinion.    He 
defied  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  find 
one  single  London  Member  who  was 
ready  to  do  this.    They  knew  well  that 
in  passing  this  clause  they   would  be 
passing  Sunday  closing  according  to  the 
requirements  of  each  locality,  and  that 
in  proposing  to  put  before  the  House  a 
general  Bill  on  the  question  they  were 
proposing  that  which  the  House  would 
never    pass.      He  did  hope    that  the 
Liberal  Party  on  this  occasion  would 
have,  he  did  not  say  a  mftjority  on  the 
Division  about  to  take  place,  for  they 
never   seemed   to   get  majorities   now, 
but  he  did  hope  that  they  woidd  have  a 
sufficient  number  of  persons  on  their 
side  protesting  against  the  course  the 
Government  were  pursuing,  and  he  was 
perfectly  convinced  that  the  Division, 
whatever  the  result  would  be,  would 
show  the  country  that  the  Liberal  Party 
was    truly    and  solidly    in   favour    of 
temperance,  and  that  the  Government 
and   their    Allies  were  as    thoroughly 
opposed  to  it  as  the  Liberals  were  in 
favour  of  it. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  (Plymouth)  said,  the 
Committee  seemed  desirous  of  closing 
the  discussion,  which  had  now  lasted  for 
a  very  considerable  time,  and  perhaps 
before  the  Division  took  place  a  few 
words  from  that,  the  Front  Ministerial 
Bench,  with  regard  to  the  course  the 
debate  had  taken,  might  not  be  inappro- 
priate. It  had  been  a  matter  of  much 
interest,  on  the  side  of  the  House  on 
which  he  sat,  to  note  the  differences 
which  seemed  to  exist  amongst  the 
ardent  temperance  reformers  who  sat  in 
different  parts  of  the  Benches  opposite. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
— and  who  was  so  anxious  for  the  dignity 
of  the  House  and  the  sacred  cause  of 
temperance — had  denounced  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow,  and  looked  down 
upon  him  from  his  own  great  height 
of  virtue  as  not  being  really  interested 
in  the  temperance  cause ;  and  he  had  also 
sliglitingly  referred  to  the  Church  of 
England    Temperance    Society,    about 


which  he  had  not  taken  much  trouble  to 
inquire  until  he  had  received  the  poster 
which  he  read  from  Ramsgate.     It  had 
been  suggested   that  the  Government 
were  anxious  to  withdraw  the  clause 
by  way  of  compensation  or  by  way  of 
bribe    to    the    publican  interest,    and 
that,    the    other  clauses  having    been 
withdrawn,  there  was  no   reason  why 
this  also    should    be    withdrawn,    ex- 
cept that  the  Government  desired  to  do 
something  to  please  the  publicans.     The 
fact  was,  that  this  clause  was  put  in  as 
one  of  a  number  of  clauses  dealing  with 
a  particular  subject,  and  as  connected 
with  the  other  Licensing  Clauses,  and, 
naturally,  when  the  others  were  struck 
out  there  ceased  to  be  a  reason  for  re- 
taining this.    He  was  not  going  to  enter 
into    a    discussion    of   the     Licensing 
Clauses.      They  had    practically    dis- 
appeared, and  for  one   reason  he  was 
rather   sorry  for  it.     He  had  looked 
forward  to  an  opportunity  of  defending, 
in  discussion,  observations  which  he  had 
made  elsewhere,   and   he  should  have 
been  tempted  to  say  something  about 
them  because  he  believed  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   for    South    Tyrone    (Mr.    T.   W. 
Russell)  had  said  the  other  day  that  he 
(Sir  Edward   Clarke)  had    buried   his 
political  reputation  in  the  grave  of  the 
Licensing  Clauses.     He  was  naturally 
the  person  most  interested  in  the  dear 
departed,  and  would  have  liked  to  attend 
the  funeral  and  make  a  few  valedictory 
observations  on  the  clauses ;  but  at  this 
moment  they  were  dealing   with   one 
clause,  and  only  one.    As  to  this  section, 
there  was  no  sort  of  agreement  between 
the   representatives  of  the  temperance 
cause  as  to  whether  this  clause  would  do 
good  or  not.  Some  of  them  said  it  would, 
holding  the  opinion  that  it  was  desirable 
to  remit  the  question  of  Sunday  Closing 
to  the  Local  Bodies  appointed  to  decJ 
with  local  affairs.     He  could  understand 
that — he  thought  there  was  a  great  deal 
in  that  contention.    The  circumstances 
of  different  localities  differed  so  greatly 
that  the  Government  had  been  anxious 
to  give  the  powers  contained  in  these 
Licensing    Clauses,     referring    to    the 
liquor  traffic,  to  the  Local  Bodies,  inclu- 
ding   the    settlement    of   the    Sunday 
Closing  question,  but  that  could  not  be 
done  eSter  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine),  and  after 
the  quotations  which  had   been   made 
from  the  resolutions  passed  in  different 
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parts  of  the  country  on  this  matter. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  a  great 
man  J  temperance  organizations  believed 
that  if  the  matter  were  relegated  to  Local 
Bodies  there  would  cease  to  bo  any  reason 
or  excuse  for  Parliament  addressingitself 
to  the  solution  of  the  question.  In  some 
parts  of  the  country,  no  doubt,  there  would 
DO  Sunday  closing,  but  it  was  equally 
certain  that  in  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try there  would  never  be  any  chance 
of  getting  Sunday  closing  at  all.  There- 
fore, it  was  argued  by  some  temperance 
reformers  and  advocates  of  Sunday 
dosing  that  it  would  be  better  for  the 
cause  they  had  at  heart  that  they  should 
endeavour  to  get  a  general  Bill  passed 
applicable  to  the  whole  country,  instead 
of  leaving  the  matter  to  be  dealt  with 
in  separate  sections  of  the  country. 
He  was  not  going  to  express  a  definite 
opinion  as  to  which  policy  was  right, 
and  for  the  reason  that  he  was  himself 
against  entire  Sunday  dosing.  He  had 
always  said  that  there  was  very  good 
reason  for  curtailing  and  limiting  the 
hours  during  which  public-houses  should 
be  allowed  to  remain  open  on  Sundays ; 
but  he  had  always  protested  against 
the  measure  for  closing  public-houses 
altogether  on  that  day.  The  question 
which  policy  was  right  was  not  one  in 
which  he  took  much  interest  himself;  but 
there  was  this  point  to  be  remembered, 
and  it  was  an  important  one.  If  they  had 
been  able  to  transfer  from  the  floor  of  the 
House  to  the  Local  Bodies  the  discus- 
sion of  the  whole  question  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  liquor  traffic,  and  if  they 
had  been  able  to  do  it  with  such  provi- 
sions as  to  compensation  as  would  have 
prevented  any  strong  antagonism  with 
regard  to  the  subject,  and  any  great 
monetary  interests  being  involved  in  the 
decisions  of  the  Local  Bodies,  then  it 
might  have  been  a  good  thing  to  do. 
Parliament  would  have  been  relieved  of 
a  difficulty  which  would  have  been  re- 
legated to  the  Local  Bodies ;  but  what 
would  be  the  case  if  they  were  to  retain 
this  clause,  while  striking  out  all  the 
other  Licensing  Clauses?  Why,  the  Local 
Bodies  would  have  a  harassing  ques- 
tion thrust  upon  them,  and  the  matter 
would  not  be  removed  from  the  considera- 
tion of  Parliament,  because  they  were 
told  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Oockermouth  Division  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  that  he  desired  to 
retain  this  clause  in  order  to  give  the 
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Local  Bodies  power  to  close  the  pnblic- 
houses  on  Sunday  where  the  people 
were  in  favour  of  Sunday  closing,  and 
that  then  he  and  his  Friends  would  come 
back  to  the  House  of  Commons  asking 
it  to  enforce  Sunday  closing  elsewhere. 
So  that  the  House  of  Oomznons  would 
not  get  rid  of  the  question  altogether, 
and  they  would  fiud  the  retention  of  the 
clause  influencing  all  local  elections. 
This  question  would  be  one  of  tiie  lead- 
ing ones  as  affecting  election  contests,  as 
at  each  election  a  temperance  campaign 
would  be  carried  on,  and  on  the  one 
side  there  would  be  a  candidate  de- 
scribed as  a  temperance  candidate,  and 
on  the  other  they  would  have  a  sandi* 
date  described  as  a  publican's  candidate, 
and  the  result  would  be  that  a  large 
number  of  men  whom  it  would  be 
desirable  to  have  upon  the  County 
Councils  would  decline  to  enter  into 
contests  which  would  involve  their 
being  ticketed  either  as  a  temperance 
man  or  as  a  publican's  man.  If  there 
had  been  any  prospect  of  their  being 
able  to  carry  all  the  Q-ovemment  clauses, 
it  would  have  been  worth  while  sacrifi- 
cing time  and  encountering  difficulties  of 
this  kind ;  but  as  the  other  clauses  were 
withdrawn,  it  was  not  worth  while  ex* 
posing  the  Councils  to  all  these  difficul- 
ties for  the  sake  of  this  one  clause.  He 
believed  that  in  years  to  come  the  ad- 
vocates of  the  temperance  cause  would 
have  good  reason  to  regpret  the  aiction 
they  had  taken  during  the  last  few 
months  in  having  lost  an  opportunity  of 
dealing  reasonably  and  fully  with  this 
question.  Having,  however,  refused  to 
accept  the  clauses  the  Government  pro- 
posed, and  having  caused  the  with* 
drawal  of  the  greater  part  of  the  Local 
Government  scheme  as  to  licensing, 
there  was  nothing  left  but  to  withdraw 
the  whole  of  it.  As  the  Local  Councils 
were  not  to  be  allowed  to  have  the 
management  of  the  whole  question,  at 
all  events  it  was  only  right  not  to  trouble 
them  with  the  difficulties  and  disadvan- 
tages which  would  arise  from  burdening 
them  with  the  carrying  out  of  the  powers 
of  this  particular  clause. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
they  had  had  a  very  interesting  lecture 
on  the  policy  of  the  Temperance  Party 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Solicitor  General,  who  told  them 
that  he  was  opposed  to  Sunday  closing 
altogether. 
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yersal  compulsory  Sandaj  Closing  Bill. 
That  was  a  proposal  which  he,  in  com- 
mon with  others,  thought  would  be  a 
very  good  thing  if  they  could  get  it. 
[•*0h,  oh!"]  Yes,  if  the  opinion  of 
the  country  was  such  as  to  justify  it,  as 
it  had  been  in  Ireland,  Scotland,  and 
Wales.  He  did  not  beliere  that  the 
opinion  of  this  country  would  justify  or 
support  such  a  measure  at  the  present 
moment.  Therefore,  he  did  not  think 
it  wise  to  propose  such  a  measure.  That 
was  why  he  was  glad  to  see  the  proposal 
made  which  would  give  that  power  to 
all  parts  of  the  country  that  were  pre- 
pared to  accept  it.  That  was  what 
Clause  9  proposed  to  do.  He  was  sorry 
that  this  should  be  regarded  as  a  Party 
question.  He  hoped  they  would  not 
regard  it  as  such,  but  that  each  would 
Tote  on  the  Motion  as  he  thought  best 
for  the  interests  of  the  cause  he  had  at 
heart. 


Sib  EDWAED  CL AEKE :  I  gave  no 
opinion  upon  that  policy. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:   No, 
the  hon.   and   learned  Gentleman  had 
given  no  opinion  upon  it ;  he  had  g^ven 
opinions  enough  one  would  think.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  learned 
a  lesson  on  the  subject  of  giving  opi- 
nions, and  the  Committee  knew  what 
his  opinions  were  worth.     If  any  person 
was  responsible  for  having  wrecked  the 
provisions  of    this    Bill  affecting    the 
temperance   question,  it  was  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  who  had 
just  undertaken  to  lecture  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  subject.   But  he  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  did  not  rise  to  speak  again  at 
any  length  upon  this  question.  He  only 
rose  to  say  that  he  thought  after  the 
very  interesting  discussion  they  had  had 
it  would  be  well  that  they  should  now 
come  to  a  decision  upon  it.    There  was 
only  one  thing  he  wished  to  say  with 
reference  to  the  opinion  of  the  Tem- 
perance Bodies.     He  had  received    a 
great  many  communications  from  them 
on  this  subject.     Something  had  been 
said  to-night  on  the  view  of  the  National 
Temperance  Federation   of  which   the 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine) 
had  said  he  was  the  president.     Well, 
after  the  hon.  Member  had  spoken  of 
that    Temperance    Federation  he   (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  had  received  from 
them  a  letter,  which  was  meant  to  be 
made  public,  and  was  dated  from  168, 
Edmund  Street,  Birmingham,  and  signed 
by  Joseph  Malms  for  the  secretary,  re- 
presenting the  views  of  the  federation, 
and  recommending  ''that  we  should  not 
press  for  the  withdrawal  of  Clause  10," 
but  not  saying  one  word  on  the  subject 
of  the  withdrawal  of  Clause  9.     Now, 
as  that  was  the  federation  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow  had  spoken 
to-night,  and  of  which  he  was  chair- 
man, and  acting  entirely  in  accordance 
with  the  opinion  so  expressed,  the  hon. 
Member  had  put  down  Notices  of  Mo- 
tions to  omit  from  the  Bill  every  one  of 
the  other  clauses  relating  to  licensing ; 
this  Clause  9  was  the  one  clause,  and 
the  one  clause  only,  bearing  upon  the 
subject  upon   which    he  had   not   put 
down  such   a  Motion.      Now,    he  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  left  the  Committee 
to  draw  its  own  conclusion  on  the  matter. 
In  his  opinion  there  was  no  doubt  there 
was  a  large  proportion  of  Temperance 
Bodies  who  would  far  rather  see  a  uni- 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  213; 
Noes  275:  Majority  62.— (Div.  List, 
No.  180.) 

Clause  10  (Transfer  to  county  coun* 
oil  of  licensing  powers  as  respects  in- 
toxicating liquors). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill.'' 

MR.ILLmGWOETH(Bradford,  W.) 
said,  that  the  discussion  on  Clause  9 
had  been  necessarily  limited  to  a  very 
small  portion  of  the  whole  question,  and 
it  had  been  impossible  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  (Mr. 
Eitohie)  to  go  into  the  whole  case.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  disposed  to  rise  just  before  the 
vote  on  the  last  clause  was  taken,  but 
had  been  prevented  by  a  mechanical 
motion  on  his  right.  If  they  had  not 
had  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
speech  which  he  had  made  in  the  early 
part  of  the  evening,  the  Committee 
would  have  been  left  in  doubt  as  to 
what  was  the  present  mind  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  value  and  policy  of  the 
Licensing  Clauses;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  changed  its  opinion  as  to 
the  value  of  the  transfer  from  the  ma- 
gistracy to  the  County  Council  of  the  con- 
trol of  the  licensing  system.  As  he  (Mr. 
Illingworth)  understood  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  the  substantial  reason  that 
he  gave  was  that  such  feeling  and  indig- 
nation had  been  raised  throughout  the 
country  as  to  produce  an  effect  upon  the 
House  which  obliged  the  Government 
to  consent  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
clauses.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Illingworth) 
had  already  stated  that  he  believed  the 
Government  to  be  under  a  misappre- 
hension with  regard  to  Clause  9.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  were,  he  believed,  entitled  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  the  majority  of  the 
temperance  organizations  in  the  coun- 
try, and  they  could  say  that  those  or- 
ganizations did  not  object  to  the  transfer 
of  the  licensing  power  from  the  magis- 
trates to  the  new  County  Councils.  Well, 
if  that  were  so,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  really  in  a  position  to  set  these 
clauses  upon  their  feet  again.  Un- 
doubtedly, if  the  authority  of  the  Go- 
vernment were  exercised  upon  this  point, 
if  they  were  to  declare  in  the  face  of  the 
Committee  and  the  country  that  they  had 
not  changed  their  opinion,  but  had  been 
mistaken  in  their  interpretation  of  the 
opposition  to  these  clauses,  and  if  they 
were  to  stand  by  the  clauses,  no  doubt 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  would  rally  to  their  support,  and 
the  result  would  be  that  the  clauses 
would  be  carried  probably  by  a  larger 
majority  than  any  other  arrangement  or 
provision  of  the  Bill.  He  would  appeal 
to  the  Government,  and  especially  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  not  to 
throw  away  this  opportimity  they  had 
of  advancing  towards  a  final  settlement 
of  this  question  of  licensing  throughout 
the  entire  country.  He  did  not  suppose 
that,  in  the  contests  for  the  County  Coun- 
cils, this  question  would  give  rise  to  any 
germanent  difficulty.  No  doubt  it  would 
ave  to  be  fought  out.  It  had  been 
argued,  in  objection  to  the  course  he  was 
suggesting,  that  any  candidate  who 
presented  himself  for  election  upon  the 
County  Council  would  be  ticketed  either 
as  a  temperance  supporter  or  as  a  sup- 
porter of  the  publicans.  Well,  he  saw 
nothing  to  object  to,  even  supposing  this 
difficulty  should  arise.  There  were  very 
few  Members  of  the  House  who  were 
not  obliged  to  go  through  the  same 
ordeal  at  every  election.  They  were 
interviewed  by  persons  connected  with 
temperance  associations,  and  by  persons 
representing  the  publican  interest.  They 
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were  all  ticketed,  they  were  all  recog- 
nized as  favourable  to  either  one  aide  or 
the  other.  Well,  if  that  was  the  experi- 
ence of  a  Member  of  Parliament,  he 
should  like  to  know  what  objection  there 
was  to  candidates  to  the  County  Conncils 
being  asked  to  undergo  the  same  pro- 
cess? He  did  not  anticipate  that  the  die- 
cussion  of  the  question  would  last  any 
length  of  time;  but  he  was  satisfied  that 
those  who  wished  to  see  this  measure  of 
real  substantial  benefit  to  the  country, 
were  doing  the  best  thing  possible  in 
asking  the  Government  to  re-consider 
their  decision  as  to  the  withdrawal  ol 
those  clauses.  All  they  asked  was  that 
the  Government  should  stand  by  their 
own  project,  and  should  not  turn  their 
backs  upon  themselves,  and  they  might 
rest  assured  that  if  they  dared  to  throw 
over  the  publican  interest,  they  would 
find  upon  their  side  an  overwhelming 
majority  both  in  the  House  and  in  the 
country.  He  did  not  wish  to  delay  the 
Committee.  \_Ironieal  cheers.'^  If  he 
had  originated  the  proposal  which  ap- 
peared to  be  delaying  the  Bill,  he  could 
understand  those  cheers ;  but  when  he 
was  supporting  a  proposal  which  the 
Government  had  deliberately  and  from 
the  outset  set  up  as  an  essential  part  of 
the  Bill,  he  did  not  think  he  was  open 
to  the  charge  hon.  Gentlemen  wished 
to  convey  by  their  cheers,  that  he  was 
unduly  interfering  with  the  progress  of 
the  measure.  What  he  complained  of 
was  that  the  Government  was  turning 
its  back  upon  its  own  proposal,  and  that 
they  should  do  this  at  a  moment  when 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  declared  that  he  was  of  the  same 
opinion  as  to  the  value  of  this  proposal 
as  he  was  at  the  beginning.  He  thought 
tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  stand 
by  the  Bill  as  it  was  introduced. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  wanted  him  to  enter 
upon  a  discussion  of  the  Licensing 
Clauses.  The  Government  had  an- 
nounced their  intention  of  asking  the 
Committee  to  negative  those  clauses, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  unwise,  as 
well  as  unnecessary,  for  the  Committee 
to  enter  upon  a  discussion  which,  if  it 
were  a  full  discussion,  would  certainly 
be  long  and  might  be  acrimonious.  He 
had  no  desire,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment,  however  much  he  might  feel 
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inclined,  to  enter  into  a  defence  of  a 
position  which  he  thought  was  most  in- 
defensible. He  would  rather,  looking 
to  the  large  and  important  questions 
which  they  had  still  to  discuss,  and  look- 
ing to  the  position  the  Gk>yernment  had 
taken  up  with  reference  to  these  clauses, 
submit  to  have  these  clauses  negatived 
without  that  full  defence  which,  if  cir- 
cumstances permitted,  he  would  have 
been  glad  to  lay  before  the  Committee. 
Many  of  the  points  involyed  in  the 
Licensing  Glauses— for  example,  that  of 
compensation,  and  others — had  been  dis- 
cussed on  Clause  9,  and,  therefore,  he 
felt  satisfied  he  would  be  acting  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  wish  of  the  Com- 
mittee if  he  did  not  invite  them  to  enter 
upon  a  long  and  acrimonious  discussion. 
Having  regard  to  the  large  number  of 
important  issues  which  still  remained 
to  be  discussed,  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  support  the  Government  when 
they  asked  that  these  clauses  should  be 
disposed  of  without  the  discussion  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Bradford  invited  them. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  said,  he  rose  for  the  pur- 
pose in  the  main  of  supporting  the  ap- 
peal which  had  been  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  It  was,  to  some  ex- 
tent, a  sacrifice  on  his  part  to  do  so, 
because  he  should  certainly  have  been 
favourable  to  the  transfer  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion from  the  magistrates  to  the  County 
Councils,  even  supposing  they  had  been 
able  to  do  nothing  else.  He  should  like, 
in  conformity  with  the  principle  laid 
down  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Cookermouth  Division  of  Cum- 
berland (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  earlier  in 
the  evening,  to  make  progress  by  means 
of  that  transfer.  But  as  that  could  not 
be  done,  he  did  not  wish  to  waste  the 
time  of  the  Committee  by  discussing  the 
matter.  He  was  bound  to  say  he  had 
looked  forward  to  this  occasion  with 
considerable  anxiety.  He  had  looked 
forward  to  this  occasion  as  a  means  of 
putting  an  end  to  the  most  needless,  yet 
perhaps  not  inexplicable,  correspondence 
with  which  he  had  been  persecuted  ever 
since  the  Bill  was  introduced,  a  corre- 
spondence all  based  on  a  quotation  from 
a  speech  of  his  in  1880,  when  he  said 
he  should  have  been  better  pleased  with 
the  wide  and  general  proposal  of  his 
hon.  Friend  if  it  had  not  contained  some 
referenoe  to  the  idea  of  equitable  com- 


pensation. He  really  desired  to  put 
forward  in  every  way  the  success  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  would  sacrifice  what  he  had 
promised  in  that  innumerable  corre- 
spondence—namely, when  a  legitimate 
opportunity  presented  itself,  to  make  a 
full  statement  of  his  opinions  on  this 
question.  He  would  forego  the  oppor- 
tunity. He  would  simply  say  that  his 
opinions  on  licensing  were  not  exactly 
in  accordance  with  those  of  any  of  the 
gpreat  Parties  in  the  country,  but,  such 
as  they  were,  they  had  never  changed 
in  any  way.  This  question  was  care- 
fully examined  about  1853 — 35  years 
ago — and  the  compensation  which  he 
had  always  looked  to  was  to  be  under- 
stood from  the  measures  he  had  at 
various  times  supported.  The  Liver- 
pool Bill,  about  the  year  1863,  and  the 
plan  of  Lord  Aberdeen,  about  the  year 
1871,  contained  the  idea  of  compensa- 
tion such  as  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
conceived  it.  He  need  not  say  that  that 
was  totally  and  absolutely  different 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr. 
Eitchie's)  idea  of  compensation.  He 
felt,  however,  that  he  should  be  best 
forwarding  the  business  of  the  Commit- 
tee if  he  limited  himself  to  that  state- 
ment and  forebore  to  go  further  into 
the  question.  They  had  all  got  in  view 
a  great  public  object;  they  were  de- 
sirous of  securing  the  affirmation  of  the 
principles  which  they  thought  of  great 
value,  and  which  were  contained  in  the 
framework  of  the  present  Bill,  although, 
undoubtedly,  they  could  have  desired 
that  those  principles  had  been  much 
more  fully  and  comprehensively  applied. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  did  not 
think  he  would  be  satisfying  the  de- 
mands of  public  duty  were  he  to  do 
anything  more  than  to  say  he  thought, 
all  things  considered,  the  appeal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  fair  appeal. 
The  manner  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  conducted  himself  at 
the  various  stages  of  the  Bill  gave  him 
every  title  to  all  the  assistance  they 
could  fairly  give  him.  He  desired  to 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  assist- 
ance, and  the  best  form  in  which  he 
could  render  it  was  to  at  once  resume 
his  seat. 

Mb.  STOEEY  (Sunderland)  said,  that 
perhaps  he  ought  to  apologize  to  the 
Committee  for  interposing  in  the  debate, 
because  hitherto  he  had  not  been  able 
to  take  any  great  part  in  the  considera* 
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tion  of  the  Bill.  When  the  measure 
was  introduced  he  was  compelled  hy 
sickness  to  he  away  from  the  country  ; 
he  only  returned  in  the  month  of  May. 
He  read  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
GoTcrnment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  when 
he  was  lying  on  his  hack  hetween  2,000 
and  3,000  miles  from  here.  Ho  must 
say  he  was  not  astonished  at  the  tone 
and  purport  of  the  speech,  coming,  as 
it  did,  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
but  coming  from  him  as  a  Member  of 
a  Conservative  Gt)vernment,  he  was 
rather  astonished  at  it.  He  accepted 
with  the  most  implicit  confidence  the 
Liberal  sentiments  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  there  expressed,  and  he 
thought  himself  blessed  that  at  last  he 
had  met  with  or  heard  of  a  Conserva- 
tive Minister,  an  important  Conservative 
Minister,  who,  on  oehalf  of  a  Conser- 
vative Government,  could  propose  a 
measure  so  Liberal,  so  Radical,  so 
democratic  in  tone  and  substance.  He 
determined  to  support  the  Bill.  He  was 
free  to  confess  that  when  he  came  home 
and  read  the  Bill  he  was  not  quite  so 
satisfied  with  it  as  he  was  with  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman . 
But,  still,  on  the  only  occasion  on  which 
he  had  interfered  in  the  debates  on  the 
Bill,  he  took  the  opportunity  of  rather 
earning  the  condemnation  of  some  of 
his  political  Friends,  and  the  plaudits, 
the  gratifying  plaudits,  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  by  supporting  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  and  opposing 
the  ideas  of  Gentlemen  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House.  Now, 
he  did  not  intend  to  intervene  at  any 
length  in  the  debate  that  night ;  but  he 
wished  to  put  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  whom,  gene- 
rally, he  was  happy  to  follow,  the  sug- 
gestion that,  though  they  had  been 
beaten  on  Clause  9,  they  should  not 
without  some  protest,  the  strongest  they 
could  make  in  the  House,  lose  the  op- 
portunity of  asserting  that,  in  their  judg- 
ment, whatever  might  be  the  newest 
judgment  of  the  Government,  the  power 
of  licensing  ought  no  longer  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates,  but  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  elected  representatives 
of  the  people.  Now,  if  that  involved 
any  large  change,  or  any  question  of 
compensation,  he  should  most  certainly 
decline  to  walk  into  the  Lobby  against 
the  Government,  and  he  would  tcSl  the 
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Gkivemment  why.  He  quite  admitted 
that  if  any  large  queation  of  oompeiut* 
tion  was  to  be  disoassed,  if  any  importut 
change  was  to  be  made,  it  oag^  to  1m 
discussed  in  a  Bill  as  a  whole  and  mt 
as  a  clause  of  a  Bill.  Bat  might  he 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Qentlemsi, 
who  he  remembered  when  he  sat  ot 
that  side  of  the  House  developed  Libsfil 
tendencies  that  were  rather  extraordi- 
nary in  a  Conservative,  with  whidi 
Liberal  tendencies  he  had  in  aome  ds- 
gree  succeeded  in  inoculating'  his  Od- 
leagues — might  he  point  out  to  him  that 
in  Clause  10  no  great  change  wu 
proposed.  He  wished  Gentlemen  oa 
that  side  to  look  at  Clauae  1 0  in  itself, 
without  reference  to  Clauses  11,  12,  or 
the  following  clauses.  Clause  10  is 
itself  proposed  a  change  which  the  rigkt 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  thought  jmt 
and  fair,  or  he  would  never  have  pro- 
posed it,  and  a  chanee  which  they,  oa 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  ifthej 
were  true  to  their  principles,  must  sup- 
port.   The  clause  proposed  that— 

''  All  such  powers,  duties,  and  liabilities  with 
respect  to  licensing  within  the  meaning  of  thii 
Act,  &c.,  &c.,  which  now  rest  with  the  jostiesi, 
shall,  in  future,  be  in  the  powoasion  of  the 

elected  council." 

Mark  the  words,  Mr.  Chairman,  "all 
such  powers."  He  saw  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Sdirard 
Clarke)  in  his  place,  and  he  knew  hs 
should  have  in  him  a  willing  adherent 
to  his  view,  and  he  hoped  a  follower  into 
the  Lobby.  He  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  held  that  the  jasticet 
had  at  present  no  unlimited  power  of 
refusin  g  licences.  No  unlimited  power  f 
Their  power  was  limited.  Well,  all 
Clause  1 0  proposed,  was  that  the  limited 
powers  which  according  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  now  belonged 
to  the  Justices,  should  in  future  belong 
to  the  elected  representatives  of  the 
people.  He  did  not  pretend  to  ag^ree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
He  thought  the  powers  were  unlimited, 
but  he  would  accept,  for  the  moment, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General's 
proposition.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  held  that  the  powers  of  the 
Justices  were  limited,  what  valid  reason 
could  he  give  why  the  limited  powers  the 
Justices  had  should  not  be  transferred 
to  the  County  Councils  ?  He  hoped  the 
Committee,  in  fact,  he  knew  the  whole 
Committee  bad  studied  Clause  10  much 
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more  than  lie  had,  but  perhaps  they  had 
not  done  so  from  the  point  of  view  of  its 
relation  to  the  other  clauses.      He  as- 
serted, and  he  wished  the  President  of 
the  Local  Qoyernment  Board  to  deny  it 
if  he  could,  that  Clause  10  without  re- 
ference to  Olause  11,  12,  and  the  follow- 
ing clauses,  amounted  to  this,  and  this 
alone,  that  all  such  powers  as  the  magis- 
trates legally  had  should  in  future  be 
powers  possessed  by  the  elected  Council. 
How  could  they  say  for  a  moment,  how 
could  a  democratic  Conservative  Govern- 
ment say  for  a  moment,  that  that  pro- 
position was  not  a  just  proposition  ?  He 
could  appeal  personally,  if  he  had  the 
opportunity,  to  half-a-do2en  Members 
of  the  Front  Government  Bench,  whom 
he  had  heard  CMsert  these  things  again 
and   again.     He  maintained  that  they 
believed,  as  much  as  he  believed,  that 
these  powers  ought  to  rest  with  the 
elected  Councils.     If  there  had    been 
anything  extra  proposed,  if  there  had 
been    any    proposal    to    extend    these 
powers,  he  should  not  have  got  up  to 
express  the  opinion  that  Clause  10  ought 
to  be  retained  in  the  Bill ;  but  he  held 
distinctly  there  was  no  extra  proposal  in 
the  clause;  that,  on  the  contrary,  the 
clause  was  limited  to  conferring  upon 
the  County  Councils  the  powers  now 
vested  in  the  magistrates.     He  stated 
at  the  beginning,  and  he  repeated,  he 
advocated  no  large  change,  but  he  should 
consider  himself  false  to  his  constituents, 
and  false  to  the  principles  upon  whi«h 
he  was  sent  there,  if  he  did  not  assert 
upon  every  occasion  and  certainly  upon 
an  occasion  offered  to  him  by  a  Conser- 
vative Government,  that  a  proposal  to 
transfer  powers  now  held  by  uneleoted 
persons  to  elected  persons  was  a  proposal 
which  ought  to  command  the  assent  of 
every  Liberal  and  Eadical,  every  Liberal 
Unionist,  and  not  a  small  section   of 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  got  into  Par- 
liament at  the  last  Election,  by  pro- 
claiming they  were  Tory  secondly  and 
democratic    firstly.    If,    therefore,    his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Illingworth)  divided  the  Com- 
mittee upon  the  retention  of  Clause  10, 
he  should  be  very  glad  to  follow  him 
into  the  Lobby. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  176; 
Noes  25? :    Majority  77. 


AYES. 

Abraham,  W.  (Glam.)    Harrington,  E. 

Acland,  A.  H.  D.  Harrington,  T.  G. 

Acland,  C.  T.  D.  Harris,  M. 

Allison,  R.  A.  Hayden,  L.  P. 

Asher,  A.  Hayne,  0.  Seale- 

Asquith,^H.  H.  Healy,  M. 

Ballantine,  W.  H.  W.     Holden,  I. 

Barbour,  W.  B.  Hooper,  J. 

Barran,  J.  Hoyle,  L 

Barry,  J.  Hunter,  W.  A. 

Biggar,  J.  G.  Jacoby,  J.  A. 

Bolton,  T.  D.  Joicey,  J. 

Bradlaugh,  C.  Jordan,  J. 

Broadliurst,  H.  Kenny,  C.  S. 

Bruce,  hon.  K.  P.  Kenny,  J.  £. 

Brunner,  J.  T.  Kenny,  M.  J. 

Buchanan,  T.  R.  Kilbride,  D. 

Burt,  T.  Labouchere,  H. 

Byrne,  G.  M.  Lawson,  Sir  W. 

Cameron,  J.  M.  Leahy,  J. 

Campbell,  Sir  G.  LefoTre,  rt  hn.G.  J.  S. 

Campbell- Bannarman,    Lewis,  T.  P. 

right  hon.  H.  Lockwood,  F. 

Carew,  J,  L.  Macdonald,  W.  A. 

Channing,  F.  A.  MacNeiU,  J.  G.  S. 

Clancy,  J.  J.  M*Cartan,  M. 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.  McCarthy,  J. 

Cobb,  H.  P.  McCarthy,  J.  H. 

Colman,  J.  J.  M'Donald,  P. 

Commins,  A.  M'Laren,  W.  S.  B. 

Condon,  T.  J.  Mahony,  P. 

Conway,  M.  Maitland,  W.  F. 

Conybeare,  C*  A.  V.        Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 

Corbet,  W.  J.  Marum,  E.  M. 

Cossham,  fl.  Mayne,  T. 

Cox,  J.  R.  Molloy,  B.  C. 

Craig,  J.  Montagu,  S. 

Crayen,  J.  Morgan,  0.  V. 

Crawford,  D.  Morley,  A. 

Oremer,  W.  E.  Murphy,  W.  M. 

CriUy,  D.  Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 

Croasley,  E.  Nolan.  J. 

Davies,  W.  O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 

Dea8y,J.  O'Brien,  P.  J. 

Dickson,  T.  A.  O'Connor,  A. 

Dillwyn,  L.  L.  O'Doherty,  J,  E; 

EUii,  T.  E.  O'Hanlon,  T. 
Esmonde,  Sir  T.  H.  G,    O'Hea,  P. 

Es^lemont,  P.  O'Keeflfe,  F.  A. 

Evans,  F.  H.  O'Kelly,  J. 

Fenwick,  0.  Parker,  C.  8. 
Ferguson,  R.C.Haxiro«    Pickersgill,  B.  H. 

Finucane,  J.  Picton,  J.  A. 

Firth,  J.  F.  B.  Plowden.  Sir  W.  C. 

Flower,  C.  PoweU,  W.  R.  H. 

Flynn,  J.  C.  Power,  P.  J. 

Foley,  P.  J.  Power,  R. 

Forster.  Sir  C.  Price,  T.  P. 

Foster,  Sir  W.  B.  Priestley,  B. 

Fox,  Dr.  J.  F.  Proyand,  A.  D. 

Fry,  T.  Pugh,  D. 

Fuller,  G.  P.  Pyne,  J.  D. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnes-    Quinn,  T. 

Gilhooly,  J  Randell,  D. 

Gill,  T.  P.  Redmond,  J.  B. 

Gladstone,  H.  J.  Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 

Gourley,  E.  T.  Reid,  R.  T. 

Graham,  R.  0.  Reynolds,  W.  J. 

Grey,  Sir  £.  Roberto,  J. 

Groye,  Sir  T.  F.  Roberto,  J.  B. 

Saldane,  R.  B,  Roe,  T. 
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Bowlandfl,  W.  B. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
8amuel80D,  G.  B. 
Sexton,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 
Sheil,  E. 
Sinclair,  J. 
Slagg,  J. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stack,  J. 

Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 
Stewart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 


Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Thomas,  A. 
Thomas,  D.  A. 
Tuite,  J. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Warmington,  C.  M. 
Wayman,  T. 
WiU,  J.  8. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamson,  J. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Illingworth,  A. 
Storey,  S. 


NOES. 


Addison,  J.  B.  W. 
Agg-Gkirdner,  J.  T.. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
AUsopp,  hon.  G. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barnes,  A. 
Barry,  A.  H,  S. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  G. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

R. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,   Colonel    H. 

B.  H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  0.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Brooks,  Sir  W.  C. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Cavendish,  Lord  £. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Charrington,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Coddington,  W. 


Coghill,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Sir  J.  0.  R. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Captain  E.  T. 

D. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.  ^). 
Crossley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Grossman,  G^n.  SirW. 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalrymple,  Sir  0. 
Darling,  C.  J. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
DeLi8le,E.J.L.M.P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  Rk 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Doring^n,  Sir  J.  E. 
Dugdale,  J.  S. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dvke,rt.hn.SirW.H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
EUiot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Evershed,  S. 
Ewart,  Sir  W. 
Feilden,  Lt.-Gen.  R.  J. 
Fellowes,  A.  E. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraser,  General  C.  C. 
Frj%  L. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 


Gkithome-Hardy,  hon. 

J.  S. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
GilUat.  J.  8. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
G^rst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Gray,  0.  W. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
HaU,  A.  W. 
HaU,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,Gen.SirE.  B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
fleaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  8. 
Hermon-Hodge,  R.  T. 
flervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill,  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H 
HoUoway,  G. 
Houldsworth,8irW.H. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hughes.  HaUett,  Col. 

P.C. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  8. 
Isaacson,  F.W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Jefifreys,  A.  h\ 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kenrick,  W. 
Ker,  R.  W.  B. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
Knowles,  L. 
Kynoch,  G, 
Lafone,  A. 

Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W.  P. 
Lea,  T. 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lees,  £. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Loighton,  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  W.  C. 

G. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 


Llewellyn,  B.  H. 
Longr.  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Macdonald,  right  hos. 

J.  u.  1l% 
Mackinioeh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Maolore,  J.  W. 
M*Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Madden,  D.H. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.T. 
Mallock,  R. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Marriott,  rt.  hn.  W.  T. 
Maskelyne,   M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,   rt.  hn.  H. 
Mattinaon,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
MUdmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  O.  W. 
MUvain,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Morrison,  W. 
Moss,  R. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  R.  Q.  C 
Mulhollimd,  H.  L. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Norton,  R. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plnnket,  rt.  hon.  D.  K. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  Sir  J.  H 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  C. 
Richardson,  T. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C  T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
Robinson,  T. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 
Sellar,  A.  0, 
Selwyn,  Capt.  C.  W. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Bidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 

Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Stanley,  E.  J- 
Stephens,  H.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
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Vernon,  hon.  G.  R. 
Wardle,  H. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wilson,  Sir  8. 


Winn,  hon.  R. 
Wodehoose,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood.  N. 

Wortley,  0.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Young,  0.  E.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


Clause  1 1  (Powers  of  Licensing  Oom- 
mittee  of  Oounty  Oouncii  as  to  refusal 
of  renewal  of  licences). 

Qaostion,  ''That  the  Clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill/'  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  12  (Compulsory  refusal  of  re- 
newal of  licence  in  consequence  of  report 
from  Justices). 

Question,  * '  That  the  Clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  13  (Discretionary  refusal  of 
renewal  of  licence  subject  to  compensa- 
tion). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Clause  stand  paH;  of  the 
Bill." 

Mb.  ILLINQWORTH  (Bradford,  W.) 
said,  this  was  the  clause  that  provided 
for  the  granting  of  compensation  to  pub- 
licans whose  licences  were  taken  away 
from  them,  and  the  Government  would 
find  that,  at  all  events  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  there  was  an  abso- 
lute unanimity  of  opinion  that  the  clause 
should  be  buried.  He  believed  it  would 
be  buried  never  to  have  a  resurrection, 
and  his  only  object  in  rising  was  to  pro- 
nounce a  sort  of  funeral  oration  over  a 
proposal  to  improve  the  position  of  an 
interest  which  an  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  moral  and  progressive  people  of 
the  country  thought  ought  to  be  weak- 
ened rather  than  strengthened.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  the  abandonment 
of  the  whole  of  the  Licensing  Clauses  of 
the  Bill  was  entirely  due  to  the  attempt 
of  the  Government  to  give  huge  com- 
pensation to  the  publicans  of  this  coun- 
try. The  country  could  look  with  satis- 
tion  upon  the  step  which  the  Government 
had  been  obliged  to  take.  ilniernqtHon.'] 
If  he.  was  not  allowed  to  proceed  with 
the  few  remarks  he  had  to  make,  he 
should  have  no  alternative  but  to  move 
that  Progress  be  reported.  It  could  not 
be  unfitting  that  a  proposal  which  had 
forced    the    Government   to   make  an 
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entire  change  in  the  policy  of  the  Bi]l 
should  receive  some  notice  at  the  hands 
of  the  Committee.  The  country  would 
be  gratified  to  know  that  the  agitation 
against  that  proposal  had  been  so  com- 
pletely successful.  The  abandonment 
of  the  clause  would  make  the  task  of 
dealing  with  the  Licensing  Question 
infinitely  easier  in  the  future.  The 
Liberal  Party  had  the  satisfaction  of 
knowing  that  the  attempt  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  hand  over  to  the  publican 
interest  huge  sums  of  money,  belonging 
to  all  classes  of  the  people,  had  been 
completely  thwarted.  The  Government 
had  been  obliged  to  acknowledge  itself 
thoroughly  beaten.  The  minority  in 
that  House  had  come  out  triumphant. 
[^Ironical  Ministerial  Cheers.'] 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  wish  very  respect- 
fully, on  a  point  of  Order,  to  oall  your 
attention  to  the  continual  interruptions 
of  hon.  Members  opposite. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  ealled  upon  Mr. 
IixmowoBTH  to  proceed. 

Mr.  ILLING  worth  said,  he  should 
be  very  sorry  to  move  to  report  Pro- 
gress. It  really  would  conduce  to  the 
progress  of  the  Bill  to  allow  him  to  make 
a  few  observations.  He  was  about  to 
say,  that  whenever  the  time  came  for 
making  the  measure  complete  in  its 
character — and  it  would  probably  fall  to 
the  lot  of  the  Liberal  Party  to  make  it 
worth  something  to  the  country — the 
task  wonld  be  a  comparatively  easy  one, 
now  that  this  clause  had  been  aban- 
doned. The  Government  was  afraid  to 
proceed  with  the  clause,  and,  in  conse- 
quence, had  had  to  withdraw  from  the 
Bill  one  of  its  main  provisions. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  14  (Power  to  purchase  licenoe 
instead  of  paying  compensation). 

Qaestion,  ' '  That  the  Clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  15  (Entire  main tenanee  of  main 
roads  by  County  Council). 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich),  in  moving  an  Amendment,  in 
line  7,  to  insert,  after  '*  1878,"  the  words, 
"including  any  public  footpath  by  the 
side  of  sueh  road,"  said,  that  to  those 
who  travelled  on  foot,  the  highways  were 
as  valuable  as  they  were  to  those  who 
owned  vehicles.  It  had  been  a  matter 
of  great  astonishment  to  him,  ever  since 
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ho  had  been  a  Member  of  a  Highway 
Authority,  that  those  who  had  the  care 
of  the  highways  had  no  right  to  spend 
any  of  the  public  money  upon  the  foot- 
paths. It  seemed  to  him  that  foot  pas- 
sengers had  just  as  much  right  to  be 
considered  as  those  who  drove,  and  he 
thought  he  should  have  the  sympathy  of 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  Com- 
mittee when  he  asked  the  Committee 
to  assent  to  his  Amendment,  which 
imposed  on  the  Highway  Authority  the 
duty  of  providing  for  the  footpaths  on 
the  sides  of  the  highways. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
7,  after  '*  1878,"  to  insert  the  words, 
"including  any  public  footpath  by  the 
Bide  of  such  road." — ( J/r.  Brunnsr,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOAED  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
fTower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  the 
Government  could  not  assent  to  the 
Amendment,  which  would  throw  an 
enormous  additional  burden  on  the 
County  Authorities.  The  Amendment 
would  apply  not  only  to  ordinary  foot- 
paths alongside  country  roads,  but  also 
to  paved  footpaths  on  either  side  of 
main  roads  in  towns.  It  was  perfectly 
evident  that  the  traffic  on  sucn  paved 
footpaths  was  a  local  traffic.  They  were 
maintained  at  a  much  heavier  expense 
than  ordinary  country  roads,  and  the 
result  of  accepting  the  Amendment 
would  be  to  throw  an  enormous  ad- 
ditional burden  on  the  county  for  the 
maintenance  of  footpaths  with  which 
the  county  had  little  concern. 

Mb.  BRUNNER  said,  he  would  be 
willing  to  amend  the  Amendment,  in 
order  to  provide  for  the  difficulty  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to. 

Mr.  storey  (Sunderland)  said,  he 
knew  of  footpaths  which  were  outside 
the  hedges  and  yet  ran  parallel  with  the 
roadway.  Such  cases  would  come  within 
the  Amendment.  Surely  his  hon.  Friend 
never  intended  that  footpaths  of  that 
kind  should  be  kept  up  out  of  the  county 
rate.  If  he  did,  he  (Mr.  Storey)  should 
certainly  vote  against  him.  The  objec- 
tion urged  against  the  Amendment  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Gt)vernment  Board  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  was  a  very  strong  one.  He 
knew  a  town  in  the  county  of  Durham 
which  got  nothing  out  of  the  county 
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rate  at  the  present  time  for  roads,  but 
paid  £700  a-year  to  it,  and  of  another 
town  in  the  same  county  which  got  £700 
a-year  out  of  the  county  rate  and  did  not 
pay  anything  like  as  much.  Under  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend,  all  the 
flagged  footpaths  in  both  these  towns 
would  be  paid  for  out  of  the  county  rate. 

Colonel  HAMBRO  (Dorset,  8.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  what  was  to  happen  in  the  ease 
of  those  footpaths  which  were  on  the 
sides  of  bridges  ? 

Mb.  RITCHIE  replied  that  those 
footpaths  which  were  at  present  main- 
tained by  the  Highway  Authority  would 
still  be  maintained  by  them  under  the 
Bill. 

Sir  UGHTKED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  had 
been  quite  right  in  pointing  out  that 
the  effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be 
out  of  all  proportion  to  what  its  Mover 
intended,  as  it  would  throw  upon  the 
county  rates  the  cost  of  maint€uning  all 
the  footpaths  alongside  main  roads  in 
towns.  Those  footpaths  were  very  pro- 
perly paid  for  out  of  the  rates  of  the 
towns.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
pressed. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sib  JOHN  DORINGTON  ( Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury),  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment, the  object  of  which  was  to  post- 
pone the  taking  over  of  the  management 
of  main  roads  by  the  County  Councils 
until  the  1st  of  April,  1890,  said  that 
the  County  Council  could  not  be  elected 
until  after  the  14th  of  January,  and 
could  not  meet  until  the  2nd  Thursday 
after  the  day  of  election.  It  had  then 
to  select  its  county  aldermen,  and  it 
would  hardly  be  able  to  meet  for  busi- 
ness until  somewhere  about  the  middle 
of  February.  Yet  on  April  Ist,  it 
would,  under  the  Bill,  have  to  take  over 
the  control  of  the  roads.  The  time 
given  to  the  Council  to  prepare  for 
taking  charge  of  the  highways  seemed 
to  him  to  be  far  too  short.  It  would  be 
necessary  to  select  the  proper  persons  to 
fill  the  office  of  county  surveyors;  be- 
cause those  at  present  existing  did  no 
more  than  inspect  the  roads,  and,  even  if 
they  were  entirely  in  the  employment 
of  the  county,  the^  had  other  duties  to 
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perform.  Certainly,  special  arrange- 
ments would  have  to  be  made  when 
they  came  to  manage  the  whole  of 
the  main  roads.  He  understood  the 
view  of  the  Government  to  be  that, 
under  the  operation  of  an  Amendment 
to  be  moved  subsequently  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  the  North- West 
Division  of  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot),  the  County  Councils  would  have 
power  to  contract  with  the  existing 
Highway  Authorities  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  roads.  But,  even  if  that 
were  so,  the  time  given  them  for  making 
the  necessary  arrangements  was  far  too 
limited.  Much  correspondence  and  ne- 
gotiation was  bound  to  take  place,  and 
he  thought  that  further  time  ought  to 
be  allowed.  If  the  Government  would 
assent  to  the  principle  of  the  Amend* 
ment,  no  doubt  some  earlier  date  than 
he  proposed  would  meet  the  object  he 
had  in  view. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  7,  after  the  word  **  shall,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  ^' after  the  first  day  of 
April,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  ninety." — {Sir  John  Boring  ton,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long) 
(Wilts,  Devizes)  said,  he  was  sure  that 
everyone  would  admit  that  everything 
that  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  spoken  on  the  subject  of  local 
administration  deserved  the  atteation  of 
the  Committee.  At  the  same  time,  he 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  allow  him 
to  point  out  that  if  the  Government  ac- 
cepted the  Amendment  they  would  be 
agreeing  to  a  very  serious  postponement 
of  the  exercise  of  some  very  consider- 
able powers  conferred  by  the  Bill  on 
the  County  Councils.  He  really  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  somewhat  exaggerated 
the  difficulty  which  the  County  Councils 
would  meet  with  in  making  the  neces- 
sary arrangements  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  highways.  It  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  North- 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot), 
under  which  power  would  be  conferred 
on  County  Councils  and  District  Councils 
to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  maintenance 
of  main  roads.  At  the  present  time,  the 
Quarter  Sessions  had  county  surveyors, 


who,  although  they  were  not  called 
upon  to  maintain  the  roads,  were  called 
upon  to  survey  them ;  and  it  was  only 
upon  the  issue  of  their  certificates  that 
the  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  were  able 
to  pay  the  money  required  for  mainte- 
nance. The  only  difference  under  the 
present  Bill  would  be  that  the  County 
Councils  would  have  to  make  arrange- 
ment with  the  District  Councils  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads,  and  the  sur- 
veyors would  have  power  to  point  out 
where  the  local  surveyors  were  in  the 
wrong,  and  to  demand  that  they  should 
improve  the  roads  in  any  direction  the 
County  Surveyors  thought  right.  The 
Government  were  unable  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Colonel  HAMBRO  said,  he  should 
certainly  support  the  Amendment.  If 
the  Government  would  not  allow  the 
roads  to  be  managed  by  the  present 
Highway  Authorities,  he  thought  they 
ought  to  grant  an  extension  of  time. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  there  was  one 
matter  which  rendered  it  extremely 
difficult  to  accept  the  Amendment,  and 
that  was  in  connection  with  the  question 
of  finance.  At  present  the  Government 
provided  one-fourth  of  the  cost  of  main- 
taining highways,  and  the  County  Au- 
thorities provided  one-half.  The  Go- 
vernment grant  was  now  to  be  discon- 
tinued, and  the  County  Authority  was  to 
be  placed  in  such  a  position  that  it  would 
bear  the  whole  cost  of  the  maintenance 
of  the  roads.  It  would  be  extremely 
difficult  to  arrange  the  financial  details 
of  the  changes  proposed  by  the  Bill,  if 
the  finance  were  to  come  into  the  hands 
of  the  County  Authorities  in  the  spring, 
whilst  the  roads  were  not  to  be  taken 
over  until  some  time  afterwards.  The 
Government  had  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  time  between  the  election  of 
the  Council  and  the  date  fixed  for  taking 
over  the  new  powers  was  not  sufficient 
to  enable  it  to  make  all  necessary 
arrangements. 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  wise  thing  to  allow  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads  to  remain  in 
the  hands  of  those  who  were  at  present 
repairing  them,  until  they  could  be 
properly  transferred  to  the  County 
Councils. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  the  Government 
did  not  intend  to  transfer  compulsorily 
the  repair  of  the  main  roads  from  the 
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County  to  the  District  Councils,  but 
merely  to  allow  the  County  Councils  so 
to  transfer  them  if  they  thought  fit. 

Sib  RICHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  it  would  be  very  inconve- 
nient for  the  County  Councils  to  take 
upon  themselves  the  management  of  all 
the  roads  within  their  areas ;  but  the 
acceptance  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North- 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
would  enable  them  to  depute  the  work 
to  the  District  Councils,  which  would  be 
a  very  convenient  method  of  dealing  with 
the  matter.  It  was  obvious,  however, 
that  this  could  not  be  done  at  once,  if 
this  clause  came  into  operation  before 
the  District  Councils  were  elected. 

Mr.  HENEAQE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  that  at  present  the  parish  over- 
seers maintained  the  roads  under  the 
supervision  of  the  surveyor,  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  it  would  be  in 
the  power  of  the  County  Councils  to 
continue  that  arrangement  until  the 
District  Councils  were  elected  ?  If  not, 
he  thought  it  would  be  found  that,  in 
winter,  when  the  roads  were  worst,  there 
would  be  no  one  looking  after  them. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  the  Government 
would  accept  an  alteration  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  the  North-West  Division  of  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  providing 
that  until  the  District  Councils  were  set 
up  the  County  Councils  might  call  on 
the  Hiffhway  Authorities  to  maintain 
the  roads. 

Mb.  HALSEY  (Herts,  Watford)  said, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  grant 
some  extension  of  time. 

It  being  now  12  o'clock.  Progress  was 
reported. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (LIFE    SAVING 

APPLIANCES  BILL  [Lordf].- [Bill  290.] 

{The Earl  of  Ontlow.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mb.  CRAIG-SELLAE  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  said,  before  a  day  was  fixed  for 
the  Bill,  he  wished  to  make  an  appeal 
on  behaJf  of   the  shipping  interest  in 

Mr.  Ritchie 


Glasgow,  Liverpool,  and  other  larse 
ports,  that  an  opportunity  should  be 
given  for  giving  the  Bill  a  full  discus- 
sion. He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  recognize  that  the  measure  was 
of  a  character  the  principle  of  which 
could  not  be  fairly  allowed  to  pass  iuh 
sileniio.  It  might  be  good  or  it  might 
be  bad  in  principle,  on  that  he  was  not 
prepared  to  offer  an  opinion ;  but  he 
asked  that  the  Bill  might  be  taken  at 
such  a  time  when  full  discussion  oould 
take  place. 

The  PBE8IDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Sir  Miohael  Hicks-Bsach) 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  when  the  Bill  came 
on,  a  few  days  ago,  he  said,  or  attempted 
to  say,  to  the  hon.  Member  who  offered 
opposition,  that  if  the  Bill  wero  allowed 
to  pass  its  second  reading  ho  would 
undertake  that  the  opportunity  should 
be  given  for  fully  discussing  it  in  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Member  would  be 
aware  that  at  that  time  of  the  Session, 
and  with  the  pressing  claims  of  other 
Business,  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
find  time  in  the  early  hours  of  a  Sitting 
for  the  discussion  of  such  a  Bill.  All  he 
oould  do  now  was  to  propose  the  Bill  be 
pro  formd  set  down  for  to-morrow  at  2. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  thought  the  excuse  offered  was 
very  inadequate.  For  a  long  time  past 
the  Government  had  had  command  of 
nearly  all  the  time  of  the  House,  and 
they  proposed  to  ask  the  House  for  the 
whole  time.  If,  with  such  opportunities, 
they  found  it  impossible  to  offer  fair 
discussion  of  a  Bill  of  this  important 
character,  it  was  only  another  evidence 
of  their  incompetence  in  the  manage- 
ment of  Business.  The  principle  of  the 
Bill  had  received  no  attention,  and  it 
would  be  altogether  irregular  to  attempt 
a  discussion  of  principle  in  Committee. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  see 
their  way  to  accede  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Liberal  Unionist  Whip. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  To^merraw, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

LIFE  LEASES  CONVERSION  BILL. 

{Sir  Edmund  Lichtniri,  Mr,  Haatiugi^  Sir  John 

FuUsten,  Mr  Uadcliffe  Cooke.) 

[bill  09.]      SECOyD  BSADINa. 

Sir  EDWAED  LECHMEBE  (Wop- 
cestershire,  Bewdley^  said,  bis  wish  had 
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been  to  pass  the  second  reading  of  the    only  say  that  he  was  afraid  it  would  not 
Bill,  hut  only  in  order  that  it  might  be    be  possible  to  take  the  Bill  on  that  day. 

referred  to  the  Town  Holdings   Com-        Question  put,  and  agreed  U. 
mittee.    In  face,  however,  of  the  persis-  ^ 

tent  opposition  oflFered,  he  saw  no  pros-  Houae  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 

pect  of  that.     The  Bill  would  have  been  after  Twelve  o'clock. 

of  great  benefit  to  a  large  number  of 
industrious  people,  but,  with  the  greatest 
reluctance,  he  felt  compelled  to  with- 
draw it. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
ducharged: — Bill  withdrawn, 

SUPPLY    [2l8T  JUNE]. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [25th  June], 

<'  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  First  Resolution,  That  a  sum,  not 
exceeding  £1,410,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, to  defray  the  Charge  for  the  Supply  and 
Kepair  of  Warlike  and  other  Stores,  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1889." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Subsequent  Eesolutions  again  read. 

Second  and  Third  Besolutions  poet" 
poned. 

Fourth  Resolution  agreed  to. 

Postponed  Resolutions  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  upon  Monday^  2nd 
July. 

MOTIONS. 

WATS  AND  MSANS. 
OONSOLIDATED  FUND   (nO.   3)   BILL. 

Resolution  [25th  June]  reported;  and  agreed 
to : — Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Courtney,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  Mr.  Jackson. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.*' — 
(Mr.  Jackson.) 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
it  would  be  greatly  for  the  conTenience 
of  many  Members  who  took  a  deep 
interest  in  the  subject  to  know  exactly 
when  Committee  on  the  Criminal  Evi- 
dence Bill  would  be  resumed.  It  had 
been  postponed  till  Monday,  but  he 
should  be  glad  to  have  an  assurance  as 
to  whether  it  was  really  proposed  to 
take  it  on  that  day  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  could 
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REFORMATORY  AND  INDUSTRIAL 

SCHOOLS  BILL. 

BILL  PBEBENTED.      FIB8T  BEADIHQ. 

Lord  NOETON,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  urgent  necessity  of  con- 
solidating and  amending  the  enactments 
relating  to  reformatory  and  industrial 
schools,  and  to  present  a  Bill,  said,  that 
lately,  in  answer  to  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Aberdare),  the  Government  promised  a 
Bill  before  long,  embodying  the  Beport 
of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Beformatory 
and  Industrial  Schools  issued  four  years 
ago,  and  that  it  should  be  introduced  in 
time  to  correspond  with  any  treatment 
of  the  subject  in  the  Local  Government 
Bill.  There  was  a  Bill  just  now  brought 
up  from  the  other  House  dealing  parti- 
ally with  the  subject.  He  asked  for  a 
first  reading  of  the  Bill  which  he  intro- 
duced in  their  Lordships'  House  soon 
after    the    Heport,    which    there  had 
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been  no  opportunity  of  pressing  for- 
ward, lie  was  anxious  that  the  three 
Bills  should  be  considered  together. 
The  Bill  he  now  introduced  claimed  to 
be  a  consolidation  of  all  existing  Acts, 
which  he  maintained  was  most  desirable. 
But  it  also  involved  amendments  in  the 
law  which,  to  his  mind,  were  quite  as 
desirable.  Principally  it  proposed  to 
place  such  schools  and  their  teachers 
and  their  special  inspectorate  under  the 
School  Department,  taking  them  from 
the  control  of  the  Home  Office,  and 
making  the  punishment  of  juvenile 
convicts  distinct  from  their  education, 
which,  while  under  police  and  magis- 
terial treatment,  kept  up  a  criminal  cha- 
racter in  the  children,  and  hindered 
their  getting  the  employment  they  were 
trained  for.  Youths  convicted  of  crime 
should  be  appropriately  and  adequately 
punished,  and  afterwards  disconnected 
from  all  criminal  associations  and  edu- 
cated in  reformatory  schools  as  schools. 
The  neglected  children  who  were  sent 
to  industrial  schools  should  certainly 
have  no  penal  or  police  character  con- 
nected with  their  education  at  all.  That 
was  a  mischievous  folly,  and  greatly  frus- 
trated the  object  of  the  State,  in  loco 
parentiSf  sending  such  children  to  school. 
The  language  of  the  Acts  showed  that 
this  was  not  fully  recognized  when  they 
were  passed,  as  it  was  in  the  Commis- 
sion's Report.  The  schooling  was  made 
part  of  the  penal  sentence,  and  the 
assigned  term  of  education  which  was 
in  the  nature  of  an  apprenticeship  to  a 
trade  was  called  ''a  detention  in  cus- 
tody." There  was  really  no  possible 
distinction  of  actual  treatment  in  these 
schools  from  that  in  other  national 
schools,  excepting  that  they  were  board- 
ing schools  and  gave  an  industrial 
training.  But  they  were  damaged  by 
their  police  character.  His  Bill  enabled 
any  interval  between  punishment  and 
sending  to  school  to  be  spent  in  proper 
care,  and  provided  that  children  should 
never  be  sent  to  common  gaols.  It  also 
facilitated  the  recovery  of  payments  from 
parents,  and  adjusted  the  at  present 
wasteful  Treasury  contributions.  At  the 
same  time,  it  encouraged  philanthropic 
management  and  private  subscriptions. 
He  hoped  that  their  Lordships  would 
give  the  Bill  a  first  reading  in  order 
that  it  might  be  considered  with  the 
other  Bills. 

Zord  Norton 


Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  the 
enactments  relating  to  Reformatory  and 
Industrial  Schools  in  iElngland  and 
Wales. — Presented  (The  Lord  Nobtoh). 

Eabl  BROWNLOW  said,  that  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  he  should  not 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  first  reading 
of  the  Bill,  but  at  a  later  stage  it  would 
be  his  duty  to  point  out  the  great  diffi- 
culty that  would  arise  in  carrying  oat 
the  idea  of  the  noble  Lord  of  transferring 
the  management  of  these  schools  from 
the  Home  Office  to  the  Education  De- 
partment. Of  the  very  strong  Commis- 
sion which  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  subject,  the  majority  held  different 
views  from  those  of  the  noble  Lord. 
He  understood  the  noble  Liord  to  pro- 
pose that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a  first 
time  and  printed  and  allowed  to  lie  upon 
the  Table  in  order  that  it  might  be 
taken  with  the  other  Bills  dealing  with 
the  subject.  That  being  so,  he  bad  no 
wish  to  oppose  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill. 

Lord  ABERDARE  said,  that  any 
opinions  of  his  noble  Friend  on  this  sub- 
ject were,  of  course,  worthy  of  attention 
and  respect,  but  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  his  recommendations  were  entirely 
opposed  to  the  views  of  the  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Commission.  His  noble 
Friend  entered  upon  the  Royal  Com- 
mission with  his  opinions  made  up,  and 
he  did  his  utmost  during  the  course  of 
a  very  long  inquiry  to  induce  his  Col- 
leagues to  adopt  them — but  at  the  end 
of  the  discussion,  in  spite  of  the  respect 
they  all  entertained  for  his  noble  Friend, 
not  one  single  Member  of  that  Com- 
mission was,  he  believed,  won  over 
to  his  side.  There  was  a  Bill  now 
before  the  House  dealing  with  a  small 
fraction  of  this  question,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  House  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  several  Bills 
together. 

Lord  NORTON  appealed  to  the 
noble  Lord,  as  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mission, to  say  whether  the  Commission 
did  not  recommend  that  these  schools,  so 
far  as  education  was  concerned,  should 
be  placed  under  the  Education  Depart- 
ment ;  that  their  separation  was  of  the 
greatest  disadvantage  to  the  teachers ; 
and  that,  at  all  events,  day  industrial 
schools  were  wrongly  placed  in  the 
Home  Department. 
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Lord  ABEEDAEE  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that  the  Oommission  recom- 
mended that  the  appointment  of  the 
masters  and  the  direction  of  the  educa- 
tion should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Education  Department,  but  not  the 
general  management. 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  that  as 
Ohairman  of  the  County  Industrial 
Schools  in  Kent,  he  should  like  to  see 
the  recommendation  of  the  Oommission 
carried  out  as  to  the  Education  Depart- 
ment being  given  the  control  of  educa- 
tion, whUe  discipline  and  general 
management  were  left  with  the  Home 
Office.  It  was  likely  that  they  would 
have  to  establish  a  sort  of  special  de- 
partment of  the  Education  Office  to  deal 
with  industrial  schools,  as  the  education 
given  there  was  of  an  inferior  kind,  the 
children  being  drawn  from  the  least 
educated  classes. 

Bill  read  1*.    (No.  194.) 

IMPERIAL  DEFENCE-ORGANIZATION 

OF  OUR  NAVAL  AND  MILITARY 
SYSTEM— POSSIBILITY  OF  INVASION. 

RESOLUTION. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS,  in  rising 
to  move — 

"  That,  having  regard  to  the  recent  state- 
ments of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander- 
in-Chief,  of  the  Adjutant  General,  and  of  high 
naval  authorities,  as  to  our  defective  armaments, 
and  having  also  regard  to  the  increased  arma- 
ments of  foreign  nations  on  sea  and  luid,  this 
House  welcomes  the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  an  increase  of  our  defensive 
means,  and  confidently  looks  to  their  forthwith 
taking  such  further  measures  as  will  give  ample 
security  to  our  Empire  and  just  confidence  to 
the  country," 

said,  pace  the  Lord  Mayor,  and — since 
he  made  that  remarkable  speech  last 
Wednesday  on  the  Channel  Tunnel — 
pace  our  late  Protean  Premier,  he  was 
not  ashamed  to  proclaim  himself  an 
alarmist,  and  to  frankly  confess  that 
he  had  been  an  alarmist  for  40  years. 
For  nearly  30  years  he  had  been  con- 
nected with  the  Volunteer  Force,  and 
what  were  the  Volunteers  if  they  were 
not  alarmists?  There  were  200,000 
of  these  serving  at  the  present  time,  and 
over  1,000,000  who  had  passed  through 
the  ranks,  and  they  had  served  because 
the  state  of  the  defences  of  this  country 
was  not  such  as  it  ought  to  be.  This 
was  because  Government  after  Govern- 
ment had  not  the  courage— and  he  did 


not  believe  would  have  the  courage — to 
enforce  the  existing  law  of  compulsory 
service  for  home  defence,  which  was  the 
existing  law  of  England  in  the  ballot 
for  the  Militia.  The  existence  of  the 
Volunteer  Force,  however,  gave  rise  to 
a  false  sense  of  security,  for  the  ineffi- 
cient organization  of  the  Volunteers 
rendered  them  a  force  which  could  not 
be  trusted  alone  with  the  defence  of  this 
country.  There  had  been  alarmists  be* 
fore  now.  The  first  alarmist  was  the 
great  captain  of  the  age,  the  Duke  of 
Wellington,  and  it  was  he  who,  in  that 
celebrated  letter  to  General  Burgoyne, 
raised  the  first  note  of  alarm.  Lord 
Palmerston  was  the  next,  and  he  raised 
£10,000,000  to  put  our  fortresses  and 
Dockyards  into  a  condition  of  safety. 
Who  were  the  alarmists  now  ?  Among 
them  there  was  the  Oommander-in- Chief 
and  the  Adjutant  General.  Becent 
speeches  delivered  by  the  Illustrious 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Cambridge)  and  the 
noble  and  gallant  Viscount  (Viscount 
Wolseley)  must  be  in  the  recollection  of 
their  Lordships.  Much  was  said  in  dis- 
paragement of  alarmists  and  scares,  but 
he  was  prepared  to  assert  that  it  was 
only  owing  to  the  scares  which  periodi- 
cally occurred  that  anything  was  really 
done  in  the  way  of  improving  our  arma- 
ments and  the  defences  of  this  country. 
The  first  scare  was,  no  doubt,  that 
caused  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington's 
letter  in  1847.  There  was  then  no 
Militia  and  no  Volunteers,  and  only  a 
very  small  Army.  In  1852  the  Militia 
Bill  was  introduced,  which  led  to  the  re- 
establishment  and  revival  of  the  Militia, 
and  this  was  undoubtedly  due  to  the 
letter  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
a  few  years  before.  In  1859  there  was 
the  Franco-Italian  War,  which  led  to 
the  establishment  of  the  Volunteers. 
In  1862  there  was  the  Trent  affair,  which 
led  to  the  inorease  of  the  Army  by 
35,000  men.  In  1870  occurred  the 
Franco-German  War,  and  as  the  possi- 
bility occurred  that  we  might  have  to 
maintain  the  integrity  of  Belgium,  the 
Government  proposed  to  Parliament  to 
inorease  the  Army  by  20,000  men, 
wherewith  to  drive  out  of  Belgium 
whichever  of  the  contending  hosts  ven- 
tured to  cross  its  frontier,  and  of  these 
20,000  it  took  six  months  to  raise  10,000. 
Following  upon  this  scare,  Mr.  Card- 
well,  in  1S71,  introduced  his  Army 
Beform  scheme,    which  was    to    have 
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put  an  end  for  ever  to  the  recurrence 
of  panicfl.  He  would  not  enter  into  a 
discussion  of  that  scheme,  and  would 
only  say  that  it  had  certainly  not  had 
this  effect.  In  1878  there  was  the 
Busso -Turkish  War,  which  led'  to  an 
increase  in  our  Army  of  50,000  men. 
In  1 882  the  war  in  Egypt  led  to  an  in- 
crease of  6,700  men  to  the  Army.  In 
1884-5  we  had  the  question  with  regard 
to  the  Sussian  frontier  of  India,  when 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  who 
brought  forward  the  Estimates,  came 
down  to  Parliament  and  asked  for 
£5,000,000  as  a  supplemental  grant 
for  the  Navy.  In  1886,  9,300  men  were 
added  to  the  Army  in  India.  He  did 
not  know  whether  it  would  be  quite 
accurate  to  say  that  there  was  a  scare 

i'ust  now.  Before  the  speeches  of  the 
llustrious  Duke,  of  the  noble  Viscount 
the  Adjutant  Qeneral,  and  of  other 
distinguished  men,  the  Government,  he 
knew,  had  been  working  to  improve  the 
military  organization,  and  had  done  a 
great  deal,  but  still  he  hoped  that  by  the 
force  of  public  opinion  they  might  be 
induced  to  do  a  great  deal  more.  Burke 
said — 

"  Early  and  provident  fear  is  the  mother  of 
safety  ;  for  in  that  state  of  thinn  the  mind  is 
firm  and  collected  and  the  judgment  unem- 
barrassed ;  but  when  fear  and  the  thing  feared 
come  on  together  and  press  upon  us  at  once, 
eren  deliberation,  which  at  other  times  saves, 
becomes  our  ruin,  because  it  delays  decision ; 
and  when  the  peril  is  instant  the  decision 
should  be  instant  too.'* 

These  words  ought  to  be  written  up 
over  the  doors  of  the  War  Office  and 
Admiralty.  The  state  of  the  Navy 
was  now  the  question  of  the  hour.  So 
many  statements  and  counter- statements 
were  made  upon  the  subject  that  it 
was  no  easy  matter  for  anyone  who 
was  not  a  naval  man  to  arrive  at  any 
very  definite  conclusions.  Ho  had, 
therefore,  taken  the  pains  to  obtain  as 
good  a  naval  opinion  as  could  be  got — 
the  opinion  of  Sir  Spencer  Hobinson, 
some  time  Oomptroller  of  the  Navy — 
and  after  submitting  that  opinion  to  other 
naval  officers  he  had  drawn  up  a  sum- 
mary of  the  views  expressed  by  them 
and  Sir  Spencer  Kobinson,  and  that 
summary  he  would  lay  before  their 
Lordships.  First  as  to  our  naval  admi- 
nistration. On  several  occasions  our 
system  of  naval  administration  had  been 
shown  to  be  a  failure.  It  was  shown  to 
be   a  failure   when   Lord  Northbrook 
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asked  for  £5,000,000  extra  in   1884-5, 
and    when   recently    £6,000,000    wen 
asked  for  to  provide  g^uns  and  ammii- 
nition  and  £4«000,000  granted.     It  was 
shown  to  be  a  failure  now  when  ships 
which  were  ready  had  to  wait  for  their 
guns  till  the  Spring  of  1889,  and  when 
guns    having    come    to     gri'i®^    afloat, 
others  were  taken  from  forts  already 
insufficiently    armed    to    supply    their 
places.     He  sincerely   hoped    that  the 
Committee  of  the  Cabinet  would  mend 
our  system  of  administration    both  in 
regard  to  the  Army  and  Narj.     Now 
he  came  to  consider  the  Fleet.     What 
was  its  duty  ?    Not  to  defend  arsenals, 
fortresses,  and  commercial  ports,  but  to 
blockade  an  enemy's  fleets,  captare  or 
sink  them  at  sea,  protect  our  oommeros, 
and    seoure  our  food    supply  in   war. 
What  were  our  means  of  fulfilling  this 
duty  as  compared  with  the  means  pos- 
sessed by  France  ?    Sir  Spencer  BoW- 
son  said — 

''Ko  blockade  will  hermetically  seal  the  poHi 
of  such  a  maritime  power  as    f*raiioe,    bat  a 
blockade  may  be  largely  effective  if  carried  oot 
by  a  superior  force.    In  addition  to  an  nnmis* 
takable  superiority  outside  there    will   be  re- 
quired   a  force  in  reserve  somewhere  in  the 
Channel  equal  to  the  blockaded  fleet  ehonld  it 
or  a  sufficient  part  of  it  get  to   sea  ;  while  to 
maintain  the  coal  and  otber  supplies  necessary 
to  the  blockaders,  their  numbers  mast   exceed 
that  of  the  blockaded  fleet — say,  by  83  per  cent, 
so  as  to  allow  for  a  certain  number  of  shipt 
replenishing  their  stores  in  turn.     To  do  thtt 
effectirely  we  should  require   nearly  the  foil 
number  we  possess  available  in  1890 — of  which 
four  or  five  will  be  on  foreign  stations,  leartn; 
none  to  watch  Russian  ports  or  in  i^aerve.    To 
accompany  the  Fleets  necessary  for  blockade 
30  or  35  cruisers  over  16  knots  wo  aid  be  re- 
quired (the  eyes  of  the  Fleet).     We  have  only 
42  or  43  in  all,  leaving  seven  to  12  cmiAers  to 
watch  the  40  French  cruisers  of  the  same  speed 
or  the  greater  number  of  them  not  with  Sdr 
own  iron-clads  in  port." 

Now,  what  was  the  comparatiFe  strength 
of  the  two  Navies  in  iron  battle  ships? 
In  1890  England  would  have  42,  Franoe 
38,  not  all  of  either  Power  being  fit  for 
all  services,  but  all  being  fit  for  defence. 
It  should  be  observed  here   that  the 
French  boilers  were  supposed  always  to 
be  in  a  better  state  than  ours.     Of  com- 
merce protecting  and  destrojing  cruiaen 
we  possessed  121,  while  the  French,  in- 
cluding gunboats,  had  126.  In  cruiaen, 
speed    was    everything  ;     therefore    it 
was  important    to   compare    the  rela- 
tive   speeds    of    the    cruisers    of    the 
two  countries.     Of  cruisers  exceeding 
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14  knots  in  speed  England  had  52, 
and,  includiDg  12  armoured  cruisers,  64. 
But  of  these  12  seven  had  their  armour 
below  water.  That  was  very  much  as  if 
a  man  were  to  order  a  chest  protector 
and  wear  it  upon  his  stomach.  In  addi- 
tion, six  cruisers  of  the  Barraeouta  class 
were  being  built  of  16  knots,  but  these 
were  practically  obsolete  ah  avo.  France 
had  63  cruisers,  including  four  armoured 
ones,  and  the  speed  of  some  of  these  was 
20  knots  and  upwards.  In  England  only 
two  had  this  speed,  but  21  more  of  22 
knots  were  being  built.  In  Erance  nine 
of  20  knots  and  upwards  were  being 
built,  and  one  of  them  would  hare  a 
speed  of  25  knots.  Of  subsidized  mer- 
chantmen, England  had  20,  of  which  two 
were  of  19  knots,  and  all  of  considerable 
coal  endurance.  From  Erance  there 
were  no  statistics  relating  to  this  class 
of  vessel.  Estimating  the  comparative 
protection  afforded  by  the  two  countries 
in  proportion  to  the  number  of  their 
merchant  steamers,  he  found  that  whereas 
the  relative  protection  afforded  by  Great 
Britain  to  her  merchant  steamers  was  as 
1  to  90,  in  France  the  protection  afforded 
was  as  1  to  10.  In  the  early  part  of  the 
century  the  protection  afforded  by  the 
navy  to  our  mercantile  marine  was  6  per 
cent ;  it  is  now  1  per  cent.  Some  people 
would  say  that  our  commerce  would 
always  be  safe  under  the  system  of  neu- 
tral flag  protection.  Not  a  veiy  noble 
way  for  the  Mistress  of  the  Seas  to 
protect  our  trade  in  war  time.  But  the 
system  must  result  in  severe  loss,  as 
was  proved  by  American  statistics.  In 
1860,  before  the  Civil  War,  the  tonnage 
cleared  in  American  ports  was  12,087,000 
in  her  own  ships^ — nearly  equal  to  our 
13,914,000  cleared  in  British  ports  from 
our  own  ships.  In  1870,  the  United 
States  tonnage  was  under  7,000,000, 
while  ours  was  over  25,000,000,  and  at 
present  the  United  States  tonnage  was 
still  lower,  while  ours  stood  at  47,000,000. 
Sir  Spencer  Eobinson  said  that  ''if  he  had 
to  fix  our  force  in  proportion  to  our  wants 
he  would  say  that  six  additional  battle- 
ships were  imperatively  required,  60 
first-class  swift  cruisers  of  22  knots,  a 
host  of  lighters,  barges,  and  vessels  to 
be  used  for  rapid  coaling,  and  an  exten- 
sion of  electric  cables  to  many  important 
points  now  without  them,  or  not  in  our 
hands."  We  further  wanted  a  definite 
policy  and  programme ;  and  as  to  this 
he  had  hope  in  the  Committee  of  the 


Cabinet.  A  question  had  arisen  as  to 
the  tonnage  required  for  the  invasion  of 
this  country.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  spoke  of  480,000  tons,  but 
there  were  experts  who  said  that  only 
150,000  or  160,000  tons  would  be  neces- 
sary ;  while  at  Havre  alone  there  were 
75,000  tons  of  shipping  and  five  miles  of 
quays.  The  Army  was  admitted  to  be 
low  in  numbers ;  the  illustrious  Duke 
wished  to  add  11,000  men,  and  others 
still  more.  Whenever  we  were  called 
upon  to  send  a  portion  of  the  Army  into 
the  field  we  had  invariably  to  call  for 
Beserves.  for  no  regiment  was  kept  up 
to  the  full  strength  with  men  of  propei 
age.  Our  Army  was  still  unarmed  with 
repeaters,  while  other  Armies  had  them ; 
and  there  were  many  other  things  that 
were  wanted.  One  great  defect  of  the 
Militia  was  that  it  was  generally  some- 
what under  its  nominal  strength,  and 
if  troops  were  called  out  the  Army 
"Militia  Heserve"  went  back  to 
the  Army.  The  idea  of  General  Peel 
in  forming  the  Militia  Heserve  was  that 
for  every  man  enrolled  in  the  Reserve 
another  should  be  put  on  the  strength 
of  the  regiment,  and  that  the  Militia 
Reserve  should  be  supernumerary.  As 
regarded  the  Yeomanry,  the  idea  was 
that  it  should  be  converted  into  Eifle 
Cavalry,  and  made  the  Cavalry  Force 
of  the  Reserve  Forces,  carrying  a  long 
rifle.  The  Volunteers  had  long  been 
without  the  organization  they  ought  to 
have,  and  there  was  no  reason  why  they 
should  not  have  had  it  any  time  during 
the  last  25  years,  or  ever  since  they 
had  a  bond  Jide  existence.  Nothing 
had  been  done ;  they  had  had  no  trans- 
port and  no  Artillery  ;  but  since  the 
present  Government  had  been  in  Office 
artillery  was  being  supplied  and  arrange- 
ments were  being  made  for  the  supply 
of  transport.  The  Government,  to  their 
credit,  had  also  brought  in  a  Defence 
Bill.  He  would  not  say  that  the  Volun- 
teers were  treated  harshly  in  the  Bill, 
but  what  they  dreaded  was  being  sent 
to  serve  a  long  way  from  their  homes. 
Explanations  had  been  given  which 
would  do  away  with  alarm,  but  it  would 
be  well  that  words  should  be  introduced 
into  the  Bill  to  provide  that,  except  in 
great  emergency,  the  service  should  bo 
so  arranged  by  a  system  of  reliefs  that 
it  should  not  press  unduly  upon  pro- 
fessional men  and  expose  those  in 
situations  to  the  loss  of  their  employ- 
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ment,  and  further,  that,  as  far  as 
practicable,  they  should  be  called  upon 
to  serve  in  their  own  localities.  He 
congratulated  the  Government  upon 
their  having  done  so  much  in  the  right 
direction.  Still  formulating  what  was 
said  by  the  ''man  in  the  street/'  he 
should  say  that  we  wanted  most  a 
small  permanent  augmentation  to  the 
Army,  say  20,000  men,  so  as  to  have  all 
our  garrisons  abroad  kept  always  at  an 
efficient  strength,  and  that  we  should 
send  no  more  boys  to  hot  countries  to 
die  like  flies.  When  the  reservoir  of 
men  at  home  ran  low  we  had  to  send 
boys  abroad  instead — an  inhuman  and 
very  costly  proceeding.  Secondly,  we 
wanted  the  stores  and  equipments  for 
two  Army  Corps  for  foreign  service  and 
for  one  corps  besides  on  a  reduced  scale 
for  home  defence.  That  was,  we  should 
have  three  Army  Corps  of  regulars  for 
home  work,  out  of  which  two  would 
always  be  available  for  foreign  service 
when  required.  These  seemed  to  be  our 
imperative  requirements  in  the  opinion 
of  those  most  competent  to  judge. 
Whatever  was  necessary  to  be  done 
ought  to  be  done  quickly,  with  the  deci- 
sion manifested  by  Lord  Palmerston 
when  he  asked  for  £10,000,000.  His 
Motion  was  not  brought  forward  in  a 
hostile  sense;  indeed,  it  was  almost  a 
Vote  of  Confidence  in  the  Government. 
It  was  certainly  not  brought  forward  in 
a  Party  sense,  for  this  question  was 
above  all  Party  considerations.  It  was 
the  most  vital  question  that  could  be  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament,  involving  the  se- 
curity of  our  Empire  and  the  defence  of 
our  homes  and  the  strength  of  England, 
which  was  in  itself  a  security  for  the  peace 
of  the  world.  In  reply  to  the  suggestion 
that  the  defence  of  the  country  had  been 
sacrificed  to  Party  interests,  the  Prime 
Minister  had  earnestly  protested  against 
the  idea  that  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  good  Budget  any  Party  would  con- 
sciously risk  the  interests  of  the  Empire. 
But  the  noble  Lord  whose  speech  was 
thus  protested  against  only  said  what 
civilians  and  military  experts  were  say- 
ing, Mr.  E.  Stanhope  and  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  were  examined  before  Sir  James 
Pitzjames  Stephen's  Commission  in 
1887.     Mr.  E.  Stanhope  said— 

"  Within  recent  years  Secretaries  of  State 
have  allowed  their  stores  to  be  reduced  to  the 
vanishing  point,  with  the  result  of  positive 
danger  to  the  country." 
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Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  described  the  way  in 
which  his  Estimates  were  dealt  with  by 
his  Cabinet.     He  said — 

"  His  Colleagues  when  he  presented  his  Eati- 
mates  said  to  him  '  You  must  take  off  half  a 
million '  and  this  was  effected  by  doing  with* 
out  guns,  reducing  the  number  of  men,  and 
diminishing  stores,  &c." 

Our  ships  were  now  waiting  for  these 
gUDS  and  our  fortresses  were  unarmed. 
Lord  Wolseley  before  the  same  Commis* 
sion  said— 

**  We  are  not  in  the  position,  military  speak- 
ing, we  ought  to  be  in,  nor  do  I  believe  we  are 
in  the  position  we  should  be  in  if  the  finglisfa 
people  were  told  the  whole  truth." 

This  scare  or  panic,  call  it  what  they 
pleased,  and  the  speeches  of  the  Illns- 
trious  Duke  and  his  noble  Friend  behind 
him  (Viscount  Wolseley)  and  other  ex- 
perts in  the  Navy  and  Army,  would  open 
the  eyes  of  the  Nation  to  the  true  state 
of  things.  He  might  define  panic  as 
the  temporary  waking  up  of  the  nation 
from  that  deep,  chronic  sleep  into  which 
it  was  thrown  and  kept  by  the  mesmeric 
passes  of  Ministerial  manipulation.  He 
ventured  to  think  that  upon  suoh  a  ques- 
tion as  this  the  opinion  of  experts  and 
of  men  belonging  to  the  professional 
classes  should  receive  attention,  and  he 
was  certain  that  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Cabinet  trusted  in  the 
patriotism  of  the  nation — of  the  nation 
as  a  whole  composed  of  all  classes — and 
not  as  narrowed  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  who 
excluded  from  the  nation  what  he  called 
society  —  professional  men  —  literature 
and  science  ;  and  so,  trusting  the  nation, 
he  hoped  he  would  show  that,  what- 
ever may  have  been  previously  the  case, 
it  should  now  be  said  that  under  his 
administration  loyalty  to  Party  Budgets 
was  little  short  of  treason  to  the  State. 
He,  therefore,  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment,  backed  by  public  opinion,  which 
he  believed  was  thoroughly  with  them, 
would  take  such  steps  as  would  once  and 
for  all  give  to  the  nation  with  regard  to 
its  armament  ample  security  for  the 
safety  of  the  country.  In  conclusion, 
he  moved  the  Eesolution  which  stood  in 
his  name. 

Moved  to  resolve, 

"  That  having  regard  to  the  recent  statementa 
of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Gommaiidtt-in- 
Chief ,  of  the  Adjutant  General,  and  of  hl^ 
naval  authorities,  as  to  our  defective  aroV 
ments,  and  having  also  regard  to  the  increase 
armaments  of  foreign  nations  on  sea  and  land 
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this  House  welcomes  the  proposals  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  an  increase  of  our 
defensive  means,  and  confidently  looks  to  their 
forthwith  taking  such  further  measures  as  will 
give  ample  security  to  our  Empire  and  just 
confidence  to  the  country."— (TAf  Barl  of 
Wemf/*s.) 

Viscount  WOLSELEY:  My  Lords. 
I  do  not  intend  to  follow  the  noble  Earl 
by  discussing  all  the  very  interesting 
topics  which  he  has  raised,  but  I  may  be 
permitted  to  make  a  few  observations 
upon  one  point  to  which  reference  has 
been  made  in  the  public  Press  of  late, 
and  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  one  of  very 
great  imx)ortance — namely,  the  liability 
of  this  country  to  invasion,  and  more 
especially  the  size  of  the  fleet  which 
would  be  necessary  to  bring  across  our 
short  Obannel  a  small  army,  which,  it 
is  believed,  could  be  landed  easily  on 
our  shores  with  the  intention  of  a  rapid 
march  on  London.  This  subject  of  in- 
vasion can  be  discussed  with  advantage 
and  without  giving  offence  to  even  the 
most  tender  susceptibility  on  the  part  of 
any  nation.  I  should  be  sorry  to  discuss 
this  subject  if  I  thought  it  would  give 
the  least  offence  to  Foreign  Powers 
with  whom  we  have  been  so  long  on  the 
most  amicable  terms.  The  reason  I 
bring  this  subject  before  your  Lordships 
is  that  on  a  recent  occasion  when  I 
spoke  in  this  House,  I  quoted  evidence 
which  I  gave  a  year  before  with  regaid 
to  what  I  believe  to  be  a  well-known 
fact,  and  one  which  has  been  brought 
forward  by  men  of  the  greatest  emi- 
nence in  this  country — namely,  that 
this  country  is  'at  all  times  liable  to 
invasion.  The  question  of  invasion 
has  been  studied  most  deeply  by  all 
the  greatest  soldiers  and  sailors  of 
the  century,  and  notably  by  the  great 
Napoleon,  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington, 
and  by  the  distinguished  Admirals  and 
Generals  who  have  succeeded  since  the 
Duke  of  Wellington's  death.  The  ques- 
tion has  been  so  frequently  considered 
that  it  would  require  courage  amount- 
ing almost  to  temerity  on  the  part  of 
anyone  to  stand  up  either  in  this 
House  or  in  any  other  public  assembly 
and  express  views  contrary  to  those 
held  by  men  of  the  eminence  of  those 
to  whom  I  have  referred.  In  the  speech 
to  which  I  referred,  it  may  be  re- 
membered that  I  mentioned  the  possi- 
bility of  100,000  men  being  landed  on 
our  shores  in  a  very  short  time  from 
across  the  Channel  for  the  purpose  of 


capturing  London.  A  short  time  after  I 
made  that  statement,  the  First  Lord  of 
Admiralty,  in  '*  another  place,"  on  the 
4  th  of  June,  made  a  statement,  I  sup- 
pose with  the  very  best  possible  inten- 
tions, which  elicited  a  good  deal  of 
criticism  in  the  Press.  The  noble  Lord 
wished  to  show  the  absurdity  of  the 
men  who  impressed  on  the  nation  the 
imminence  and  possibility  of  this  inva- 
sion, and  he  stated,  in  the  clearest  terms 
S)ssible,  as  Minister  at  the  head  of  the 
oard  of  Admiralty,  that  it  would  be 
necessary,  in  order  to  transport  this 
army,  to  have  a  navy  of  480,000  tons 
gross  burden.  This  is  a  point  to  which 
every  General  and  Admiral  has  given  a 
great  deal  of  attention,  and  I  am  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  none  have  given  it 
more  attention  than  myself.  I  can  most 
positively  assert  that  when  the  noble 
Lord  stated  that  a  Fleet  of  480,000  tons 
would  be  required,  he  exactly  multiplied 
by  three  the  amount  which  would  be 
actually  necessary  for  the  purpose  de- 
scribed, I  was  so  astonished  in  reading 
that  statement,  that  my  first  impression 
was  that  either  he  or  the  reporters  had 
made  a  mistake.  I  thought  he  meant  to 
say  180,000  tons.  I  waited  for  a  couple 
of  days  to  see  whether  a  contradiction 
would  be  made,  but  none  appeared. 
Meanwhile  the  newspapers  very  com- 
monly— especially  those  that  consider 
it  very  desirable  and  wise  to  always 
expect  fair  weather  and  to  anticipate 
no  danger — dilated  very  strongly  on  the 
absurdity  of  men  like  myself  venturing 
to  talk  of  invasion  when  no  invading 
army  could  come  unless  provided  with 
an  enormous  amount  of  tonnage.  I  then 
gave  the  most  unqualified  contradiction 
to  what  I  thought  to  be  the  most  erro- 
neous and  most  misleading  statement  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  I 
stated  that  a  fleet  of  from  150,000  to 
170,000  tons  would  be  able  to  bring 
over  an  army  of  100,000  men  intended 
for  the  capture  of  London.  I  thought 
that  that  statement  would  have  been 
generally  received,  and  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  have  consulted  his  distin- 
guished Oolleagues  and  expert  advisers 
upon  the  point.  I  knew  that  if  he  had 
done  so  he  would  have  obtained  from 
them  a  full  statement  that  he  was  en- 
tirely wrong  and  that  I  was  correct. 
Instead  of  doing  so,  within  a  very 
short  time  afterwards  he  seems,  by 
means  of  a  friendly  question  addressed 
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to  him  in  the  House  of  OommonB,  to 
have  availed  himRelf  of  his  poeition  to 
reiterate  the  fallacious  figures  he  had 
previously  given.  Nothing  is  further 
from  my  intention  than  to  impute  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  wish  to  mislead  the  Eng- 
lish people  by  false  calculations.  I  am 
quite  certain  that  nothing  is  farther  from 
his  mind.  But  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  it  was  a  very  serious  thing  if,  as  I 
believed  was  the  case,  he  made  the  state- 
ment without  having  duly  consulted  those 
provided  for  him  by  the  nation  to  advise 
him  on  these  important  points.  I  wish 
now  to  repeat  that  an  army  of  100,000 
men  intended  for  the  invasion  of  this 
country  and  the  capture  of  London  could 
be  transported  across  the  Ohannel  with 
the  greatest  possible  ease  in  a  fleet  the 
size  of  which  was  150,000  or  170,000 
gross  tonnage.  I  wish  to  emphasize 
that  statement  by  saying  that  there  is 
now,  at  this  moment  and  every  day  of 
the  year,  in  the  ports  of  France  ample 
shipping  and  tonnage  to  bring  that 
army  across  the  Ohannel.  What  is 
more — and  this  bears  very  directly  on 
the  point  of  the  possibility  of  invasion — 
remembering  that  the  permanent  peace 
establishment  of  the  French  Army  is 
nearly  500,000  men,  I  contend  that  it 
would  be  the  very  easiest  possible  opera- 
tion for  the  French  Authorities,  if  they 
wished  to  do  so,  to  collect  100,000  men, 
with  an  Artillery  consisting  of  300  guns, 
in  the  ports  bordering  on  the  Channel 
in  one  night,  without  even  informing 
the  men  who  were  to  be  embarked 
as  to  their  destination  ;  and  your  Lord- 
ships  are  well  aware  how  short  a  time  it 
would  take  to  cross  the  Ohannel.  The 
noble  Lord  who  represents  the  War 
Office,  when  he  answers  the  remarks 
made  by  the  noble  Earl  in  front  of  me, 
will,  I  hope,  afford  us  some  information 
as  to  whether  this  serious  question  has 
been  considered  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  whether  it  has  been  put  to 
the  experts  of  the  Army  and  Navy  to 
say  whether  they  think  those  statements 
that  I  have  given  as  to  the  tonnage  re- 
quired for  such  an  army  of  invasion  as 
I  have  referred  to  are  correct ;  or  whe- 
ther the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Admiralty  is  correct. 
The  question  is  too  important  not  to  re- 
ceive an  answer ;  and  I  think  it  is  due  to 
your  Lordships'  House  that  we  should 
have  a  statement  made  here  and  that  we 
should  be  told  whether  the  noble  Lord 

Viscount  Woheley 


at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  is  correct 
in  the  statement  wbicli  he  made  in 
''another  place"  or  whether  the  state- 
ment I  have  ventured  to  make  this 
evening  is  true  or  not.  My  I/ords,  I  re- 
gret very  much  to  have  had  to  make 
these  remarks  at  all,  and  I  reg;ret  still 
more  that  an  official  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  a  Oabinet  Minister  holdmg 
the  position  which  the  First  Iiord  of  the 
Admiralty  occupies,  should  on  his  own 
motion  or  initiative,  without  consulting 
the  experts  whose  place  it  is  to  adviss 
him  in  such  matters,  have  made— -al« 
though  not  willingly,  I  am  sorey  on  his 
part — a  wild  and  extravagant  and  a  mis* 
leading  statement  on  a  suhject  of  the 
most  vital  importance  to  the  conn  try. 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOB  WAR  (Lord  Karbis)  said, 
that  with  regard  to  thepoint  raised  by 
the  noble  and  gallant  Yisoounty  it  was 
one  which  had  far  better  he  dealt  with 
by  a  Oabinet  Minister ;  but  as  his  Lord* 
ship  had  put  a  direct  Question  to  them 
— namely,  whether  the  qaestion  of  the 
possibility  of  transporting  or  as  to  what 
was  necessary  for  transporting^  an  army 
of  100,000  men  from  the  Continent  to 
England  had  been  referred  to  the  MiJi* 
tary  Authorities  for  their  opinion — he 
answered  unhesitatingly  that  it  had. 

Visoouirr  WOLSELEY :  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  will  kindly  state  what  was 
the  result  of  that  inquiry  or  reference  to 
the  Military  Authorities. 

Lord  HARRIS  said,  that  that  was  a 

S dint  which  had  better  be  dealt  with  by  a 
abinet  Minister ;  it  was  not  one  with 
which  he  was  acquainted.  The  noble 
Earl  who  had  moved  that  Resolution 
was  always  prepared  cap-d-pie  on  those 
occasions  and  came  down  vnth  Horse^ 
Foot,  and  Artillery,  but  he  never  re- 
membered his  having  previously  added 
Marines  to  his  force.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, that  the  Government  had  no  reason 
to  be  dissatisfied  with  either  the  form  of 
the  Resolution,  the  quarter  from  which 
it  came,  or  the  time  at  which  it  was 
made.  He  construed  that  Resolution  as 
one  of  rational  criticism,  combined  at 
the  same  time  with  confidence  in  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government  as  re- 
garded what  they  had  done  and  also  a 
belief  that  they  would  do  their  best  in 
future  to  make  the  Army  efficient.  Now 
he  thought  they  might  hope  that  the 
first  spasm  and  premonitory  symptoms 
of  panic  had  passed  away,  and  that  they 
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now  were  all,  whether  they  were  press- 
ing for  expenditure  or  were  on  the  side 
of  the  economists,  ready  to  look  at  ques- 
tions affecting  the  protection  of  the 
country  in  the  future  in  a  calmer  frame 
of  mind.  The  noble  and  gallant  Vis- 
count had  already  in  that  House  ex- 
pressed very  much  the  same  sentiment 
of  confidence  in  the  present  Government 
as  the  noble  Earl  now  did,  and  consider- 
ing the  tone  that  had  been  assumed  in 
the  public  Press  in  respect  to  the  mili- 
tary administration  of  the  country,  he 
thought  he  was  justified  in  quoting  the 
expressions  used  some  weeks  ago  by  the 
noble  and  gallant  Viscount  in  that 
House.  The  noble  and  gallant  Viscount 
then  said — 

**  Bat  eyen  if  I  wore  (i.f.,  a  politioian),  I 
could  not  with  any  honetty  attack  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  neglecting  to  attend  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  Army  and  Navy.  From  the 
position  which  I  occupy  in  the  administration 
of  the  Army,  no  man  is  more  thoroughly  aware 
than  I  am  of  all  that  the  present  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  has  done  and  is  doiag  in  order 
to  render  the  navel  and  military  forces  of  the 
Crown  efficient  in  every  way  and  worthy  of  the 
nation."— (3  Hansard,  [326J  94.) 

And  again — 

"  I  know  how  sincerely  and  deeply  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  desires  to  make  the  Army 
efficient.  I  have  already  aUuded  to  what  he 
has  done  in  the  short  time  he  has  been  in  office 
to  improve  not  only  the  efficiency  and  organi- 
zation, but  also  the  discipline  of  the  MiUtary 
Forces."— (/Wd.  97.) 

And  again — 

"  Since  Lord  Card  well  introduced  the  gpreat 
reform  of  the  Army,  and  changed  the  basis  of 
our  military  organization,  no  Administration 
has  done  so  much  as  the  present  Administra- 
tion for  the  Army,  or  has  introduced  so  many 
beneficial  changes  in  the  short  time  they  have 
been  in  power.* —(/Awf.  96.) 

The  noble  Earl  had  opened  his  speech 
by  confessing  that  he  had  been  an 
alarmist.  Now,  he  trusted  that  he  should 
not  be  accused  of  official  optimism. 
He  thought  there  was  a  happy  mean 
between  the  two,  and  that  the  Oover- 
ment  were  justified  in  resisting  unrea- 
soning pressure  for  extravagant  and 
ill-considered  expenditure,  with  the 
right  object  of  taking  care  that  what 
money  was  voted  should  be  properly 
spent.  Money  voted  in  a  hurry  was 
usually  spent  in  a  hurry,  and  in  all 
probability  those  who  so  spent  it  would 
have  to  repent  at  considerable  leisure. 
Xhe  noble  Earl  had  acknowledged  that 
one  step  taken  b^  the  Goy^rument  was 


not  the  result  of  what  he  had  called  the 
panic  of  the  other  day.  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  had  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment at  the  commencement  of  the  year 
a  Memorandum  in  which  he  clearly 
pointed  out  that  during  last  year  a  Com- 
mittee  had  been  sitting  which  took  into 
careful  consideration  what  was  necessary 
to  complete  at  once  the  armament  and 
the  works  of  our  coaling  stations,  also 
what  was  necessary  for  the  works  and 
armaments  of  our  Imperial  ports,  and 
what  the  Committee  thought  it  was  ad- 
visable should  be  spent  on  our  com- 
mercial harbours.  That  Memorandum 
went  into  detailed  statement,  and  said 
clearly  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  ask  for  a  considerable 
sum  outside  the  Estimates  and  for  a  loan 
in  order  that  those  works  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with  as  soon  as  possible.  That 
document  was  laid  before  their  Lord- 
ships and  the  other  House  certainly  two 
mouths  ago  or  more,  and  many  of  the 
articles  recently  published  in  the  Press 
read  as  if  no  idea  of  that  Memorandum 
had  been  before  the  writers  at  the  time 
they  wrote.  The  sum  for  which  the 
Government  had  asked  under  the  Im« 
perial  Defence  Bill  was  no  small  one — 
it  was  £2,600,000.  The  Secretary  of 
State  in  his  Memorandum  did  not  pre- 
tend that  that  was  all  that  was  neces- 
sary. He  acknowledged  that  it  was  not, 
but  said  distinctly  that  he  asked  for  that 
sum  because  from  the  opinions  of  his 
expert  advisers  and  of  those  who  ap- 
peared before  the  Committee  last  year, 
he  believed  that  was  as  much  as  could 
be  spent  within  the  time.  That,  he 
hoped,  was  a  well-considered  scheme  of 
expenditure,  not  a  hasty  and  extrava- 
gant one.  And,  if  he  might  say  so  with 
deference  to  the  noble  and  gallant  Vis- 
count, he  would  observe  that  when  he 
made  his  speech  in  the  House,  in  which 
he  did  ample  justice  to  the  Government, 
he  thought  that  justice  was  done  some- 
what tardily,  and  the  noble  and  gallant 
Yisoount  had  until  then  omitted  in  his 
speeches  in  different  parts  of  the  country 
to  notice  that  the  Government  were  asking 
from  the  nation  very  large  sums  to  com- 
plete its  defences.  The  noble  Elarl  had 
alluded  to  the  question  of  guns  having 
been  removed  from  men-of-war  owing  to 
the  necessity  of  relining  or  owing  to 
some  failure  of  the  lining  and  to  their 
having  been  replaced  through  the  land 
servige,      Tbftt  had  been  done  to  his 
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knowledge  in  two  recent  cases.  He  did 
not  attempt  to  defend  it,  but  he  had 
only  to  say  that  in  both  of  those  oases 
the  guns  were  taken  from  the  second 
land  line  of  defence,  and  that  it  had 
been  the  invariable  policy  of  the  War 
Office  to  give  way  in  everything  to  the 
Navy,  recognizing  to  the  full  that  it  was 
the  first  line.  Then  the  question  arose, 
what  was  the  condition  of  this  country 
at  present  with  respect  to  the  provision 
of  armament  ?  That  undoubtedly  w^s  a 
most  important  question,  touching,  as  it 
did,  both  Services.  Undoubtedly  there 
had  been  recent  failures  in  guns,  which 
had  been  brought  before  Sir  James  Fitz- 
James  Stephen's  Commission  and  had 
been  reported  in  the  newspapers,  and 
that  might  lead  those  who  studied  the 
question  to  have  very  grave  fear  whe- 
ther this  country  would  be  able  to  keep 
up  its  title  to  be  a  great  manufacturing 
country.  Many  of  the  statements  on  the 
subject,  however,  had  been  greatly 
exaggerated.  If  a  crack  was  reported 
in  the  lining  of  a  gun,  it  did  not 
necessarily  follow  that  if  the  ship  were 
on  service  the  particular  gun  would  be- 
come inefficient.  It  was  a  fact  that 
many  rounds  had  been  fired  from  guns 
after  the  lining  had  been  cracked,  and 
that  the  shooting  of  the  guns  had  not 
been  spoilt.  But  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary that  the  manufacturers  of  this 
country  should,  by  study  and  experi- 
ment, produce  guns  as  little  liable  to 
those  accidents  as  possible.  He  doubted, 
however,  if  they  could  evolve,  without 
experience,  any  better  system  than  at 
present  existed  in  this  country  for  study- 
ing the  science  of  gun-making.  They 
had  on  the  Ordnance  Committee  now 
sitting  not  only  two  officers  of  the  Navy 
and  a  distinguished  engineer,  but  within 
the  last  five  years  what  were  called  spe- 
cially associated  members  had  been 
added — a  member  from  the  Armstrong 
firm,  a  member  from  the  Whit  worth 
firm.  General  Maitland,  the  head  of  the 
Ordnance  Factory,  and  Lord  Armstrong 
himself.  They  sat  first  of  all  on  the 
question  of  ordnance  construction  in 
1883 ;  they  were  called  together  after 
the  failure  of  the  Collingwood  guns  in 
1885 ;  and  they  were  now  sitting  on  two 
important  questions  connected  with  the 
rifling  and  lining  of  guns.  The  Govern- 
ment were  occasionally  pressed  from 
outside  that  if  they  could  not  get  good 
enough  guns  in  this  country  they  should 
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go  abroad.   But  what  security  was  there 
that  the  Krupp  guns  would  be  better 
than  our  own,  or  would   be     supplied 
more  quickly?     That    was   a    question 
which  had  been  looked  into  at  the  War 
Office,  and  it  was  his  decided  opinion 
that  if  you  went  abroad  you  would  not  get 
guns  any  quicker  or  any  better.     From 
the  evidence  taken  by  Sir  James  Fitz- 
james  Stephen's  Commission  there  was 
no  doubt  that  there  had  been  failures  in 
Krupp  guns  as  well  as  in  ours  ;  but  in 
the  case  of  foreign  nations  there  was 
not  the  same  publicity   given   to  such 
matters  as  in  this  country.      He  wished 
their  Lordships  distinctly  to  understand 
that  the  Military  Authorities — those  in 
a  political  position — had  recog^nized  as 
clearly  as  possible  the  absolute  necessity 
of  advancing  as  rapidly  as  possible  in 
the  manufacture  of  perfect  guns,    and 
they  believed  they  were  doing  what  was 
best     for    the    country    and     for     the 
efficiency  of  the  two  Services    at    this 
moment.     The  noble  Earl  alluded  to  the 
fact  that  in  every  regiment  of  the  Ist 
and  2nd  Army  Corps  there  was  a  cer- 
tain number  of  young  recruits,   and  if 
the  regiments  were  sent  on  foreign  ser- 
vice those  young  recruits  would  have  to 
go  out  or  to  be  replaced  by  older  men 
from  other  regiments.     As  long  as  we 
kept  up  our  present  system  of  recruiting, 
we  must  have  a  number  of  men  under 
age  whom  we  should  not  wish  to  send  to 
India.     But  if  you  wished  to  send  on 
foreign  service  only  those  who  were  not 
above  20  years  you  would  have  to  in- 
crease your  Army.     That  was  a  ques- 
tion which  it  was  not  possible  for  him  to 
discuss.     It  was  only  those  in  the  posi- 
tion of  Cabinet  Ministers  who  could  con- 
sider the  whole  matter  from  the   finan- 
cial  and   other  points    of   view.     You 
could  not  separate  responsibility  for  the 
size  of  the  Army  and  the  effi.cienoy  of 
your  military  arrangements  from  finan- 
cial responsibility.     The  Cabinet    had 
most  distinct  responsibility  to  the  nation, 
and  it  would  be  impossible  to  withdraw 
that  responsibility  or  any  other  respon- 
sibility which  rested  on  it.     The  noble 
Earl  referred  to  the  fact  that  we  had 
not  a  magazine  rifle  at  present  in  the 
British  Army.     Now  he  was  under  the 
impression  that  there  was  no  Army  on 
the  Continent  completely  armed   with 
the  magazine  rifle. 

The    Earl    of    WEMYSS;     Con^- 
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Lord  HA.ERIS  said,  he  believed  there 
was  one  Aimy  with  a  good  number  of 
those  rifles;  but  he  had  it  on  the  au- 
thority of  a  gentleman  recently  on  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa  that  he  had  an 
opportunity  of  trying  the  Martini-Henry 
carbine  against  the  repeating  carbine, 
and  the  Martini- Henry  beat  it  in  every 
respect.  In  the  matter  of  rifles,  he 
trusted  the  country  would  not  press  the 
Government.  It  was  said,  no  doubt, 
that  they  had  been  studying  this  matter 
a  great  number  of  years,  but  that  was 
not  actually  the  case.  It  was  only  in 
the  summer  of  last  year  that  the  calibre 
of  the  rifle  was  adopted.  That  was  an 
important  change,  and  it  resulted  that 
they  had  not  been  able  to  perfect 
the  magazine  rifle,  which  was  now  about 
to  be  tried,  in  all  respects,  as  quickly 
as  they  originally  supposed.  He  did  not 
believe  we  had  lost  anything  by  that. 
They  had  gained,  as  other  nations  had 
bought  a  dear  experience  owing  to  being 
in  a  hurry.  He  was  happy  to  be  able 
to  say  that  rifles  for  trial  had  now  been 
issued  to  troops  in  England ;  soma  were 
being  sent  to  Egypt  this  week,  and  he 
hoped  a  further  assignment  would  be 
sent  to  India  and  to  Halifax  next  week. 
Their  Lordships  must  remember  that 
the  British  Army  had  to  fight  in  every 
climate  in  the  world,  and  that  every  arm 
and  every  kind  of  ammunition  must  be 
tried  in  every  climate,  and  that  it  re- 
quired time  for  proof.  The  noble 
Earl  referred  to  the  Militia  Reserve. 
At  the  time  when  the  Militia  Ee- 
serve  was  started,  it  appeared,  from 
the  noble  Lord's  own  speech,  that  the 
country  had  not  that  magnificent  force 
of  Volunteers  which  it  had  now.  That 
must  distinctly  affect  the  question  of  our 
Home  Army ;  and  in  the  presence  of  the 
Military  Authorities  he  challenged  the 
assertion  that  the  Militia  Beserve  would 
be  withdrawn  from  the  Militia  if  an 
attempt  at  invasion  was  made.  Under 
those  circumstances  he  believed  the 
Militia  Reserve  would  stay  with  their 
Battalions.  At  this  moment  we  were 
not  able  to  recruit  the  Militia  up  to 
its  full  strength,  and,  therefore,  the 
idea  that  for  every  Militiaman  who 
joined  the  Reserve  an  additional  man 
should  be  added  to  the  Militia  would  be 
difficult  to  carry  out.  Owing  to  the 
greater  demand  in  the  labour  market  or 
to  the  greater  attraction  of  the  Volun- 
teers, they  had  not  be^n  90  suocQssfi^l  in 


getting  men  for  the  Militia  last  year  as 
in  the  two  or  three  preceding  years. 
Personally,  he  was  entirely  with  the 
noble  Earl  in  his  view  that  the  Yeo- 
manry should  become  mounted  rifles, 
but  that  was  a  change  which  required 
trial.  If  the  regiments  expressed  a 
desire  to  try  a  long  rifle,  no  objections 
would  be  taken  to  such  a  course  at  head- 
quarters. The  noble  Earl  said  that  the 
Volunteers  had  no  organization  and  no 
artillery.  In  the  last  two  years,  however, 
the  Government  had  done  everything  in 
their  power  to  improve  the  organization 
of  the  Volunteers  and  to  supply  them 
with  artillery.  The  whole  of  the  84 
guns  promised  to  the  Volunteer  Corps 
had  been  issued  and  were  now  in  their 
possession  ;  and  with  regard  to  16  and 
20-pounders  the  Department  was  now 
in  communication  with  officers  of  the 
artillery  Corps  as  to  their  willingness  to 
accept  them,  but  those  officers  had  to 
look  for  a  place  to  store  them  in.  The 
noble  Earl  referred  at  some  length  to  * 
the  Defence  Bill.  About  that  he  would 
say  nothing,  as  it  was  now  before  the 
other  House,  and  when  it  came  up  to 
their  Lordships'  House  the  noble  Earl 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  moving 
any  Amendment  he  thought  proper. 
The  noble  Earl  also  brought  forward  his 
old  friend,  ''the  man  in  the  street."  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  noble  Earl 
expected  the  Government  to  accept  the 
figures  as  really  reliable.  The  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  satisfied  with  the 
expression  of  opinion  of  ''the  man  in 
the  street ;  "  but,  as  they  had  done  in 
the  case  of  the  armaments  and  the  works 
for  our  coaling  stations  and  for  the 
Imperial  ports  and  commercial  har- 
bours, they  would  insist  upon  a  careful 
examination  of  the  figures,  so  that  when 
they  put  their  figures  before  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  country  they  could 
say  that  they  had  carefully  looked  into 
them  and  could  guarantee  their  acou* 
racy.  The  present  Government  had 
done  their  best  to  make  some  changes 
which  would  benefit  the  Army,  and  he 
had  brought  forward  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Viscount's  evidence  of  that  fact. 
They  had  been  working  under  an  ab- 
normal pressure.  There  had  been  sitting 
Sir  James  Fitzjames  Stephen's  Commis- 
sion, the  Estimates  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  Sir  Matthew  White 
Ridley's  Commission  on  the  Civil  Ser- 
vices^ an4  the  Oomn^ittee  on  the  ques* 
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tion  of  the  Defence  of  Imperial  Ports  and 
Coaling  Stations.  There  had  also  been 
tremendous  pressure  put  on  the  War 
Office  in  elaborating  the  mobilization 
scheme.  In  all  these  circumstances,  he 
thought  it  would  have  been  excusable 
if  the  Government  had  been  unable  to 
take  up  any  great  changes  as  regarded 
the  Army.  As  regarded  the  Volunteers 
and  Auxiliary  forces,  they  had  been 
enabled  to  introduce  beneficial  changes, 
and  as  regarded  the  organization 
of  the  Services,  although  it  could  not  be 
laid  down  as  a  matter  of  fact  that 
the  changes  they  had  introduced  were 
beneficial,  at  least  they  could  say  that 
they  believed  them  to  be  so.  It  was 
impossible  to  say  in  the  moment  whe- 
ther a  change  in  organization  would  in 
the  course  of  six  or  seven  years  prove 
to  be  beneficial.  It  must,  however,  be 
acknowledged  that  the  principle  the 
present  Government  had  introduced, 
that  weapons,  stores,  and  equipments 
for  the  Army  should  be  examined, 
proved,  and  tested  in  a  department  dif- 
ferent from  that  which  purchased  or 
supplied  them,  was  a  right  principle.  As 
regarded  the  changes  at  the  War  Office 
and  in  the  Army,  the  Government  were 
entirely  responsible,  and  they  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  changes  introduced  in 
consequence  of  the  inquiry  into  the 
system  in  vogue  at  the  War  Office,  and 
he  believed  they  had  no  reason  to  fear 
what  the  finding  would  be  whenever  a 
verdict  was  passed  upon  them. 

Thi  Duke  of  GAMBEIDGE:  My 
Lords,  although  I  am  in  no  way  person- 
ally responsible  in  the  matter  now  before 
your  Lordships,  yet  as  I  g^ve  evidence 
Defore  a  Committee,  and  as  I  feel  that 
a  certain  amount  of  responsibility  rests 
upon  my  shoulders,  I  hope  in  theae  cir- 
cumstances your  Ijordships  will  allow 
me  to  offer  a  few  words  on  the  question 
before  the  House.  My  noble  Friend 
who  brought  forward  the  Motion  has 
named  me  in  that  Motion,  and  rather 
implied  that  a  scare  was  produced  by 
what  I  said  and  by  what  the  noble  and 

fallant  Viscount  behind  me  has  said, 
can  assure  your  Lordships  that  I  had 
not  the  slightest  intention  m  anything  I 
have  said  of  producing  a  scare,  because 
I  consider  scares  to  be  the  most  dan- 
gerous and  objectionable  things  that  can 
possibly  be  imagined.  The  whole  sub- 
ject arose  in  this  way.  I  was  called 
before  a  Committee  of  the  other  House 
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to  answer  certain  queationa  vef ening  to 
the  Army,  and,  of  course,  I   answered 
those  questions  to  the  best  of  my  ability 
and  conscience.     I  did  not  frame  those 
questions;   they  were    framed    by  the 
Members  who  sat   around.     Mj  busi- 
ness was  to  answer  them.    Among  other 
questions  I  was  asked  whether  I  con- 
sidered that  at  the  present  mom.ent  the 
Army  was  in  such  a  condition  that  a 
certain  proportion  of  one  Army  Corps 
could  be  immediately  withdrawn  from 
Aldershot  or  elsewhere  and  embarked  for 
foreign  service  ?  My  answer  was,  "  No." 
**What  do  you  want?"     was   one  of 
the  questions.    I  said  that   I    believed 
that  about  11,000  additional  men  would, 
upon  our  present  system,  carry  out  the 
object    the   question    implied.     I   was 
asked  what  I  meant.     My  meaning  was 
exactly  what  has   been   stated  in  this 
debate — that  under  the  present  eondi- 
tion  of  enlistment  and  service,  you  are 
obliged  to  engage  a  very  large  propor- 
tion of  very  young  men;  and  that,  as 
there  had  been  laid  down  a  rale  as  re- 
gards hard  foreign  servioe  in  the  field, 
that  a  man  under  20  years  of  age  ought 
not  to  be  employed,  if  you  have  a  large 
body  of  recruits  in  every  regiment,  un- 
less you  have  some  means  of  leaving  a 
portion  of  them  behind,  you  cannot  em- 
bark the  number  of  men  yon  want.    The 
1 1,000  men  to  whichi  alluded  waa  simply 
to  give  a  margin,  so  as  to  leave  behind, 
not  useless  men,  but  men  who  for  the 
moment  cannot  be  made  available,  and 
by  that  means  to  fill  up  what  I  consider 
the  vacancies  created  by  the   system. 
That  is  the  meaning  of    what  I  said 
about  the*  11,000  men.     I  hope,  how- 
ever, it  will  not  be  understood  that  those 
are  my  views  as  to  all  that  is  wanted. 
I  believe  that  more  is  wanted ;  but  that 
was    the    ground  on  whieh   theee   re- 
marks have  been  made.     No  doubt,  the 
subject  has  been  very  largely  ventilated ; 
and  I  then  ventured  to  think,  and  I 
think  so  still,  that  it  is  very  desirable 
that    the    country    should    understand 
exactly  the    position    in   which    it    is 
placed  with  regard  to  these  questions. 
Hitherto  the  country  has  been  asleep. 
I  do  not  think  the  subject  has  hitherto 
attracted  the  attention  of  the  people, 
and  I  believe  that  the  cause  ol  that  nas 
been  that  there  has  always  been  a  great 
difficulty  connected  with  it — namely,  the 
financial  difficulty.    But  now  it  has  been 
brought  prominently  before  the  eoontry, 
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and,  that  being  so,  I  consider,  without 
reference  to  any  attack  upon  the  present 
or  any  other  Government,  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  any  man  who  is  in  a  position 
to  know  how  the  matter  stands  and 
what  ought  to  be  done  to  state  frankly 
what  he  thinks ;  and  if  he  does  not  do 
so,  I  do  not  think  he  is  doing  his  duty  to 
himself,  and  much  less  so  to  his  country 
or  his  Sovereign.  There  has,  my  Lords, 
been  some  talk  about  danger,  and  it  is 
said  that  I  used  that  word.  I  did  use 
the  word  **  danger,"  I  believe ;  but  I  did 
not  use  it  in  the  way  which  has  been 
implied.  The  word  *'  danger  "  can  be 
taken  in  two  senses.  There  is,  first,  im- 
minent danger.  There  is,  I  believe,  no 
imminent  danger,  and  I  do  not  consider 
there  is  any  danger  in  that  sense.  But 
there  is  danger  in  this  sense — that  the 
country  ought  to  be  efficiently  protected, 
and  in  a  condition  to  hold  its  own  with 
reference  to  other  nations.  In  that  re- 
spect, in  my  humble  opinion,  there  is 
decidedly  danger  unless  you  have  your 
Services  in  a  condition  to  be  able  to 
perform  the  duties  which  may  be  re- 
quired of  them.  I  believe  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government  have  done  every- 
thing they  could  to  accomplish  that 
object.  It  cannot  be  done  in  so  many 
days,  or  perhaps  in  so  many  years; 
but  the  object  to  be  attained  is  to 
ascertain  what  is  really  wanted.  We 
have  never  fully  ascertained  that.  We 
have  lived  from  hand  to  mouth,  and  if 
danger  arises  everybody  immediately 
cries  out  for  the  Services  to  be  prepared 
for  anything  that  can  be  required.  Some- 
times it  is  a  small  scare,  sometimes  a 
very  considerable  one ;  and  the  result  is 
that  we  are  never  really  prepared  either 
for  a  small  or  a  considerable  one.  Now, 
I  think  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ought  to  lay  down  absolutely  what  they 
consider  to  be  the  object  and  duty  both 
of  the  Navy  and  the  Army — and  not 
only  that,  but  also  the  relative  duty  of 
each ;  because  there  is  a  great  deal  in 
the  connection  between  the  Army  and 
the  Navy.  The  Navy  is,  of  course,  the 
first  line  of  defence ;  but  the  Navy  re- 
quires the  assistance  of  the  Army,  and 
unless  the  Army  is  in  a  position  to 
assist  the  Navy,  we  cannot  expect  to 
hold  our  own  with  other  countries.  I 
am  told  that  this  country  is  not  a  mili- 
tary one,  and  that  it  does  not  want  to 
vie  with  other  nations  in  that  respect. 
I  entirely  agree ;  but  what  is  the  real 


condition  of  things  ?  Every  other  Euro- 
pean country  at  this  present  time  has 
been  arming  to  the  teeth;  and  what 
have  we  done  ?  Comparatively  nothing, 
f  The  Marquess  of  Salisbuby  dissented.] 
I  see  my  noble  Friend  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter shakes  his  head ;  but  for  the  last  few 
years  we  have  certainly  not  done  what 
we  ought  to  have  done  relatively  to 
what  other  countries  have  done.  If  we 
are  not  in  as  good  a  position,  relatively, 
to  what  they  are,  we  must  be  in  a  dis- 
advantageous position  ;  and  all  that  we 
have  asked  for,  and  all  that  we  have 
put  forward,  all  that  I  personally  have 
put  forward,  whether  in  public  or  pri- 
vate, has  always  been  this  —  that  we 
should  relatively  hold  the  same  position 
to  other  countries  now  as  was  the  case 
before  these  vast  armaments  were  intro- 
duced.  I,  for  one,  deplore  these  arma- 
ments. I  think  it  is  a  most  unhappy 
thing  for  the  world,  and  I  wish  it  did 
not  take  place.  But  it  is  not  for  me  to 
say  whether  these  armaments  are  neces- 
sary or  not,  however  much  I  regret  to 
see  them.  Every  country  judges  for 
itself,  and  we  must  judge  for  ourselves 
relatively  to  what  other  countries  do. 
I  believe  that  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government  have  done  an  immense  deal 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  country ; 
but  I  do  not  think  the  subject  has  ever 
been  treated  in  former  years  in  that 
spirit,  and  the  result  is  that  we  have 
bad  this  scare.  I  believe  that  if  we 
have  our  Services  in  such  a  condition— « 
not  extravagant,  by  any  means — that 
they  can  really  carry  out  whatever  is 
really  laid  down  as  the  principle  on 
which  every  Government  should  act,  we 
should  be  in  a  much  better  position  than 
we  are  now.  When  he  dissented  from 
what  I  said,  the  noble  Marquess  seemed 
to  overlook  the  fact  that  in  many  re- 
spects changes  have  taken  place.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  arming  of  the  coaling 
stations.  That  is  a  question  which  was 
never  thought  of  until  within  the  last 
year  or  two.  If  you  have  coaling  sta- 
tions, which  are  necessary,  they  must 
entail  an  additional  number  of  men, 
because  the  Fleet  could  not  take  charge 
of  them  alone.  There  must  be  troops 
to  defend  them,  and  without  troops  they 
would  be  worse  than  useless.  At  the 
same  time,  what  I  would  like  to  see, 
and  what  every  soldier  would  like  to 
see,  is  that  some  fixed  principle  should 
be  laid  down  which  would  define  bet^|^ 
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than  has  hitherto  been  the  case  the 
relative  duty  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy, 
and  also  the  relative  requirements  as  to 
the  strength  of  the  two  Services.  That 
would  be  an  immense  point,  and  I  am 
rejoiced  that  we  have  a  Cabinet  Com- 
mittee sitting  on  the  matter ;  for  I  can- 
not but  think  that  that  Committee  will 
produce  some  good  result  in  that  direc- 
tion. If  something  sudden  comes  upon 
usy  you  may  depend  upon  it  you  have  not 
got  the  Services  in  that  position  that  you 
would  wish  and  that  the  country  requires. 
I  am  most  anxious  to  assure  your  Lord- 
ships that  I  have  no  desire  to  see  any 
extravagance  in  the  Army.  My  object 
has  been  to  let  the  Government  feel  I 
am  supporting  them  to  the  best  of  my 
ability ;  and  in  making  these  observa- 
tions I  have  endeavoured  to  support 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  right  thing  in 
the  interests  of  the  State.  I  hope  that 
this  explanation  will  be  satisfactory  to 
your  Lordships,  and  will  show  that 
what  I  have  said  on  the  subject  has 
certainly  not  been  with  the  object  of 
producing  a  scare,  but  merely  to  make 
the  country  feel  what  was  required  to  be 
done. 

The  Earl  of  NORTKBBOOK  said, 
he  agreed  with  the  illustrious  Duke  as 
to  the  inadvisability  of  sending  young 
soldiers  under  20  years  of  age  out  to 
India  to  reinforce  regiments.    It  might 
have  been  better,  in  the  interest  of  the 
Army  in  India  and  also  at  home,  if  the 
increase  in  the  number  of  the  British 
troops  in  India  which  was  made  a  few 
years  ago  had  not  been  made,  for  it 
would  be  preferable  to  have  the  Beserve 
at  home  rather  than  in  India,  where  it 
was  exposed  to  a  worse  climate,  and 
where  its  maintenance  was  also  more 
costly.     He  had,  however,  risen  to  make 
a  few  observations  on  account  of  the 
references  that  had  been  made  to  the 
strength  of  the  Navy.     He  could  not 
accept  some  of  the  figures  that  had  been 
used  by  the  noble  Earl  who  introduced 
this  Motion ;  and  as  the  present  strenfi^h 
of  the  Navy  was  due,  not  to  the  action 
of    the    present  Board    of  Admiralty, 
but  rather  to    the  action   of   previous 
Boards,   he    felt    bound  to    point    out 
the  inaccuracy    into    which  the  noble 
Earl     had    been    led.       The     figures 
quoted  by  the  noble  Earl  had  been  sup- 
plied to  him  by  Sir  Spencer  Hobinson 
and  others ;  but  he  (the  Earl  of  North- 
brook)  ventured  to  think  that  the  state- 
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ments  of    responsible    experts  cm  tfas 
question  of  the  relative  oondition  of  the 
British  and  other  Navies  were  of  more 
value  than  those  of  experts  who  had  no 
responsibility,    such     as     Sir    Spencer 
Bobinson.     The  noble  £arl  had  stated 
that  from  the  figures  submitted  to  him 
he  was  in  a  position  to  state  that  in  1890 
the  number  of  battle  ships  would  be 
English  42,  French  39,  giving  us  a  pre- 
ponderance of  only  three.    These  figures 
gave  a  very  erroneous  impression.    In 
1884,  when  at  the  Admirsdty,  he  had  a 
careful  examination  made   as  to  the  re- 
spective strength  of   the    £nglish  sad 
French  Navies.  The  Naval  Members  of 
the  Board  went  carefully  into  the  matter, 
and  iupon  their  authority  he  in  that  year 
was  able  to  inform  the  House  that  the 
number   of    armour-plated    ships    was 
English  46,  French  31 .     From  that  time 
to  the  present  we  had   been   building 
armour-plated  ships  at  twice  the  rate  of 
the  French.     Upon  the  authority  of  the 
present  Senior  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Sir 
Arthur  Hood,  who  was  an  expert  wiA 
responsibility,  he  was  able  to  state  that 
the  number  of  such  ships  added  to  the 
two  Navies  by  1890   would  be,   since 
1884,   English    22,  French    10.      The 
figures,  therefore,  stood  as  follows  with 
regard  to  armour-plated    ships   of  all 
classes.     In  1884,  English  46,  French 
31 ;  in  June,  1888,  English  54,    Fieoch 
35;    in  1890,  English  68,   French  41. 
His  noble  Friend  would  see  that  these 
figures,  given  by  a  responsible  expert, 
Sir  Arthur  Hood,  entirely  differed  £roai 
the  figures  given  to  him  by  Sir  Spencer 
Bobinson.    He  was  corroborated  in  these 
figures  by  the  authority  of  a  noble  and 
gallant  Friend,  Lord  Oharles  Beresfordf 
who,  he  regretted,  had  left  the  Admi* 
ralty,  and  who  could  not  be  reg^arded  as 
a  particularly  favourable  critic  of  the 
present  Board  of  Admiralty.     Speaking 
to  his  constituents  in  November  last. 
Lord  Charles  Beresford  said  that  in  1 890 
we  should  have  38  ships  of  the  first-class 
against  31  of  two  combined  Powers,  of 
which  France  was  one.      In   1879  the 
present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  who 
was  then  at  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
added  to  the  number  of  ships  laid  down, 
but  fortunately  did  nothing  of  the  kind 
recommended     now    by    Sir     Spencer 
Bobinson.     If  the  right  hon.  Qenueman 
had  decided  to  build  60  ships  all  at  once 
they  would  have  been  obsolete  by  this 
timQ.    But  the  ri^ht  hon.  G^ntlemaZ^ 
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began  to  make  good  the  want  that 
existed,  and  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
over  whioh  he  himself  presided  followed 
in  the  same  direction,  with  the  result 
that  in  the  years  beginning  with  1880 
twioe  as  many  ships  of  the  first-class 
were  being  built  in  England  as  in 
France.  The  public  failing  to  under- 
stand what  was  going  on,  there  was  a 
scare  in  the  Autumn  of  1884,  and  Mr. 
Gladstone's  Government,  thinking  it 
right  to  take  advantage  of  the  oppor- 
tunity thus  afforded,  proposed  an  addi- 
tion of  £3,000,000  to  the  Shipbuilding 
Estimates  of  the  Navy.  The  result  had 
been  most  satisfactory,  and  at  no  time 
since  the  introduction  of  the  screw  in 
ships  of  war  and  of  armoured  plate  had 
the  Navy  of  this  country  been  in  a 
superior  position  than  it  was  in  now  as 
compared  with  foreign  nations.  In  fact, 
it  had  never  been  in  so  good  a  state. 
The  noble  Earl  on  the  (>08S  Benches 
(the  Earl  of  Wemyss)  had  especially 
referred  to  fast  cruisers,  and  stated  that 
the  French  possessed  63  vessels  of  this 
class,  many  of  them  over  20 -knot  speed. 

Thb  Eabl  or  WEMYSS :  Some  26- 
knot. 

Thb  Earl  of  NOETHBROOK  said, 
he  thought  there  must  be  some  error  on 
the  part  of  the  noble  Ekirl ;  he  knew  of 
no  such  fast-going  cruisers  in  the  French 
or  any  other  Navy,  and  when  he  was  at 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  the  French  had 
none,  and  had  none  buildiug.  The  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  two  Navies,  as  far 
as  these  cruisers  were  concerned,  was 
this  on  the  authority  of  Sir  Arthur  Hood 
— we  had  21  unarmoured  cruisers  of 
16  knots  and  upwards,  while  the  French 
only  possessed  six  cruisers  of  that  great 
speed.  Our  superiority,  therefore,  over 
the  French  in  unarmoured  cruisers  of 
high  speed  was  very  considerable  indeed. 
It  was  true  that  in  the  last  year  or  two 
the  French  had  begun  to  build  a  sub- 
stantial number  of  fast  cruisers ;  but  he 
believed^the  present  Board  of  Admiralty 
were  taking  the  wise  and  proper  steps 
to  meet  that  increase  by  a  relative 
increase  on  our  side.  The  Admiralty  had 
begun  to  build  a  large  number  of  these 
vessels,  of  which  no  less  than  five  would, 
he  understood,  have  a  speed  of  20  knots. 
Eighteen  or  20  were  being  built  which 
would  have  a  speed  of  more  than  16 
knots.  He  dissented  altogether  from 
the  view  of  the  irresponsible  expert 
^uotad    b^    the    Doble  Earl    that   we 


ought  to  build  60  fast  cruisers  and 
four  more  line-of-battle  ships.  Our 
number  of  battle  ships,  as  compared 
with  the  French,  was  sufficient  for  the 

E resent ;  and  it  would,  in  his  opinion, 
e  an  unwise  and  extravagant  policy 
to  build  at  once  an  enormous  num- 
ber of  ships  of  any  class.  The  cost  of 
Sir  Spencer  Hobinson's  scheme  would 
be  no  less  than  £12,000,000.  Those 
who  wished  to  precipitate  the  country 
into  such  expenditure  would  do  well  to 
recollect  what  occurred  in  1859.  The 
question  was  then  raised  whether  we 
had  as  many  screw  line-of-battle  ships 
as  the  French,  and  many  old  sailing 
ships  were  at  once  converted  into  screw 
line-of-battle  ships.  But  a  very  short 
time  afterwards  the  era  of  iron-dads 
began,  and  these  vessels  were  either 
converted  into  indifferent  iron-plated 
ships  or  were  now  rotting  in  the  har- 
bours of  the  country.  That  showed  the 
danger  of  any  large,  sudden,  simul- 
taneous operation  in  shipbuilding.  The 
speed  of  our  ships  launched  and  com- 
pleted during  the  last  four  or  five  years 
he  considered  very  satisfactory,  notwith- 
standing the  adverse  criticisms  of  a  por- 
tion of  the  Press.  Most  of  our  recent 
iron-clad  vessels  had  a  speed  of  16 
knots,  and  some  of  our  armoured  cruisers 
had  considerably  surpassed  the  speed 
contemplated  by  their  designers.  He 
believed  that  the  Orlando,  in  her  trial  trip 
to  Gibraltar,  had  made  a  faster  passage 
than  had  ever  been  achieved  by  any 
commercial  steamer.  He  was  prepared 
to  rest  his  defence  of  our  naval  adminis- 
tration  on  the  present  position  of  the 
Fleet.  He  believed  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty was  now  engaged  in  making  fit  for 
sea  a  very  considerable  squadron  in 
order  to  show  what  the  position  and 
organization  of  the  Navy  were.  There 
never  was  a  greater  mistake  than  to 
suppose  that  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
was  not  prepared  to  meet  any  difficulty, 
or  to  do  any  work  which  it  had  to  do  m 
respect  of  sending  ships  to  any  part  of 
the  world,  manning  them  quickly,  and 
fitting  them  out  properly.  On  these 
points  evidence  was  furnished  by  the 
two  Expeditions  to  Egypt,  and  he  was 
not  aware  that  they  were  attended  by 
any  failure  as  to  transport,  organization, 
or  equipment.  And  their  Lordships 
could  appeal  for  testimony  to  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  who  commanded  the 
Naval  Forces  (Lord  Alcester),  and  who 
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afterwards  joined  the  Admiralty,  and 
presided  over  a  Committee  which  had 
worked  out  the  whole  organization  for 
manning  our  ships.  He  believed  it 
would  now  be  found  that  22  armoured 
battle  ships,  18  cruisers,  besides  torpedo 
boats  and  gunboats,  could  be  in  a 
short  time  manned,  equipped,  and  made 
quite  ready  for  service  without  taking 
a  man  from  the  Beserves.  It  was  im- 
possible to  over-estimate  the  impor- 
tance of  protecting  our  commercial 
marine  in  time  of  war ;  but  to  discuss  the 
best  mode  of  effecting  this  would  be  to 
take  up  more  time  than  he  would  ven- 
ture to  occupy  on  the  present  occasion. 
He  would,  therefore,  only  observe  that 
he  was  aware  that  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty were  paying  particular  attention 
to  the  subject.  As  to  invasion,  he 
was  not  going  to  discuss  how  many 
men  per  ton  could  be  put  on  board 
ship  and  brought  across  the  Channel, 
because  that  did  not  go  to  the  root  of  the 
matter,  which  was  that  the  command  of 
the  Channel  should  remain  with  our 
Fleet,  so  that  there  should  be  no  possi- 
bility of  sending  a  hostile  expedition 
across  it.  The  idea  of  invasion  was  pre- 
posterous so  long  as  we  had  command 
of  the  Channel,  and  of  this  we  had 
absolute  certainty  in  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  Navy,  and  should  con- 
tinue to  have  it  whatever  Government 
had  the  responsibility  of  its  administra- 
tion.   

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  during 
that  debate  they  had  heard  some  very 
important,  very  interesting,  and  very 
startling  statements,  and  it  must  be 
generally  satisfactory  to  their  Lord- 
ships to  have  heard  a  speeoh  of  a  re- 
assuring character.  He  would  not  pro- 
long the  conversation ;  he  desired  to 
obtain  some  information  on  a  matter  of 
detail,  but  an  important  detail ;  he 
wished  to  know  what  was  the  policy  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  Dover 
Harbour?  \^A  laugh,']  The  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
laughed ;  but  the  unanimous  result  of 
past  discussions  and  inquiries  was  that 
the  enlargement  of  Dover  Harbour  was 
an  essential  element  in  the  defence  of 
this  country,  and  expenditure  had  been 
incurred  with  the  object  of  carrying  out 
the  work  by  means  of  convict  labour. 
It  now  appeared  as  if  the  project  that 
had  been  formerly  approved  by  the 
highest  authorities  had  been  abandoned ; 

Th$  Earl  of  Northhrooi 


and  it  certainly  did  seem  to  be  inoon- 
sistent  to  display  so  much  concern  aboat 
the  defence  of  the  Empire  while  neglect- 
ing an  essential  part  of  our  home  de- 
fences. 

The  prime  MINISTER   and  SE- 
CRETARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Sausbubt]: 
My  Lords,  I  have  to  apologize  to  the 
noble  Earl  if  I  seem  to  think  too  lightly 
of  the  grave  subject  which  he  has  brought 
forward.     But  I  have  heard  him  bring 
it  forward  so  frequently  in  this  House, 
and  at  such  long  distances  of  time.,  that 
it  impresses  me  very  much  as  a  favourite 
Motion  of  Mr.  Smith  in  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  question  of  foreshores. 
There  is  something  in  the  frequent  re- 
petition of  an  argument  which  comes  to 
no  practical  effect  which,   I  am  afraid, 
diminishes  the  solemnity  of  the  occasion. 
But  I  still  think  that  the  noble  Earl's 
speech  must  be  looked  upon  rather  in 
the  light  of  a  confession  than  a  com- 
plaint, because  the  story,  as   I  under- 
stand it,  is  this^that  about   tke  year 
1873  Mr.  Gladstone's  then  Qovemment, 
with  the  assistance  of  Mr.  Card  well  and 
the  noble  Lord,  had  come  to  the  abso- 
lute conclusion    that    Dover    Harbour 
must  be  enlarged.    A  change  of  Govern- 
ment took  place  in  1874,  and  no  doubt 
that  very  grave  feeling  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  not  continued.     In  June  1880, 
the  noble  Earl  came  into  Office  again 
and  remained  for  five  years,   and  yet, 
though  staggering  under  the  conviction 
that  this  was  an  absolute  necessity,  not 
a  single  stone  towards  the  improvement 
of  the  harbour  was  laid.    It  evidently 
was  necessary  that  the  Government  of 
which  the  noble  Earl  was  a  Member 
should  consider  the   question  for  five 
years.     We  have  only  considered  it  for 
two  years.      With  that  answer  to  the 
noble  Earl,  I  confess  that  I  am  not  com- 
petent to  deal  with  the  matter  from  a 
strategic  point  of  view  ;  but  if  he  will 
give  me  Notice  I  will  tell  him  what  our 
experts  think  of  its  relative  importance 
to  the  numerous  claims  on  the  Exche- 
quer for  the  purposes  of  defence.  There 
is  so  much  to  do,  that  the  postponement 
of  works  does  not  mean  that  you  dis- 
regard or  disbelieve  in  the  value  of  the 
work,  but  simply  that  you  think  there 
are  other  works  which  are  of  more  im- 
portance.   I  was  anxious  to  say  a  few 
words  with  reference  to  the  speech  of 
the   ooble  and  gallant  Viscount   (Vis* 
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count  Woleeley)  who  spoke  early  this 
evening,  and  of  the  charges  he  made 
against  my  noble  Friend  Lord  George 
Hamilton.  I  must  say  I  regret  that  he 
should,  in  his  position,  have  made 
charges  of  that  kind  without  having 
taken  some  trouble  to  ascertain  that  they 
were  correct.  He  charged  my  noble 
Friend,  if  I  did  not  mistake  his  words, 
with  having  given  an  opinion  on  a  very 
important  matter  of  naval  and  military 
strategy  simply  from  his  own  lights  and 
without  instructing  himself  by  the  advice 
and  knowledge  of  his  proper  Departmen- 
tal officers.  The  statement  is  entirely 
without  foundation.  My  noble  Friend, 
before  he  made  the  statement  that  he 
did,  consulted  the  proper  authority  in 
his  Department — namely,  the  Transport 
Department  —  and  it  was  on  their 
authority  that  the  statement  he  made 
was  put  before  the  world.  Whether  it 
is  right  or  wrong  I  will  not  undertake  to 
say ;  but  there  is  absolutely  no  ground 
whatever  for  the  blame  which  the  noble 
and  gallant  Viscount  has  thrown  upon 
my  noble  Friend. 

Viscount  WOLSELEY:  I  did  not 
refer  to  Departmental  officers,  but  I  said 
I  was  under  the  impression,  so  utterly 
erroneous  was  the  statement  made  by 
the  First  Lord,  that  it  was  not  possible 
he  could  have  consulted  the  able  Ad- 
mirals who  were  his  Colleagues  on  the 
Board  of  Admiralty. 

Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY: 
I  confess  I  do  not  see  what  more  he 
could  have  done.  He  consulted  the  able 
Admiral  or  Captain  whose  duty  it  is 
to  consider  the  question  of  transport, 
because  that  was  the  question  which  was 
under  discussion.  There  was  one  other 
remark  made  by  the  noble  and  gallant 
Viscount  of  which  I  also  desire  to  take 
notice.  He  intimated,  in  the  form  of  a 
question,  his  belief  that  we  had  not  con- 
sulted the  authorities  of  the  War  Office, 
or  of  the  Navy,  with  respect  to  the  danger 
of  an  invasion  on  which  he  had  insisted 
so  strongly.  That  danger  the  noble  and 
gallant  Viscount  has  re-stated  in  fuller 
terms  to-night.  If  I  understood  him 
rightly,  he  stated  the  danger  to  be  that 
100,000  men  might  be  collected  in  a 
single  night  at  the  French  ports  of  the 
Channel,  placed  on  board  the  shipping 
that  would  be  found  there,  and  trans- 
ported that  night  to  the  shores  of 
England  as  a  surprise.  I  can  say  that 
the  matter  has  been  under  the  anxious 


consideration  of  the  Government  in  com- 
munication with  the  authorities  of  the 
War  Office  and  the  Admiralty.  Stating 
the  problem  as  the  noble  and  gallant 
Viscount  has  stated  it,  I  can  safely  say 
that  we  have  received  from  no  authority 
any  indication  that  a  danger  such  as  he 
states  it  exists.  I  have  heard  of  autho- 
rities, not  of  the  War  Office  or  the 
Admiralty,  who  have  thought  that  a 
small  force  could  be  carried  across  in 
the  way  the  noble  and  gallant  Viscount 
suggests,  as  a  matter  of  surprise.  I 
have  also  heard — and  I  think  it  is  the 
belief  of  the  authorities  of  the  War 
Office — that  if  we  lost  the  command  of  the 
Channel  by  a  great  naval  disaster,  then 
such  an  invasion  as  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Viscount  suggests  might  be  pos- 
sible. 

Viscount  WOLSELEY:  I  never  sug- 
gested that  100,000  men  could  be  em- 
barked on  board  any  fleet  in  one  night. 
I  certainly  had  no  intention  of  suggest- 
ing that. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
That  sets  the  matter  right  at  once.  It 
certainly  startled  me  very  much.  But 
the  difference,  I  believe,  between  the 
Admiralty  and  the  War  Office  is  really  a 
question  of  definition.  What  is  a  sur- 
prise ?  Such  a  surprise  as  that  we  were 
talking  of  just  now,  a  surprise  in  a 
single  night,  is  a  thing  against  which 
no  naval  pre-eminence  could  contest  if 
such  a  surprise  were  possible.  A  sur- 
prise of  that  kind  I  believe  to  be  simply 
impossible  ;  and  I  venture  to  form  the 
opinion,  even  against  any  indication  of 
military  opinion— because  it  is  not  a 
military  matter — that  it  would  be  per- 
fectly impossible  that  any  such  move- 
ment could  be  organized  in  France  and 
that  we  should  not  know  of  it.  After 
all,  there  is  the  telegraph.  If  the  wires 
are  cut  we  know  there  is  something 
wrong;  if  they  are  not  touched  the 
news  must  come  over  them.  Such  a 
force  could  only  be  concentrated  at  the 
ports  of  the  Channel  by  means  of  the 
railways.  In  order  to  concentrate  forces 
of  that  kind  by  railway  you  must  seize 
and  use  a  vast  quantity  of  rolling  stock. 
The  companies  do  not  keep  that  rolling 
stock  idle  ;  it  must  be  withdrawn  from 
the  ordinary  commercial  traffic  of  the 
country.  Do  you  suppose  you  can  with- 
draw rolling  stock  to  carry  100,000  men 
without  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that 
you  are  doing  it  ?    You  would  paralyze 
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uigbt.  If  jou  had  not  that  attrpl 
there  vas  any  notice  or  any  pc 
of  bringing  up  any  naval  lorce 
any  expedition  of  that  kind,  the  expe- 
dition must  ueneaaarily  be  deatroyed. 
Tlie  truth  is  that  there  baa  been  a  good 
deal  of  mi  a  conception  cauaed  by  that 
pbrafle — losing  tbo  command  of  the 
Channel.  What  is  meant  by  losing  the 
command  of  the  Cliannol?  It  is  that 
our  Fleet  should  be  defeated,  a  contin- 
gency vhieh  we  hope  is  impossible,  but 
which  it  is  yet  right  that  we  should  take 
into  conaideration.  But  that  we  should 
60  loae  Gommnnd  of  the  Channel  that 
every  port  should  bo  sealed  up,  nnd  no 
ahip  of  any  kind  should  bo  able  to  creep 
out  to  interfere  with  such  nn  iuvadJnK 
forco  as  the  noble  and  gallant  Viscount 
portrays— I  do  not  believe  that  it  is 
within  the  itompasH  of  possibility  or  the 
gloomicHt  team  that  England  would 
ever  be  reduced  so  low  na  that.  I 
think  it  is  tiikiu^  iiiM  consi deration 
contingcucica  wliidi  cuiinot  possibly 
occur.  May  I  hojn-  that,  now  wo  have 
threshed  out  what  tbo  meuning  of  thp 
two  DopartmL'nts  is.  this  duid  will  end  ? 
I  do  not  think  it  is  desirable  that  we 
should  discusR  in  nil  its  details  for  the 
benefit  of  our  neighbour!!  the  precise 
mode  in  which  we  exjiect  tbem  to  attack 
us,  and  in  which  wo  intend  to  "  '  " 
ourselves ;  and  I  should 
ful  if  the  noble  and_ 
would  use  bis 
to  guide  ua  than 
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my  noble  Friend  of  a  story  of  our  dis- 
tinguished neighbours,  the  French 
with  respect  to  the  bunting  field.  A. 
Frenchman  was  riding  so  faat  that  he 
bounds,  nnd  on  being 
.Whether  he  was  going  to  calth 
h»  aiuirered,  "Myfriend,!  will 
that  ia  precisely 
lapised    persous 
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whom  the  noble  Lord  speaks  of  as  the 
two  Front  Benches.     He  will  only  ride 
down  the  hounds  if  he  tries  to  do  the 
hunting  in    our    stead.     We    may  be 
corrupt — we  may  be  animated  by  every 
motive  that  is  unlike  those  by  which 
Englishmen    are    usually    guided;    we 
may  be  the  very  type  of  Party    cor- 
ruption ;  we  ma^  be  paragons  of  incom- 
petence; but  still  it  is  only    we,   the 
Front  Benches,  to  whatever  Party  we 
may  belong,  we,  the  Ministers  of  the 
Grown,  who  can  do  the  thing  which  you 
want  done,  and  it  is  of  no  use  for  you 
to  try  to  take  it  out  of  our  hands.     It 
must  be  done  by  the  political  and  civil 
officers  of  the  Crown,  taking  the  advice 
of  experts;  and  any  attempt  to  force 
them  or  to  push  them,  or  to  taunt  them 
into    abandoning    their  own  opinions, 
yielding  them  entirely  to  what  are  called 
the  opinions  of  experts,  will  only  have 
the  effect  of  paralyzing  those  who  may 
do  something  without  giving  the  power 
to  any  others  to  do  it  in  their  place.     I 
earnestly  hope  that  the  noble  Earl  will 
revise  the  opinion  that  he  has  as  to  the 
two  Front  Benches.     After  all,  does  it 
not  occur  to  him  as  rather  odd  that  the 
people  who  are  likely  to  know  most  of 
the  inside  of  the  Offices,    to  whatever 
Party  they  belong,  or  whatever   pre- 
possessions   they    beffin  with,    always 
come  to  similar  conclusions?    Does  it 
not  occur  to  him  that  there  may  possibly 
be  some  facts  and  some  sound  reasons 
which  lead  to  a  result  that  d  priori  you 
could  not  expect?    The  noble  Earl,  I 
think,  in   his  speech,  which  contained 
many  good  things,  injured  his  case  by 
adding  to  it  these  suspicions  and  these 
reproaches  in  regard  to  those  who  hold 
political  Office.     This  perpetual  repeti- 
tion of  the  formula  that  they  are  neglect- 
ing the  highest  interests  of  their  country 
in  order   to  make   successful  Budgets 
against    Ministry    after    Ministry,    no 
matter  what  may  be  their  political  opi- 
nions, or  their  moral  character,  or  their 
intellectual  capacity,  does  seem  to  con- 
demn itself,  and  it    shows   that  there 
must  be  something  weak  in  the  cause 
which  is  constantly  appealing  to  pre- 
judices of  such  a  description.    I  would 
«sk  the  noble  Earl  to  belieye  that  we, 
and  noble  Lords  opposite,  are  animated 
by  as  pure  a  desire  to  serve  the  public 
in  the  recommendations  that  we  give  as 
he  is — that  we  are  as  sensible  as  he  is  of 
the  stupendous  magnitude  of  the  interests  I 


committed  to  our  care ;  that  we  feel  <i8 
deeply  as  he  can  do  the  enormous  re- 
sponsibility which  the  protection  of  this 
vast  Empire  carries  with  it ;  and  that  we 
are  devoting  all  that  we  have  of  know- 
ledge, of  industry,  or  of  capacity  to  carry 
that  task  successfully  into  effect. 

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  briefly  re- 
plied, thanking  his  noble  Friend  for 
what  he  had  done,  and  only  expressing 
the  hope  that  the  view  which  his  noble 
Friend  took  of  all  those  questions  would 
lead  to  the  Government  arriving  at  some 
wise  decision  which  would  result  in 
giving  greater  confidence  and  security 
to  the  country. 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE  said,  that 
after  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
late  First  Lord  'of  the  Admiralty  (the 
Earl  of  Northbrook)  it  was  unnecessary 
for  him  to  detain  their  Lordships  with 
any  remarks.  His  only  object  in  rising 
was  to  say  that  the  figures  which  that 
noble  Earl  had  quoted  were  substan- 
tially correct.  The  following  (omitting 
coast  defence)  was  a  statement  of  the 
relative  strength  of  the  Navies  of  Great 
Britain,  France,  and  Eussiu: — In  1888 
Great  Britain  had  34  armoured  battle 
ships,  France  had  23,  and  Bussia  2.  In 
1890  the  numbers  would  be  respectively 
40,  24,  and  7.  In  1888  Great  Britain 
had  6  armoured  cruisers,  France  4,  and 
Eussia  6.  In  1890  England  would  have 
14  armoured  cruisers,  France  4,  and 
Eussia  3.  In  1888  we  had  1  torpedo 
ram,  while  France  and  Eussia  had  none. 
In  1888  England  had  73  unarmoured 
ships,  with  a  speed  of  11  to  16  knots, 
while  France  had  51,  and  Eussia  26. 
In  1890  we  should  have  78,  France 
would  have  37,  and  Eussia  26.  In  1888 
England  had  21  unarmoured  ships  of 
16  knots  and  over  (exclusive  of  gun- 
boats), France  had  6,  and  Eussia  none. 
In  1890  England  would  have  39  ships 
of  that  class,  France  21,  and  Eussia  4. 
In  1888  England  had  4  torpedo  gun 
vessels,  with  a  speed  of  19  to  21  knots, 
France  had  8,  and  Eussia  1.  In  1890 
England  would  have  1 3,  France  8,  and 
Eussia  2  of  that  class  of  vessels.  That 
list  did  not  include  the  two  protected 
CMiisers,  the  Blake  and  BUnheim^  of 
9,000  tons  and  22  knots,  and  capable  of 
steaming  15,000  knots  at  10-knot  speed. 
Nor  did  it  include  the  Vulcan^  protected 
cruiser,  of  6J600  tons  and  20  knots,  and 
capable  of  steaming  12,000  knots  at 
10-knot  speed.    The  battle  ships  Mino- 
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taur,  Achilles^  ITecior,  Valiant ,  and  De- 
fence were  not  included  in  the  list,  be- 
cause it  had  not  yet  been  decided  to 
repair  them.  It  should  be  noted  that 
three  iron-clads  were  on  foreign  stations. 
Therefore,  as  he  had  stated,  the  figures 
given  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Northbrook)  were  substantially  correct ; 
and,  that  being  the  case,  he  would  not 
detain  their  Lordships  with  any  further 
remarks. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

PATENTS,    DESIGNS,    AND    TRADE  MARKS 

BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Patents,  Designs,  and 
Trade  Marks  Acts,  1883 — Was  presented  by 
The  £arl  of  Onslow;  read  l^  (No.  193.) 

ble0tion8  (intervention  of  peers  and 

prelates  in  parliamentary 

elections). 

Select  Committee  on  :  The  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee  : 


L.  Chancellor 
M.  Salisbury 
E.  Milltown 
E.  Granville 


L  Colchester 

L.  Esher 

L.  Macnaghten 


The  Committee  to  meet  on  Friday  the  6M 
of  July  next  at  Twelve  o'clock,  and  to  appoint 
their  own  Chairman. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

a  quarter  ,bef ore  Eleven 

o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  29th  June,  1888. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MIN  UTES. ]  —  Public  BiisU^Ordered—Firtt 
Reading — Legitim  Law  Amendment  (Scot- 
land) ♦  LSH]. 

Committee — Local  Government  (England  and 
Wales)  [182]  [Eleventh  AV^A^— r  p. 

Provisional  Order  Bills  —  Third  Beading— 
Local  Government  (No.  5)*  [265],  and 
pasted. 

Q UESTI0N8 . 


CEYLON— GOLD  DISCOVERIES. 

Me.  MACDONALD  CAMEKON 
(Wick,  &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  an  article  in 
The  Itmee  of  Ceylon,  of  May  31,  report- 

Lord  Elphimtone 


ing  the  discovery  of  gold  in  the  district 
of  Sarangalla  by  Constable  Arachichi ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  Ceylon  Go- 
vernment purchased  nuggets  from  the 
constable  for  the  Museum  in  Colombo ; 
and,  whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will 
advise  an  inspection  of  the  district  by  a 
competent  gold-mining  expert  at  the  Go- 
vernment expense  with  a  view  to  ascer- 
taining whether  the  gold  area  is  suffi- 
ciently rich  to  warrant  its  being  worked 
in  the  interests  of  the  Colony  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
(Chatham)  (who  replied)  said :  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  has  seen  a  reference  in 
the  Ceylon  newspapers  to  the  subject ; 
but  there  has  hardly  yet  been  time  for 
any  Report  by  the  Colonial  Government 
to  be  received  in  this  country.  Such  a 
Report  will,  doubtless,  be  made  in  due 
course ;  and  when  it  arrives  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  consider  the  sugges- 
tion made  in  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (SCOTLAND)  ACT— 
THE  BURGH  OF  TAIN. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick,  &c.)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  correspondence  which  has  been 
proceeding  between  the  Local  Authority 
of  the  Burgh  of  Tain  and  the  Board  of 
Supervision  regarding  an  alleged  breach 
of  the  Public  Health  (Scotland)  Act; 
and,  whether,  in  cases  where  the  Local 
AuiJiority  omits  to  put  the  provisions  of 
the  said  Act  in  force,  it  is  within  the 
province  of  the  Board  to  insist  on  their 
doing  so  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson) 
(Bute)  (who  replied)  said:  I  am  in- 
formed that  a  correspondence  has  re- 
cently taken  place  between  the  Board  of 
Supervision  and  a  local  complainer  re- 
garding an  alleged  breach  of  the  Public 
Health  Act.  As  the  statements  of  the 
Local  Authority  and  the  complainer  were 
conflicting,  the  Board  have  remitted  the 
case  to  their  Inspecting  Officer  to  inquire 
and  report — when  next  in  the  neighbour- 
hood ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  informed 
the  complainer  that  the  Act  empowered 
any  two  householders  to  take  proceed- 
ings against  the  Local  Authority,  irre- 
spective of  the  Board.  As  to  the  last 
Question,  the  Board  considered  all  such 
cases  as  this  one  on  their  merits ;  and  i| 
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eatiafied  thattbe  public  healtli  ia  not 
jured  bj  the  arrangements  complaiaed 
of,  they  do  not  proceed  againat  the  Local 
Authority,  leaving  it  to  tbe  oomplainera 
to  do  BO  if  so  advised. 

INLAND  REVENUE-EXEMPTION  FROM 

THE  INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY, 

Mb.    W.  H.    JAUES    (Gateshead) 

asked  Mi.  Ghanoellor  of  the  Exchequei 

If  he  can  explain  why,   and  on  what 

erinciple,  one  set  of  tenements  should 
e  exempt  from  House  Duty  by  a  con- 
cession granted  by  the  Treasury,  when 
other  tenements  let  at  similar  rents, 
occupied  by  working  people,  are  not 
held  to  be  exempt  ? 

The  OH  ANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXC  HE- 
QTJEB  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  Qeorge'e, 
Hanover  Square)  :  If  the  hon.  Uembar 
would  do  me  the  honour  to  refer  to  my 
.  answer  to  a  aimilar  Question  on  Tues- 
day, the  19th,  be  would  see  that  the 
principle  on  which  certain  buildings 
divided  into  tenements  of  under  £20 
annual  value  are  exempted  from  House 
Duty,  and  other  buildings  containing 
tenements  of  similar  value  are  not,  has 
already  been  explained  by  me.  The 
principle  is  that  exemption  is  granted 
where  the  tenements  are  structurally 
separate,  so  that  each  is  in  a  senne  a 
bouse  by  itself,  separated  by  some  clear 

Ehyaical  demarcation  from  other  similar 
ousea  under  the  same  roof.  On  the 
other  band,  exemption  ia  not  granted 
where  the  tenements  are  merely  one  or 
more  ordinary  rooms  in  an  ordinary 
house,  with  nothing  to  separate  them 
from  the  rest  of  the  bouse  or  to  con- 
stitute them  a  dlatinot  and  self-contained 
dwelling.  I  may  add,  that  relief  is  also 
granted  in  cases  where  more  tbaa  one 
separate  tenement  is  occupied  by  one 
tenant,  provided  that  the  annual  value 
of  the  entire  and  combined  holding  is 
under  £20. 

CONTAOIOUS      DISEASES      (ANIMALSJ 

ACTS  —  IMPORTATION     OF     DUTCH 

CATTLE  AND  SHEEP. 

Mr.  MONTAGU    (Tower   Hamlets, 

Wbiteohapel)  asked  the  noble  Lord  the 

Member  for    Lewieham,  Whether   the 

latest  accounts  from  Holland  show  that 

no    contagious    disease     exists    among 

Dutch  cattle  and  eheep,   and  that  the 

transit    of    German    sheep     has    been 

stopped  for  some  months ;  and,  whether, 


under  these  circumstances,  the  reelric- 
tions  on  the  importation  into  this  coun* 
try  of  Dutch  stock  will  be  removed,  so 
as  to  place  it  on  an  equality  with  tiiat 
from  ScandinaTia? 

Viscount  LEWI8HAM  (Lewisham) : 
The  Qovemment  are  not  aware  of  the 
existence  of  any  contagious  disease 
amon^  animals  in  Holland  at  the  pre- 
sent time ;  but  in  the  first  week  of  May 
last,  German  sheep,  among  which  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  existed,  were  brought 
by  railway  through  Holland  and  shipped 
to  this  country  from  Flushing.  On  May 
14  last  the  Government  were  informed 
that  the  transit  of  sheep  from  Gertnanv 
through  Holland  had  been  prohibited. 
The  question  of  relieving  Dutch  stock 
from  restrictions  is  one  of  very  serious 
importance;  and  an  application  from  the 
Dutch  Government  on  the  eubject  is 
under  consideration. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— APPEALS 
AT  DUNDALK. 

Me.  M'CABTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  beon  called  to  the  serious  complaints 
made  in  TAe  Belfatt  Morning  Ntiet  of 
the  14th  and  15th  instant,  as  to  the 
great  inconvenience  of  bringing  the  ten- 
ants of  the  estates  of  Mr.  Sewallis  Shir- 
ley and  Mr.  H.  H.  Shirley,  at  Gorriok- 
macrosB,  to  have  their  appeals  heard 
before  the  Land  Commission  at  Dun- 
dalk  ;  whether  the  Land  Commission  re- 
ceived a  Memorial  from  the  tenants 
pointing  out  the  inconvenience  and  ex- 
pense which  attendance  at  Dundalk 
would  inToWe ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  tenantry  on  these  estates  are 
among  the  poorest  in  Ireland,  and 
would  not  be  able  to  bear  the  eipense 
of  attending  with  their  witnesses  at 
Dundalk ;  whether  he  can  say  what 
number  of  appeals  from  the  decisions 
of  the  Sub-Commieaioners  still  remain 
to  be  heard  on  these  estates ;  and,  whe- 
ther be  will  advise  a  sitting  of  the  Land 
Commission  to  be  held  at  Corriokma- 
croBS,  where  there  is  a  suitable  and  com- 
modious Courthouse,  and  where  there  is 
also  good  hotel  accommodation  ? 

The  chief  SEOBETAEY  (Mr.  A, 
J.  Balpoub)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  The 
Land  Oommiseioners  inform  me  that 
in  the  ordinary  course  of  practice  cases 
from  the  Camokmaoroas  Union  would 
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be  heard  either  in  Dublin  or  Mod  a  gb  an, 
and  tbat  they  fixed  the  sitting  at  Dun- 
dalk  specially  to  meet  the  tenants'  con- 
yenience  and  to  save  expense  to  all 
parties.  The  distance  from  Carrickma- 
cross  to  Dundalk  is  14  miles  only,  and 
there  is  convenient  railway  commu- 
nication between  the  two  places.  No 
remonstrances  were  received  by  the 
Commissioners  until  within  the  last 
week,  although  the  arrangement  to  sit 
at  Dundalk  has  been  public  for  two 
months.  There  are  150  appeals  pending 
from  the  estate  of  Mr.  Sewallis  Shirley, 
and  116  from  the  estate  of  Mr.  H.  H. 
Shirley.  The  Commissioners  state  they 
are  satisfied  that  Dundalk,  which  was 
selected  with  the  consent  of  the  pro- 
fessional men  on  both  sides,  is  the 
proper  place  for  the  hearing  of  the 
cases,  and  they  are  unable  to  change  the 
arrangements  they  have  made. 

Mk.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  asked, 
whether  there  was  any  reason  that  the 
ordinary  practice  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion should  not  be  brought  more  into 
conformity  with  the  convenience  of  the 
parties  concerned  ? 

Mb.  a.  J  BALFOUR  said,  he  knew 
the  Land  Commissioners  were  extremely 
anxious  to  meet  the  convenience  of  all 
parties  engaged. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  asked,  was 
it  not  a  fact  that  in  this  case,  and  in  the 
case  mentioned  previously,  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  were  holding  the  sitting 
actually  outside  the  county  in  which  the 
tenants  resided  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  it  was 
quite  possible  that  a  place  outside  the 
county  might  be  the  most  convenient, 
taking  all  the  circumstances  into  con- 
sideration. 

INDIA— THE   UNCOVENANTED    CIVIL 
SERVANTS— PAYMENT  OF  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  kino  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  India, 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  recently  sent 
out  a  despatch  to  the  Viceroy  in  Coun- 
cil, suggesting  that  pensions  of  uncove- 
nanted  servants  should  be  paid  at  a 
fixed  rate  of  exchange,  or  anything  to 
that  effect ;  what,  if  so,  was  the  reply 
of  the  Indian  Government ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  lay  a  copy  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State's  despatch  and  the  reply 
thereto  upon  the  Table  ? 

2ir.  A.  /.  Balfour 


The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
The  statement  made  in  India  as  de- 
scribed in  the  Question  is  inaccurate. 
The  correspondence  which  has  passed 
between  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Coun- 
cil and  the  Government  of  India  on  the 
subject  cannot,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  be  laid  on  the  Table 
with  advantage  to  the  Public  Service. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES  BILL)  —  SUPERANNUATION 
AND  PENSION  OF  THE  POLICE 
FORCES. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
the  conditions  as  to  superannuation 
and  pension  under  which  tno  members 
of  the  Police  Force,  including  the  Chief 
Constables,  entered  the  Service,  will  be 
in  any  way  affected  or  modified  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Local  Government 
Bill? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  RircHiB) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
powers  of  Quarter  Sessions  as  to  super- 
annuation and  pension  of  the  members 
of  the  Police  Force  are  proposed  by  the 
Local  Government  Bill  to  be  transferred 
to  the  Joint  Committee  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  and  the  County  Council.  Sub- 
ject to  this,  those  powers  will  not  ha 
affected.  The  police  superannuation 
funds  will  be  transferred  to  the  County 
Council  under  Clause  63  (1)  of  the  Bill ; 
and  they  will  be  held  by  them  for  the 
same  purposes,  and  subject  to  the  same 
conditions,  as  they  would  have  been 
held  by  Quarter  Sessions  if  the  Bill 
had  not  passed. 

EAST   INDIA— MR.  TAYLER,    EX-COM- 
MISSIONER OF  PATNA. 

Sib  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington,  N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether,  for  the 
convenience  of  hon.  Members,  the  Go- 
vernment will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  re- 
print of  the  Minutes  of  Sir  Barnes  Pea- 
cock and  Sir  Henry  Ricketts,  with 
reference  to  a  recommendation  of  Sir 
Frederick  Halliday,  Lieutenant  Go- 
vernor of  Bengal,  that  Mr.  Tayler, 
Ex  •  Commissioner  of  Patna,  should 
not  be  granted  the  Public  Commis- 
sion of  Inquiry  for  which  he  had 
asked,  but  that  the  records  of  a  certain 
case,    formerly    tried    by    Mr.   Tayler 
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d nri a g  the  Mutiny,  should  be  Bnbmitted 
to  the  Judges  of  the  Suddar  Court  of 
Bengal  for  their  opinion  and  Bfiport 
without  the  presence  or  further  eiami- 
nation  of  Ur.  Tajler  ;  whether  the  Go- 
Ternmeut  would  now  be  willing  to  sub- 
mit Mr.  Tajler's  caee  to  Sir  Barnes 
Peacock  for  hts  decision ;  and,  whether, 
as  a  fact,  Mr.  Tajler  was  ever  informed 
that  he  was  at  liberty  to  demand  a 
CommiBsion,  as  recommended  by  Sir 
Henry  Rioketts  ? 

thb    under    SEOEETART    o» 

STATE  (Sir  John  Gokbt)  (Chatham) : 
The  Minutes  referred  to,  wluoh  are  in- 
accurately dcicribed  in  the  Question, 
have  already  been  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment in  No.  308  of  1879.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  sees  no  necessity  for  re- 
printing them.  The  action  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  refusing  to  re-open 
the  case  of  Mr.  William  Tayler  has  been 
approved  by  a  large  Parliamentary  ma- 
'  jority,  and  the  Ooveroment  cannot  now 
reverse  that  policy.  Mr.  William  Tay- 
ler was  never  entitled  to  ask  for  a 
CommiBsion.  In  I6S9  he  was  offered, 
as  I  before  stated,  an  inquiry  by  the 
Sudder  Court  info  his  judicial  conduct 
at  Patna,  which  he  declined. 

Sir  ROPER  LETHBEIDGB,  arising 
out  of  the  answer  of  the  Under  Secretary, 
asked,  whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that 
Sir  Henry  Rioketts  did  recommend  that 
Mr.  Tayler  should  be  allowed  a  Com- 
miseiun,  and  said  that  the  Commission, 
if  asked  fnr,  would  be  granted  ? 

Sia  JOHN  00R8T :  I  must  refer  the 
Hon.  Member  to  the  Minutes,  which  will 
speak  for  themselves. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— RE- 
SIDENT MAGiaTilATES. 

Mh.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (NotUngham,  Eush- 
cliffe)  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  What  nre  the  names  and  dates 
of  appointment  of  the  10  Resident 
Magistrates  appointed  by  the  GoTern- 
ment? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  (who  replied]  said:  Tlie 
following  are  the  names  and  dates  of 
appointment  of  the  Resident  Magistrates 
in  question: — N.  L.  Townsend,  October 
1.  1S86  ;  John  Preston,  October  I,  ISSG  ; 
O'Neil  Segrave,  October  15,  1886;  Cecil 
Roche,  October  23,  1886;  UlickBourke, 
August  22,  1887;  Colonel  M.  S.  Tynte, 


August  22, 1887 ;  F.  G.  Hodder,  August 
39,1»87;  Lieutenant  Colonel  H.Caddell, 
January  17,  1888;  W.  H.  Joyce,  Janu- 
ary 20,  1BS8;  and  O.  H.  Shannon,  May 
9,  1888. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  asked,  whether  the 
House  was  to  understand  that  Mr.  8e- 
grave  had  been  appointed  since  the 
affair  at  Mitchelatown  7 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  Sir; 
Mr.  SegraTS  was  appointed  on  the  l&th 
of  October,  1888;  and,  if  I  remember 
rightly,  the  Mitchelstown  affair  was  in 
September,  1887. 

THE    MAGISTRACT    (IBELASD)— 
CXJUNTY  COURT  JODQEi 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
clifFe)  ashed  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  What  are  the  names  and  dates 
of  appointment  of  the  County  Court 
Judges  in  Ireland  appointed  by  the  Oo- 
vernments  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
either  between  June,  188S,  and  Janu- 
ary,  1886,  or  since  July,  1886? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  roH  IRE- 
LAND ^r.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  (who  replied)  said:  No 
County  Court  Judges  were  appointed 
between  June,  lbS6,  and  January,  1886. 
Mr.  Eisbey  was  appoicted  to  Armagh 
and  Louth  on  April  22,  1887  ;  Mr.  Fitz- 
Gibbon  to  Antrim  and  Belfast  on  No- 
vember 19,  1687;  and  Mr.  Webb  to 
Donegal  on  December  27,  1887. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  BOARDOP  WORKS 
-THE  ISLE  OF  DOGS— RAIN  FLOODS. 
Ma.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Knutsford  Division  of 
Cheshire,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  on 
Tuesday  eveniug  last  (26th  instant), 
during  a  heavy  rain  storm,  the  base- 
ments of  many  houses  in  the  Isle  of 
Dogs  were  flooded  with  sewage,  the 
depths  varying  from  a  few  inches  to 
two  or  three  feet ;  whether,  though  the 
weather  had  been  threatening  for  some 
hours,  when  the  storm  burst,  the  tem- 
porary engines  at  the  pumping  station 
were  not  at  work,  the  engine  only  re- 
gistering a  10  lb.  pressure  of  steam  ; 
whether  neither  at  the  beginning  nor 
during  the  continuance  of  the  storm 
was  any  engineer  in  attendsnce  at  the 
station ;  how  did  the  remissness  occur  ; 
what  steps  do  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  propose  to  take  in  the  matter 
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in  order  to  prevent  a  ropetition  of  the 
flooding;  and,  what  compensation  do 
they  propose  to  give  to  those  who  have 
Bufl'ered  from  the  overflowing  due  to  thp 
son-working  of  the  pumping  engines  ? 
Mh.  TATTON  EGERTON  (Cheahira, 
Enutaford):  Several  houses  were  flooded 
owing  to  the  insufficiency  of  the  local 
aewera  to  take  the  storm  waters  away 
quick  enough  into  the  Board's  main 
■ewers.  One  of  the  two  powerful  tem- 
porary pumping  engines  was  at  work 
when  the  rain  commenced,  and  was 
more  than  equal  to  pump  all  the  water 
that  came  to  it.  The  engineer,  whose 
duty  it  was  to  attend  these  engines,  was 
on  the  spot  at  the  time  with  his  stoker 
and  worked  hia  engine.  There  waa  no 
remissness  on  the  part  of  anyone  con- 
nected with  the  Board.  The  Board  is 
now  erecting  permanent  engines  for 
preventing  floods  in  future,  which  it  is 
expected  will  be  completed  ready  for 
working  next  month. 

INLAMD    REVENUE  —  REMISSION    OF 

PENALTIES  ON  STAMPING   INSTKU- 

MENT8. 

Mr.  MAUEIOE  HEALT  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  can  state  generally  the  oon- 
i^tious  on  which  it  is  proposed  to  remit 
the  penalties  payable  on  stamping  in- 
strumenta  executed  prior  to  the  passing 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act 
of  1888  ;  and,  in  particular,  whether  it  is 
proposed  that  there  should  be  any  limit 
of  ume  as  regards  the  date  of  the  instru- 
ment proposed  to  be  stamped ;  and,  when 
the  Memorandum  deaHng  with  the 
matter  will  be  issued  ? 

The  CHANCELLORop  the  EXOHE- 
QXTEB  (Mr.  Qosobeh)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  The  question  has 
been  considered,  and  it  is  thought  that 
the  penalties  payable  on  stamping  the 
instruments  in  question  may  be  re- 
mitted ;  but  the  concession  will  not,  of 
course,  extend  to  instruments  which 
cannot  in  any  case  be  legally  stamped 
after  execution  without  payment  of  a 
fixed  statutory  penalty,  nor  is  it  to  apply 
to  instruments  in  respect  of  which  per- 
sonal penalties  have  been  incurred,  or  to 
articles  of  clerkship.  In  any  case  in 
which  a  longer  period  than  three  months 
may  have  expired  since  the  unstamped 
or  insuf&cientiy  stamped  instrument  was 
Urst  executed,  the  remission  of  the 
Mr.  Sj/dnt]/  £tuclon 


penalty  or  penalties  must  be  by  way  of 
repayment.  The  Soard  of  Inland  Be- 
venue,  however,  will  refuse  the  bene&t 
of  this  conoeasion  in  any  case  in  which  it 
may  appear  that  the  instrument  is  not 
voluntarily  presented  for  stamping,  but 
is  presented  in  consequence  of  other  cir- 
cumstances— such  as,  for  instance,  tke 
necessity  of  producing  the  instrument  in 
Court,  or  of  making  good  the  title  to 
property  at  the  requisition  of  a  pur- 
chaser. In  the  consideration  of  appli- 
cationa  for  relief  from  penaltiea  payable 
on  stamping  instruments  executed  prior 
to  the  passing  of  the  Customs  and  In- 
land Bevenue  Act,  18B8,  and  not  pre- 
sented for  the  purpose  until  after 
January  1  next,  the  Board  will  have  re- 
gard to  the  fact  that  the  liability  to  the 
payment  of  such  penalties  might  have 
been  avoided  had  advantage  been  taken 
of  the  arrangement  in  question. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCXJT- 
LAND)  -  SENIOR  BCHOOL  INSPEC- 
TORS —  APPOINTMENT  OP  MR. 
STEWART. 

Mk.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Kol- 
lox)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  WTiether 
it  is  the  case  that  the  recent  appointment 
of  Mr.  Stewart  to  the  office  of  one  of  the 
Senior  School  Inspectors  in  Scotland  is 
the  first  departure  in  Scotland  from  the 
principle  of  promotion  by  strict  seniority 
of  service;  and,  whether  any,  and  what, 
good  reasons  existed  for  doubting  the 
ability  of,  or  for  passing  over,  the  In- 
spector standing  nest  to  the  vacancy,  or 
the  eight  Inspectors  following  him,  who 
were  all  senioT  to  the  Inspector  ap- 
pointed ? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  ( Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maodowald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  ]  have  nothing  to 
add  to  the  answers  which  were  given  on 
the  12th  of  June  to  the  hoD.  Member  for 
East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wallace)  and  on 
the  22nd  of  June  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wick  (Mr.  Maodonald  Cameron). 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887- PROCEEDINGS 
AGAINST  CORNELIUS  CURTAIN  AND 
OTHERS— THE  DUBLIN  COURT  OF 
EXCHEQUER. 

Ma.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcaetle- 
upon-Tyne)  asked  the  Chief  Seoretair 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  beeu  called 
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to  the  prooeediDgs  in  the  Dublin  Court 
of  Exchequer  on  Wednesday  last,  on  an 
application  for  a  conditional  order  for  a 
writ  of  habeas  corpus,  on  the  ground 
that  there  was  no  evidence  to  convict 
Cornelius  Curtain  and  10  others,  who 
had  been  sentenced  to  a  month's  im- 
prisonment by  two  Besident  Magistrates 
for  unlawful  assembly;  whether  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron  is  correctly  reported 
to  have  said  that  the  order  ought  to  be 
granted  ;  that  the  questions  raised  were 
fit  and  proper  to  be  argued  before  the 
Court;  that  it  ought  to  be  argued 
whether  the  assembly  was  illegal ;  that 
another — 

"  Qaestion  was'whether  the  real  object  and 
meaning  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  as  developed 
in  the  speech  of  Mr.  Dillon  in  October,  1886, 
was  matter  that  could  be  taken  judicial  notice 
of  by  the  Judges  without  evidence,  and  that  he 
would  like  to  have  that  question  argued  ; " 

that— 

*  *  The  police  themselves  stated  that  the  people 
were  orderly,  and  did  not  use  o£fensive  expres-. 
sions ; " 

whether  Baron  Dowse  dissented  from 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron  on  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Court,  and  whether,  in  conse- 
quence of  this  division  of  opinion,  no 
Eule  could  be  made ;  and,  whether  the 
1 1  persons  accused  are  thus  left  without 
any  means  of  testing  the  legality  of  the 
sentence  that  they  are  now  undergoing, 
notwithstanding  the  view  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  that  it  ought  to  be  argued 
before  his  Court,  whether  the  magis- 
trates had  taken  the  evidence  required 
for  a  conviction  ? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  The  facts 
are  substantially  as  stated ;  but  I  am  un- 
able to  vouch  for  the  strict  accuracy  of  the 
report  of  the  Judgment  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron.  The  result  of  the  appli- 
cation to  the  Exchequer  Division,  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question,  is  that  the 
accused  cannot  have  recourse  to  the  pro- 
ceeding by  habeas  corpus  for  the  purpose 
of  testing  the  legality  of  their  sentences. 
This  arose  from  the  difiference  of  opinion 
prevailing  among  the  Judges  as  to  their 
]urisdiction  in  such  cases,  the  Court 
being  equally  divided  in  the  particular 
case  referred  to. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  :  Then,  may  I 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
whether  he  still  st^ds  b^  the  atatement 


which  he  made  very  recently,  which  was 
that  so  long  as  the  decision  in  Sullivan's 
or  Brosnan's  case — I  forget  which — 
stands  it  is  in  the  power  of  anyone,  so 
long  as  he  is  under  sentence  of  Resident 
Magistrates,  to  go  to  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer and  have  the  case  decided  by  that 
Court  on  a  point  of  law  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  adhere 
to  that  statement  as  regards  the  full 
Court  of  Exchequer ;  but  if  the  accident 
occurs  that  one  of  the  Judges  who  hold 
that  the  jurisdiction  exists  is  absent, 
there  will  then  be  an  equal  division  of 
opinion,  and  no  Rule  can  be  obtained. 

Ma.  JOHN  MORLEY :  Then,  are  we 
to  understand  that  in  consequence  of  an 
accident  happening  these  1 1  persons  are 
to  be  deprived  of  any  chance  of  their 
case  being  authoritatively  decided  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  In  consequence  of 
their  application  having  been  made 
at  a  time  when  the  full  Court  was  not 
sitting. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  Then  I  will 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  whether  this 
case  is  to  be  left  as  it  now  stands  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  sup- 
pose they  could  have  gone  to  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour) :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  it  is  admitted  in  the 
answers  of  the  Solicitor  General  that  the 
Chief  Baron  stated  that  he  would  like  to 
have  argued  before  him  the  question 
whether  the  Judges  could  take  official 
knowledge  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  as 
being  illegal  without  evidence  being 
offered,  whether,  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Dillon,  no  evidence  of  a  conspiracy  was 
offered,  and  no  evidence  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  offered ;  and  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  submit  a  case  to  his  legal 
advisers  as  to  whether  Mr.  Dillon  is 
legally  detained  or  not  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  ac- 
cept the  statement  of  facts  just  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman ;  but  if 
he  desires  any  further  answer  he  should 
put  the  Question  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  :  Which 
statement  of  fact  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  accept  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  agree 
that  no  evidence  was  given. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
As  this  unfortunate  division  of  th^  Court 
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of  Exchequer  affects  the  liberty  of  the 
subject,  will  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
take  some  means  hy  a  test  case  of  ob- 
taining an  opinion  which  shall  be  binding 
on  all  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  is  no 
conceivable  method  of  doing  that.  The 
hon.  Member  appears  to  be  under  a  mis- 
apprehension. These  prisoners  had  two 
methods  of  obtaining  a  re-hearing  of 
their  case  on  the  legal  point.  They  might 
have  gone  to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
and  they  refused  to  do  so  ;  or  they  might 
have  gone  to  the  Court  of  Exchequer, 
and  they  went ;  but  they  chose  to  go  at 
such  a  time  that  they  did  not  get  the 
full  benefit  that  they  might  have  obtained 
at  another  time.  But  that  leaves  the 
other  remedy  entirely  untouched. 

Mr.  T.  0.  HARRINGTON :  Has  not 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Benoh  declared 
that  it  will  not  go  behind  the  order  of 
the  Resident  Magistrates,  and  will  not 
look  into  the  depositions  in  a  case  of 
e&rtiorari  or  hab$as  corpus  y  Did  not 
the  Solicitor  General  tell  us  that  eight 
Judges  of  the  Queen's  Bench  had  already 
declared  that  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  point 
was  that  they  could  go  to  the  Queen's 
Bench  to  have  a  case  stated. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON :  But  this 
was  not  upon  a  case  stated.  The  magis- 
trates did  not  state  a  case. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY :  Are  these  11 
persons  assumed  to  know  beforehand 
that  Mr.  Justice  Andrews  would  chance 
to  be  sitting  at  Nm  Frius  on  Wednes- 
day? 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON:  Was 
there  any  case  stated  in  these  cases  at 
at  all — was  it  not  an  application  for 
habeas  corpus  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  does  not  apprehend 
the  pk)int,  and  I  shall  explain  it.  The 
magistrates  refused  to  have  a  case  stated, 
and  counsel  for  the  prisoners  might  have 
gone  to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  and 
compelled  the  magistrates  to  state  a 
case  if  they  so  thought  fit.  That  is  the 
point. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  an- 
swer my  Question — whether  we  are  to 
assume  that  these  persons  were  to  know 
beforehand  that  Mr.  Justice  Andrews 
would  be  sitting  at  Ntsi  Prius  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  presume 
the  counsel  might  have  known. 

Mr.  Bradlaugh 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE. 
LAND)  ACT,  1887  —  (PERSONS  PRO- 
CEEDED  AGAINST,  kc.) 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  asked  the  (]lhief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  before  the  House  an 
analysis  of  the  Return,  ordered  May 
31,  1888,  as  to  *'The  Oiminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,"  stating 
the  dates  and  places  of  the  several  cases ; 
the  total  number  of  cases  ;  the  number 
proceeded  against  under  head  or  de- 
scription of  offence ;  the  totals  in  each 
of  discharge,  acquittal,  conviction,  ap- 
peal, and  result  of  appeal ;  and  also  the 
totals  for  the  aggregate  of  cases  of  each 
description  of  sentence ;  under  separate 
heads  the  number  and  names  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  proceeded  against, 
with  the  several  heads  of  charge  against 
them,  and  their  classification  for  the 
purposes  of  prison  treatment  ? 

The  OHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  In  ae- 
cordance  with  a  wish  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
I  am  having  the  Return,  which  was 
ordered  on  May  31,  as  to  the  proceed- 
ings under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Act  modified  by  the 
insertion  of  Provinces  and  Counties.  I 
do  not  at  present  see  any  objection  to 
giving  the  rest  of  the  information  asked 
for  if  it  does  not  require  too  muoh  cleri- 
cal labour ;  and  I  think  it  will  not,  with 
the  exception  of  the  last  sentence.  I 
see  no  reason  for  giving  under  a  separate 
head  the  names  of  Members  of  Jrarlia- 
meat,  which  has  nothing  to  do  with  a 
Criminal  Return,  though  doubtless  it 
might  be  used  for  controversial  pur- 
poses. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  object  to  complying  with  the 
last  sentence  in  the  Question  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  could 
not  give  that  information  in  a  separate 
Return  in  regard  to  Members  of  Par- 
liament alone ;  but  he  did  not  know 
that  there  was  any  objection  to  giving 
it  in  regard  to  persons  in  general.  He 
should  see  if  it  would  not  require  too 
much  expenditure  of  labour. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  whe- 
ther the  rig;ht  hon,  Gentleman^  who  ha4 
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control  of  the  Irish  Prisons  Board,  and 
who  had  confessed  that  he  made  a 
distinction  in  the  prison  treatment  of 
priests,  would  give  a  Heturn  under  a 
special  head  showing  the  cases  of  priests 
who  were  in  prison  and  the  distinctions 
that  were  made  in  regard  to  their  treat- 
ment? 

Ma.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  if  par- 
ticulars in  regard  to  the  treatment  were 
given  in  the  case  of  the  other  prisoners, 
of  course  it  would  also  be  given  in  the 
case  of  the  priests;  but  he  could  not 
give  a  special  Return  in  regard  to  the 
priests  any  more  than  in  regard  to  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— CX)N- 
VICTION  OP  MR.  JOHN  DILLON,  M.P. 
—THE  '*  PLAN  OF  CAMPAIGN." 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
report  of  the  case  of  Cornelius  Curtain 
and  others  on  Wednesday  last,  when  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron  is  reported  as  using 
the  following  words : — 

<«  But  the  (]^ue8tion  was  whether  the  real  ob- 
ject and  meaning  of  th«  Plan  of  Campaign,  as 
developed  in  the  speech  of  Mr.  Dillon  in  Octo- 
ber. 1886,  ¥ras  matter  that  would  be  taken 
judicial  notice  of  by  the  Judges  without  evi- 
dence. He  would  like  to  have  that  question 
argued;" 

and,  whether,  since  Mr.  Dillon  was  con- 
yicted  of  conspiracy  at  Dundalk  before 
County  Court  Judge  Elisbey  without 
any  eridenoe  as  to  the  object  and  mean- 
ing of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  other  than 
that  of  the  speech  referred  to,  he  will 
take  any  steps  to  secure  that  the  point 
of  law  shall  be  argued  before  the  Judges, 
and  their  decision  thereon  ascertained 
without  delay  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
yersity)  (who  replied)  said:  Nothing 
fell  from  the  Lord  Chief  Baron,  in  the 
case  referred  to,  tending  to  throw  the 
slightest  doubt  on  the  sufficiency  of  the 
evidence  on  which  Mr.  Dillon  was  oon- 
yioted.  On  the  contrary,  in  the  oourse 
of  the  arguments  he  referred  to  evidence, 
such  as  was  given  in  that  case,  as  suffi- 
cient to  prove  the  nature  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  [An  hon.  Membeb:  No, 
no !]  The  Government  have  no  power 
to  take  the  oourse  suggested  by  the 
Question. 


Mr.  JAMES  STUART:  WUl  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  lay  on  the 
Table  of  this  House  the  Evidence  and 
the  Judgment  in  the  case  of  Mr.  John 
Dillon's  appeal  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  put  a  Motion  on  the  Paper 
for  a  Return  in  the  ordinary  way. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART :  If  I  move 
for  it,  will  the  Government  give  it  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  -.  When  the  Motion 
is  put  on  the  Paper  in  the  ordinary  way 
I  will  consider  it. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
May  I  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man on  what  authority  he  states  that 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron  referred  to  the 
evidence  in  Mr.  John  Dillon's  case ;  and 
is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  evidence 
which  the  Chief  Baron  referred  to  was 
that  of  "  Blunt  v.  Byrne  "  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  did  not  state  that 
the  Chief  Baron  referred  to  the  evidence 
which  had  been  given  in  Mr.  Dillon's 
case.  What  I  stated  was  that  he  re- 
ferred, in  the  course  of  the  argument 
that  was  the  subject  of  the  Question,  to 
evidence  of  the  same  class  as  that  given 
in  Mr.  Dillon's  case  as  being  satisfac- 
tory. I  read  from  the  Report,  which  I 
obtained  in  the  ordinary  way,  in  answer 
to  an  inquiry  sent  over  as  to  what  really 
occurred.  I  am  informed  that  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  referred  to  evidence  as  to 
the  illegality  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
as  given  in  the  '*  Blunt  v.  Byrne  ''case, 
and  in  that  respect  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  accurate ;  but  further  on,  in 
the  course  of  argument,  he  is  stated  to 
have  suggested  to  counsel  for  the  prisoner 
that  by  obtaining  a  copy  of  United  Ireland 
containing  a  statement  of  what  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was,  that  would  tell  him 
all  about  it.  And  that  evidence,  in 
addition  to  the  speeches  which  were 
proved  in  Mr.  Dillon's  case,  constituted 
the  evidence  given  in  that  case,  and  was 
the  class  of  evidence  to  which  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  referred  in  contradistinction 
to  the  evidence  in  the  case  before  the 
Court? 

The  LORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  what  is 
the  ordinary  way  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment obtain  Reports  of  this  character  ; 
and,  further,  whether,  in  order  to  put 
an  end  to  the  controversy  in  regard  to 
the  terms  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron's 
Judgment,  he  will  lay  the  Judgment  of 
the  Lord  Chief  Baroo  ou  the  Tibbie  ? 
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Mr.  madden  :  My  answer  to  tbat 
is  the  same  which  I  have  already  giyen. 
We  obtain  the  best  information  we  can  as 
to  what  has  occurred.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wishes  for  a  Ketum — I  am  not  here 
to  undertake  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment— he  can  move  for  it  in  the  ordinary 
way. 

Mk.  MAUEICE  HEALY  :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  ac- 
count which  he  gives  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron's  Judgment  conflicts  with  the  ac- 
oount  given  in  the  public  Press  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  No,  Sir ;  I  am  not 
aware  of  that. 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  sexton  said :  Might  I  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  if  it  is  not 
a  fact  that  a  reporter  in  Dublin  was  en- 
gaged by  direction  of  the  Government 
to  take  a  special  note  of  the  Judgment 
of  the  Chief  Baron  in  the  Killeagh  case ; 
and,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  quote  from  that  Report  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  on  Tuesday  last  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A- 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  My  im- 
pression is  that  there  was  no  special 
Government  Report  at  all. 

Mr.  sexton  :  But  did  the  Govern- 
ment engage  a  reporter  to  take  a  special 
note  of  the  Judgpnent  on  this  occasion, 
and  did  they  quote  from  it  the  other 
night  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
ground  for  believing  that  such  is  the 
case. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  will  ask  the  Ques- 
tion again  on  Monday. 

EAST  INDIA  (CONTAGIOUS    DISEASES 

ACTS). 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch. 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  What  steps  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  taken,  and 
what  steps  the  Government  of  India 
have  taken,  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
Resolution  of  this  House  of  June  5  with 
respect  to  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act 
and  the  Cantonment  Acts  in  India  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
A  despatch  has  been  sent  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  bringing  under  their  notice 
the  Resolution  of  June  5.  There  has  not 
yet  been  time  for  a  reply  to  this  despatch 
to  be  received  by  the  Secretary  of  Stftte. 


RULES  AND  ORDERS  OP  THIS  HOUSE- 
DIVISIONS. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire,  W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  in  consideration  of 
the  fact  that  Committees  of  the  House 
now  sit  simultaneously  with  the  House 
itself,  and  that  great  inconvenience 
arises  from  the  difficulty  in  reaobing  the 
House  from  the  Committee  Rooms  in 
time  for  a  division,  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  proposing  an  extension 
before  4  o'clock  of  the  time  prescribed 
by  the  Standing  Order  between  the 
ringing  of  the  bells  and  the  dosing  of 
the  doors  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  in  reply, 
said,  this  matter  was  regulated  by 
Standing  Orders,  which  left  consider- 
able discretion  to  Mr.  Speaker.  It  was 
obviously  improper  to  interfere  with  the 
Speaker's  discretion,  and  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  make  any  proposal. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  asked,  if  the 
Government  were  aware,  not  only  of  the 
inconvenience,  but  even  of  the  danger 
to  which  hon.  Members  were  subjected 
in  having  to  rush  from  the  Committee 
Rooms  for  the  purposes  of  a  Division 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  supposed  that  the 
inconvenience  and  danger  were  incident 
to  the  position  and  the  duties  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  was  sure  it  was  the  desire  of 
the  Speaker  to  remove  any  danger  and 
inconvenience  to  which  hon.  Members 
might  be  subjected. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS-THE  DEBATES 
OF  THE  HOUSE  —  LENGTH  OF 
SPEECHES. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that, 
in  the  Debate  on  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne (Mr.  John  Morley)  on 
Monday  and  Tuesday  nights,  the  16 
hours  devoted  to  the  debate  were  occu- 
pied by  15  speakers  only;  and,  what 
steps  he  proposes  to  take  in  order,  with- 
out prolonging  the  Sittings  of  the  House, 
to  enable  a  larger  number  of  Members 
to  take  part  in  the  set  debates  of  the 
House  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W,  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  that  this  was  a  question  in  ^hioli 
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the  Ooyemment  ought  to  be  exceedingly 
slow  to  interfere  with  the  general  dis- 
cretion which  must  rest  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers themselves.  It  was  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers themselyes  to  proportion  their 
speeches  to  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tions with  which  they  were  dealing,  and 
to  the  claims  of  other  hon.  Members  to 
be  heard.  He  thought  he  could  best 
answer  the  Question  by  expressing  the 
hope  that  all  hon.  Members  would  haye 
regard  to  the  claims  and  rights  of  other 
hon.  Members  and  the  due  despatch  of 
Public  Business. 

Thb  LOED  MAYOE  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Skxton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked, 
Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  preyent  the  Ohief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  in  future  taking  up  all  the  time 
of  the  House  on  ihe  last  night  of  an 
important  debate  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  in  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  he 
had  promised  to  state  what  the  Business 
would  be  on  Monday.  The  Goyernment 
proposed  to  put  Eeports  of  Supply  and 
one  or  two  other  Eeports  not  yet  con- 
firmed by  the  House  first  on  the  Paper ; 
they  also  proposed  that  an  opportunity 
should  be  afforded  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  bring  in  his  Bills  for  the  drainage 
of  the  three  districts  in  Ireland  which 
had  been  mentioned  in  the  House  ;  and 
after  that  Supply  would  be  taken,  but 
no  yotes  as  to  which  the  evidence  giyen 
before  the  Committee  had  not  been  cir- 
culated. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) 
inquired,  whether  the  Goyernment  in- 
tended to  take  further  time  of  the  House 
from  private  Members  on  Tuesdays  and 
Fridays  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  if  it  should 
be  necessary  for  the  Government  to  ask 
for  further  time  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Local  Goyernment  Bill,  he  would  give 
the  House  ample  notice.  He  rather  re- 
lied to-day,  however,  on  the  assistance 
of  hon.  Members.  [Mr.  Labouchere 
dissented.]  The  hon.  Member  said  they 
were  not  to  have  the  assistance.  Of 
course,  that  was  a  plain  indication  of  the 
necessity  which  might  be  imposed  upon 
the  Government.  The  Government 
would  rely  upon  the  assistance  of  the 
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House  to  vote  the  measure  now  in  pos- 
session of  the  House  before  they  made 
further  demands  for  time.  He  would 
see  what  progress  they  made  to-day ; 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  render 
it  unnecessary  for  him  to  ask  on  Mon« 
day  for  further  facilities. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  7. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL.— [Bill  182,] 

{Mr.  Ritehi;  Mr,  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr* 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Secretary 
Matthews,  Mr.  Long.) 

COMMITTEE.     [Progre99  2%th  June.'] 

[eleventh  night.] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

PAET   T. 

County  Councils. 

Powers  of  County  Council. 

Clause  15  (Entire  maintenance  of 
main  roads  hy  County  Council). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11, 
line  7,  after  "shall,"  to  insert  **  after 
the  first  day  of  April,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  ninety." — {Sir  John 
Daring  ton.) 

Question  proposed, '^  That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

Sir  JOHN  DORINGTON  (Glouces- 
ter, Tewkesbury)  said,  he  last  night 
mentioned  the  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment, and  the  President  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Local  Government  Board 
expressed  their  opinion  that  the  yiew 
which  he  took  was  an  exaggerated  one. 
He  had  reflected  over  the  remarks  they 
made,  and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  he  was  correct  in  the  view  he  took, 
and  that  the  time  between  the  period 
when  the  County  Councils  came  into 
effective  working,  and  that  when  they 
would  have  to  take  over  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  roads,  was  far  too  short  for  a 
satisfactory  arrangement  to  be  made  for 
carrying  out  the  new  work.  He,  there- 
fore, hoped  the  Government  would  assist 
those  who  would  have  the  carrying  out 
of  this  work  by  granting  a  longer  ex- 
tension of  time  than  the  period  to  the 
1st  of  April.  He  did  not  insist  in  any 
way  upon  the  1st  of  April,    1890;  he 
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only  mentioned  that  date  because  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  convenient  date. 
It  was  the  date  on  which  the  present 
Highway  Authorities  would  cease  to 
exist,  and  the  now  District  Councils 
would  come  into  force ;  it  was  also  the 
commencement  of  the  financial  year. 
These  were  the  only  arguments  he  had 
to  advance  in  fayour  of  that  particular 
date ;  on  the  other  hand,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
it  would  be  a  putting  off  of  the  work  of 
the  County  Councils  for  a  very  long 
time.  Therefore,  he  should  be  satisfied 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  to 
name  some  earlier  date — say,  three 
months  after  the  setting  up  of  the  County 
Council,  or  certainly  six  months  would 
be  better.  The  business  to  be  under- 
taken would  be  very  great  in  his  county, 
and  he  could  speak  better  for  that  than 
for  any  other  county ;  they  had  between 
800  and  900  miles  of  main  roads,  costing 
about  £40,000  a-year.  The  setting  up  of 
a  new  organization  to  manage  these 
roads  would  certainly  tax  the  capabili- 
ties of  the  County  Councils  to  a  very 
great  degree,  and  would  be  a  very  large 
tax  upon  their  time  at  the  commence- 
ment of  their  existence.  It  was  sug- 
gested that  they  should  hand  over  the 
management  to  the  present  authorities, 
that  they  should  contract  with  those 
authorities  to  do  the  work.  To  a  very 
great  extent  that  would  be  a  satisfactory 
arrangement,  but  to  a  certain  extent 
it  would  not  be  a  satisfactory  arrange- 
ment. Take  the  case  of  counties  where 
there  were  no  Highway  Boards  at 
all,  and  where  the  County  Councils 
would  hare  to  negotiate  with  an  indefi- 
nite number  of  parishes  with  regard  to 
the  management  of  the  roads.  His  own 
county,  for  instance,  was  about  equally 
divided  between  Highway  Boards  and 
independent  parishes.  Some  Highway 
Boards  were  extremely  good,  others 
were  quite  as  defective  in  management 
as  the  others  were  excellently  managed, 
and  if  he  had  anything  to  do  in  the 
matter  he  certainly  would  not  recom- 
mend entering  into  contracts  with  some 
of  those  Bodies  in  regard  to  the  main 
roads.  It  would  take  a  considerable 
time  to  make  these  arrangements, 
and  he  certainly  hoped  that  the  pro- 
posal he  had  made,  simply  with  a 
view  of  facilitating  the  working  of  the 
Act,  would  meet  with  the  approval  of 
the  Government,  or  else  that  the  Go- 
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vernment  would  make  some  Buggeation 
to  meet  him  half  way. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  he 
felt  the  force  of  many  of  the  remarks  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  but  the  difficulty  he  had 
was  in  departing  from  the  date  laid 
down  in  the  Bill.  His  objection  to  the 
date  fixed  by  his  hon.  Friend  was  that 
the  new  system  of  finance  would  come 
into  operation  at  the  beginning  of  April. 
He  could  easily  understand  that  it  would 
entail  great  complication  of  accounts  if 
they  were  to  say  that  for  three  months, 
which  was  suggested  as  a  compromise 
by  his  hoQ.  Friend,  things  should  remain 
as  they  were.  There  did  not  seem 
really  any  tangible  resting  ground  be- 
tween the  proposal  in  the  Bill  and  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend,  whioh  would 
delay  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  so  far  as 
main  roads  were  concerned,  for  12 
months.  His  hon.  Friend  had  pointed 
out  that  they  proposed  to  aooept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Geatleman  the 
Member  for  North- West  Suasex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot),  whioh  would 
enable  the  County  Councils  to  arrange 
with  the  District  Councils  to  maintain 
the  roads  for  three  months,  or  six  months, 
or  12  months;  or  for  any  period  they 
thought  necessary  before  they  got  their 
own  organization  into  effective  use. 
Although  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sussex  only 
dealt  with  a  delegation  to  District  Coun- 
cils, the  Government  proposed  towards 
the  close  of  the  Bill  in  dealing  with 
District  Councils  to  provide  that  Dis- 
trict Councils  should  include  any  exist- 
ing authorities.  That  Amendment 
would  enable  the  County  Councils  to  say 
to  the  Highway  Boards — **We  wiU 
deleg^ate  to  you  for  whatever  time  we 
think  fit  the  care  of  the  main  roads 
under  certain  conditions."  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  elections  for 
these  Councils  would  take  place  in  the 
early  part  of  January,  and  that  the 
County  Councils  would  not  take  over 
the  care  of  the  main  roads  until  the 
beginning  of  April,  he  could  not  but 
think  there  would  be  time  for  making 
the  necessary  arrangements.  He,  there- 
fore, hoped  that  his  hon.  Friend  would 
be  content  with  the  power  which  was 
given  to  the  Coimty  Councils  to  make 
arrangements  with  the  existing  autho- 
rities.   That  power  he  thought  wqu14 
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be  amply  eufiicient  to  meet  all  difficul- 
ties the  hon.  Qentlemaii  had  foresha- 
dowed. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
isaid,  he  did  not  quite  understand  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  by 
existing  authorities.  By  Clause  3  all 
the  powers  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  had 
with  regard  to  main  roads  and  high- 
ways been  handed  oyer  to  the  County 
Councils.  That  naturally  included  all 
contracts  and  arrangements  now  in 
existence.  Speaking  for  his  own  county, 
and  he  had  been  a  member  of  every 
county  committee  for  the  last  20  years, 
he  was  persuaded  that  this  would  upset 
everything  during  the  first  three  months. 
At  the  present  moment  the  roads  were 
managed  and  repaired  by  the  overseers 
of  the  parishes,  and  these  overseers  re- 
ceived the  money  due  to  them  on  the 
certificate  of  the  county  surveyor.  In 
some  cases  the  Quarter  Sessions  made 
arrangements  with  the  Highway  Board, 
and  in  that  case  they  contracted  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads  for  one  year, 
and  sometimes  for  three  years,  and  even 
longer.  Therefore,  under  Clause  8  the 
County  Councils  would  take  over  all  the 
contracts,  liabilities,  and  arrangements 
of  the  county  magistrates.  But  what 
was  done  by  the  sub-sections  of  Clause  15 
which  they  were  now  discussing  ?  They 
provided  that  the  roads  should  be  well 
maintained  and  repaired  by  the  County 
Councils.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  proposed  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North-West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  which  provided 
that  the  County  Councils  should,  if  they 
chose,  delegate  their  powers  to  the 
District  Councils,  or  to  anybody  else 
who  could  do  the  work  better  than  they 
could  ;  but  the  District  Councils  would 
not  be  in  operation  when  the  County 
Councils  were  first  elected,  and  the  reed 
question  was  whether  there  would  not 
be  utter  chaos  and  confusion  during  the 
first  three  months.  He  was  afraid  that 
under  the  arrangement  which  was  being 
made  the  overseers  of  the  highways 
during  the  last  three  months  of  the  pre- 
sent financial  year  would  scheme  to  do 
as  little  to  the  roads  as  possible ;  they 
would  put  very  little  material  on  them, 
and  spend  as  little  as  possible  in  repairs  ; 
the  proverbial  stitoh  in  time  would  not 
be  taken,  i^nd  the  rpads  would  be  handed 


over  in  such  a  state  that  it  would  take 
at  least  three  times  the  amount  of  money 
to  put  them  right  that  would  have  been 
necessary  to  keep  them  in  a  state  of 
repair.  Of  course,  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  Committee  could  not  be  accepted 
for  financial  reasons,  though  he  did  not 
think  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se« 
cretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Long)  gave  any  good  reasons  why 
it  should  not  be  accepted.  Possibly, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  from 
his  knowledge  of  Wiltshire;  but  the 
authority  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
John  Dorington),  who  had  the  reputa- 
tion of  being  one  of  the  ablest  Chairmen 
of  Quarter  Sessions  in  England,  was  in 
direct  conflict  with  that  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. What  was  wanted  was  a  moi^ 
Vivendi;  they  wanted  it  to  be  dearly 
understand  that  under  Clause  3  all  the 
liabilities  and  contracts  would  be  taken 
over,  and  that  Clause  15  would  not 
come  into  force  until  such  time  as  the 
District  Councils  came  into  existence. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  did  not  quite 
understand  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man meant  by  a  modui  vivendi.  He 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
advanced  arguments  against  the  pro- 
posal, and  that  one  of  his  arguments 
was  that  there  were  contracts  now  exist- 
ing. If  there  were  contracts  existing 
there  would  be  no  difficulty,  the  roads 
would  be  repaired.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  said  that,  during  the 
last  three  months  of  the  present  finan- 
cial year  nothing  would  be  done.  But 
that  argument  would  hold  good  what- 
ever year  was  fixed.  The  argument 
was  not  a  good  one,  because  the  County 
Authority  at  present  only  paid  upon  the 
certificate  of  the  county  surveyor  one- 
half,  and  the  Government  paid  one- 
quarter,  so  that  if  the  present  authori- 
ties did  not  repair  the  roads  properly  the 
county  surveyor  would  withhold  his 
certificate  and  the  Gt)vemment  would 
not  pay  their  quarter.  Therefore,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  contingenoy 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  feared 
was  not  one  which  was  likely  to  arise  ; 
but  if  it  was,  it  was  still  as  likely  to 
arise  12  months  hence. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  he  did  not  ob- 
ject to  the  dause  in  the  future,  and  did 
not  wish  that  the  operation  of  this  pro- 
vision should  be  suspended  for  12 
months.  What  he  wished  was  that  it 
should  be  dear  on  the  face  of  the  dause 
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that  the  Couuty  Councils  should  take 
over  the  contracts  as  they  stood,  and 
should  administer  the  roads  in  the  same 
way  as  they  were  now  administered, 
until  the  County  Councils  were  able  to 
delegate  their  powers.  The  County 
Councils  would  not  have  a  staff  at  their 
command  to  manage,  to  maintain,  and 
repair  roads  scattered  over  the  whole 
county.  He  had  spoken  to  several 
Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions,  and  they 
seemed  to  be  of  his  opinion. 

Mr.  ALLISON  (Cumberland,  Esk- 
dale)  said,  he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Sir  John  Dorington)  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment.  If  the  County 
Councils  had  to  take  over  the  whole 
management  of  the  roads,  he  could  well 
conceive  that  some  longer  period  than 
was  allowed  might  have  been  required ; 
but  he  understood  the  QDvemment  in- 
tended to  provide  that  the  County 
Councils  might  delegate  their  duties  to 
the  District  Councils,  tinder  the  super- 
intendence of  the  county  surveyor,  there 
would  therefore  be  very  much  the  same 
system  which  was  now  working  so  well 
in  most  counties.  He  thought  that  it 
was  simply  wasting  the  time  of  the 
Committee  to  further  press  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  WHARTON  (York,  W.R.,  Ripon) 
said,  that  all  that  was  asked  was  that 
the  present  authorities  should  continue 
to  have  charge  of  the  roads  until  the 
County  Councils  were  able  to  undertake 
the  duties.  Personally,  he  believed  that 
unless  some  such  arrangement  was 
made,  the  roads  of  the  county  would 
get  into  a  lamentable  state  of  repair. 

Thb  secretary  to  thi  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long) 
(Wilts,  Devizes)  said,  it  was  as  well  that 
he  should  point  out  that  under  Clause 
124  it  was  provided  that  all  contracts, 
deeds,  bonds,  agreements,  and  other 
instruments  existing  at  the  present  mo- 
ment should  be  as  binding  in  every  way 
upon  the  new  authority  as  upon  the 
existing  authority.  He,  therefore,  failed 
to  see  how  the  contingency  which  his 
hon.  Friend  suggested  could  possibly 
arise.  He  could  hardly  credit  that  the 
county  surveyor  would  allow  the  roads 
to  be  improperly  repaired.  He  was  con- 
vinced tnat  in  his  own  county,  as  in 
many  others,  the  surveyor  would  take 
every  precaution  before  he  granted  his 
certificate.  No  doubt,  some  difficulty  in 
connection  with  financial  arrangements 
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might  arise  as  matters  now  stood ;  but 
he  thought  that  if  by  this  Amendment 
they  got  rid  of  one  difficulty,  the  pro- 
bability was  that  they  would  be  landed 
in  others  much  greater. 

Sir  RICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  he  objected  to  the  word 
**  delegation."  There  was  no  power 
whatever  in  the  Bill  to  delegate  this 
duty ;  and  even  if  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member 
for  North- West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  did  not  imply  delegation.  He, 
however,  thought  that,  on  the  clear  un- 
derstanding that  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  be  accepted, 
his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John  Doring- 
ton) would  do  well  not  to  press  his 
Amendment. 

Sir.  JOHN  DORINGTON  said,  that 
on  that  understanding  ^he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  wood  all  (Hanley),in  moving, 
in  line  7,  after  the  word  '*  shall,''  to 
insert  ''save  as  to  any  part  thereof 
situate  in  a  borough,"  said,  that  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment  was  to  provide 
that  those  portions  of  main  roads  which 
were  situated  in  boroughs  should  be 
exempt  from  the  general  obligation  of 
being  maintained  by  County  Councils. 
The  Committee  would  be  aware  that 
they  were  many  complications  in  refer- 
ence to  the  maintenance  of  main  roads. 
The  obligation  to  maintain  them  had 
been  thrown  upon  the  counties  since 
1807,  but  there  were,  in  many  places, 
important  thoroughfares  which  were 
only  distinguished  from  main  roads  by 
a  technical  difference.  In  regard,  how- 
ever, to  the  equity  and  convenience  of 
the  maintenance  of  main  roads,  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  must  be  aware  that  he  had  made 
a  material  difference  in  his  scheme  by 
the  further  concession  to  boroughs  with 
a  population  of  60,000.  By  this  scheme 
all  such  boroughs  would  be  placed  in  the 
position  of  Quarter  Session  boroughs. 
There  was  hardly  any  subject  upon  which 
such  avariety  of  considerations  prevailed. 
There  were  many  municipal  boroughs 
in  which  there  was  not  one  yard  of  main 
road,  while  in  others  main  roads  were  an 
important  feature.  He  candidly  oon« 
fessed  that  of  all  the  proposals  that  had 
been  made  for  dealing  with  the  question, 
that  of  the  Government  was  least  s^tis^ 
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factory  of  all.  What  was  felt,  and 
what  he  asked  the  Committee  to  con- 
sider, was  that  on  the  whole  it  would  be 
better  to  treat  all  municipal  boroughs 
exactly  as  they  were  proposing  to  treat 
county  boroughs,  and  in  the  same  way 
as  they  had  heretofore  treated  Quarter 
Sessions  boroughs.  He  wished  the 
President  of  the  Local  Goyemment 
Board  to  explain  precisely  how  the  con- 
cession would  operate,  especially  in 
boroughs  where  there  was  a  consider- 
able amount  of  main  roads,  costing  large 
sums  of  money  to  maintain.  It  woidd 
be  obviously  unjust  to  draw  a  reyenue 
from  municipal  boroughs  of  large  rate- 
able yalue  for  the  maintenenoe  of  exter- 
nal roads,  and  to  leaye  to  them  the  bur- 
den of  maintaining  all  the  other  thorough- 
fares which  were  hardly  distinguishable 
from  main  roads.  The  right  hon .  Gentle- 
man had  placed  a  number  of  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  from  which  it  would 
appear  thathe  was  desirous  of  meeting  the 
difficulty  and  arriying  at  some  amicable 
arrangement  between  the  Municipal 
Authorities  and  the  Oounty  Councils; 
but  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that 
those  Amendments  satisfactorily  met  the 
case  of  main  roads.  He,  therefore, 
confidently  pressed  his  own  proposal, 
believing  that  it  was  a  proper  solution 
of  the  difficulty,  and  it  simply  involved 
the  carrying  out  of  a  practice  which  had 
hitherto  worked  well,  and  which  was 
the  only  arrangement  up  to  1878. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  7,  after  **  shall,"  insert  **  save  as  to 
any  part  thereof  situate  in  a  borough." 
^{Mr.  Woodall) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  rather  a  wide 
one.  He  wished,  first  of  all,  that  the 
boroughs  which  remained  in  the  county 
should  maintain  their  own  roads,  and 
draw  their  own  revenues  for  the  main- 
tenance of  them.  That  would  mean, 
although  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
say  how  much,  a  portion  of  the  duties 
collected  within  the  municipal  area. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  meant  the  whole  of  it.  At 
any  rate,  his  proposal  went  in  that 
direction.  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  boroughs  not  included  within  the 
districts  of  the  County  Councils  would 
be  able  to  maintain  their  own  roads  in 


their  own  districts  in  their  own  way, 
and  they  would  receive  a  certain  sum  in 
aid  derived  from  local  taxation.  Not 
only  would  the  County  Councils  have 
the  power  of  devolution,  so  far  as 
boroughs  and  urban  districts  were  con- 
cerned, but  they  would  be  obliged  to 
devolve  the  power  to  any  borough  that 
applied  for  it.  The  County  Councils 
would  have  no  authority  whatever  to 
refuse  the  application  of  a  borough  to 
maintain  its  own  roads.  Therefore,  as 
far  as  that  matter  was  concerned,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  might  be  sure  that  the 
boroughs  and  urban  districts  would 
have  a  perfect  right  to  maintain  their 
own  roads  within  their  own  area.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  it  would  be  very 
unfair  to  make  such  boroughs  contribute 
anything  towards  the  maintenance  of 
roads  outside  their  own  districts.  There 
he  disagreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
on  reflection,  would  see  that  that  was 
hardly  a  fair  ground  to  take  up,  because 
the  fact  was  that  roads  outside  the 
borough  district  were  very  largely  used 
for  borough  purposes,  and  the  heaviest 
part  of  the  traffic  upon  them  came  from 
the  boroughs.  In  such  circumstances 
it  would  have  been  extremely  unfair  to 
the  farmers  of  the  county,  upon  whom 
highway  rates  fell  heavily,  to  make  and 
maintain  such  roads  at  their  sole  ex- 
pense. The  Government  recognized  the 
importance  of  the  question  so  much  that 
they  said,  even  in  respect  of  the  boroughs 
outside  the  counties  that  were  to  be 
formed  into  county  boroughs,  that  they 
ought  to  contribute  to  the  small  tax  pro- 
posed to  be  imposed  on  vehicles,  even 
when  they  were  taken  out  of  the  oounty 
for  all  other  purposes.  That  being  the 
case,  he  did  not  think  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  one  which 
would  commend  itself  to  the  fairness  of 
the  Committee.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  had  Quar- 
ter Sessions  boroughs  in  his  mind. 
By  the  Amendment  which  would  be 
placed  on  the  Paper  by  the  Govern- 
ment, Quarter  Sessions  boroughs  would 
be  entitled  to  appeal  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  have  their  main 
roads  maintained  by  the  County  Coun- 
cils, while  their  main  road  rate  would 
be  very  small,  and  thus  they  would  be 
placed  in  an  infinitely  better  position 
than  that  which  they  at  present  occupied 
in  respect  of  the  maintenance  of  their 
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roads.  The  position  of  Quarter  Sessions 
boroughs  at  present  was  that  they  were 
not  liable  to  contribute  to  the  count j 
rate  for  main  roads.  They  maintained 
three-fourths  of  the  cost  of  their  main 
roads  and  received  a  contribution  from 
the  Goyernment.  They  had  never  given 
anything  to  the  county,  nor  had  they 
received  anything  from  the  county.  As 
the  Oovemment  were  now  about  to  im- 
pose upon  them  the  liability  to  contri- 
Dute,  it  would  be  clearly  unjust  if  the 
main  roads  were  not  to  be  maintained 
by  the  county.  Therefore  it  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Amendment  he  had  placed 
upon  the  Paper  that  Uuarter  Sessions 
boroughs  should  have  the  right  to  have 
their  main  thoroughfares  declared  main 
roads  maintainable  by  the  counties. 
Under  this  Amendment  he  thought  the 
boroughs  would  be  in  an  infinitely  better 
position  than  they  were  now.  The 
County  Councils  would  obtain  a  vote  of 
money  sufficient  to  enable  them  to  main- 
tain the  main  roads  in  the  county.  The 
whole  cost  of  maintaining  main  roads 
throughout  the  country  was  £1,000,000 
sterling.  Hitherto  £250,000  had  been 
contributed  by  the  country.  That  con- 
tribution would  cease  after  the  passing 
of  the  Bill,  but  in  lieu  of  it  a  consider- 
able amount  of  duties  would  be  handed 
over  to  the  County  Authorities  by  means 
of  the  Horse  and  Wheel  Tax,  so  that 
9-10th8  or  7-8ths  of  the  cost  of  main 
roads  would  be  provided  for.  The  posi- 
tion of  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs  would 
be  this,  that  if  they  had  their  main 
roads  declared  and  maintained  by  the 
county,  in  return  they  would  be  liable  to 
pay  a  rate.  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs 
would  be  in  a  much  better  position  than 
they  were  now,  and,  on  the  whole,  the 
arrangements  made  in  the  Bill  would 
be  advantageous  rather  than  other- 
wise. 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  he  would  point 
out  that  in  all  cases  boroughs  with  a 
population  of  50,000  would  be  entitled 
to  become  county  boroughs ;  but  there 
might  be  another  municipal  borough 
wiUi  precisely  the  same  roads  intersect- 
iug  it  which  would  be  left  out,  according 
to  the  proposals  of  the  Government. 
Did  he  imderstand  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  say  that,  having  carefully 
considered  the  circumstances  of  such 
boroughs,  the  new  arrangements  would 
be  equally  and  equitably  applied  to 
all? 

Mr.  EiUhu 


Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  it  was  impoBsible 
for  him  to  say  that  he  had  considered 
the  relative  circumstances  of  individual 
boroughs,  but  his  opinion  was  that  the 
boroughs  outside  would  not  be  placed  in 
a  disadvantageous  position.  They  would 
have  to  maintain  their  own  roads,  but 
would  receive  a  portion  of  the  new 
licence  duties  leviea  in  the  county,  and 
they  would  receive  a  certain  contribation 
from  the  Wheel  Tax. 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  rSomerset,  N.) 
said,  he  objected  to  the  Amendment  on 
the  ground  that  every  proposal  of  the 
kind  would  largely  increase  the  expense, 
and  would  multiply  the  authorities  who 
would  have  to  deal  with  the  xoads. 
Some  hon.  Members  were  ander  the  im- 
pression that  certificates  in  reference  to 
roads  were  given  by  competent  road 
surveyors,  but  in  many  parts  of  England 
they  were  given  by  the  magistrates 
themselves,  and  were  not  worth  the 
paper  they  were  written  on. 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  that  in  most 
cases  Boroughs  possessed  competent 
and  efficient  surveyors,  steam  rollers  and 
other  appliances,  and  he  assumed  that 
whatever  arrangements  were  made  under 
the  Bill  the  roads  would  be  under  the 
superintendence  of  the  competent  stafiP, 
which  in  boroughs  had  now  to  deal  with 
them. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  should  like 
to  know  why  municipal  boroughs  should 
not  have  the  privilege  of  maintaining 
their  own  roads  as  well  as  Quarter 
Sessions  boroughs  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  the  right  would 
be  given  not  only  to  municipal  boroughs 
but  to  urban  districts. 

Viscount  CRANB0RNE(  Lancashire, 
N.E.,  Darwen)  said,  the  question  was 
one  of  great  importance  to  the  county  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent.  He  un- 
derstood that  imder  the  arrangement  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  a  portion  of 
the  licensed  duties  were  to  be  assigned  to 
the  maintenence  of  county  roads  even 
within  the  boroughs.  There  were  several 
boroughs  in  Lancashire  which  were  not 
Quarter  Sessions  boroughs,  and  which 
contributed  in  the  ordinary  way  to  the 
county  main  roads.  He  wished  to  know 
what  was  to  be  their  contribution  in 
future  towards  the  maintenence  of  main 
roads  in  all  parts  of  the  county  ? 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  his  noble  Friend 
must  remember  that  hitherto  the  Quar- 
ter Sessions  boroughs  had  never  oontri- 


1741       toeal  Govemmeni  {June  29,  i88B)    (^England  and  Wales)  Bill.  1742 


buted  to  the  county  at  all,  but,  in  future, 
not  only  would  the  boroughs  which  were 
not  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs,  and 
which  were  to  be  made  county  boroughs, 
but  the  county  boroughs,  inclusiye  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  boroughs,  would  con- 
tribute to  the  county  roads  a  certain 
proportion  of  the  Van  and  Wheel  Tax. 
In  return  for  the  contribution  to  the 
county  by  such  boroughs,  which  were 
not  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs,  the 
county  had  hitherto  contributed  one-half 
of  the  cost  of  the  roads,  but  the  contri- 
bution would  now  cease. 

Sir  UQHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Olitheroe)  wished 
to  have  a  clear  explanation  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  this  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  all 
boroughs  would  contribute  in  future,  by 
means  of  the  Wheel  and  Van  Tax,  to 
the  maintenance  of  main  roads.  That 
was  not  at  all  clear.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  no  doubt,  had  an  Amend- 
ment to  Olause  30  on  the  Paper  which 
it  was  rather  difficult  to  refer  to  now, 
but  which  appeared  on  page  32  of  the 
Amendments  now  before  the  House, 
and  was  as  follows : — 

"  In  the  case  of  the  duties  collected  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue  in  respect  of 
the  licences  for  trade  carts,  locomotives,  horses, 
mules,  and  horse  dealers  under  any  Act  of  the 
present  session,  those  Commissioners  shall  cer- 
tify the  amount  collected  in  each  county  in 
like  manner  as  if  the  county  included  each 
county  boroagh  specified  in  the  fourth  schedule 
to  this  Act  as  situate  in  that  county,  and  the 
amount  as  so  ascertained  shall  be  di  vided  between 
the  said  boroughs  and  the  residue  of  the  said 
county  in  proportion  to  rateable  value." 

In  Lancashire,  for  example,  if  the  tax 
were  treated  as  a  tax  upon  the  county 
at  large,  and  distributed  according  to 
rateable  value,  about  one-half  would 
go  to  the  county  outside  the  boroughs 
and  one-half  to  the  boroughs.  That 
would  only  be  giving  to  the  county  what 
fairly  belonged  to  the  county  itself,  and 
would  not  be  a  contribution  from  the 
boroughs  to  the  main  roads.  It  would 
only  be  a  payment  by  the  wheels  in  the 
boroughs  which  wore  out  the  county 
roads  towards  the  cost  of  those  roads. 
He  must  point  out  that  it  was  necessary 
for  the  Oommittee  to  consider  the  fact 
that  in  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  or  as  it 
would  be  amended  by  the  Amendments 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
the  expense  of  main  roads  for  the 
county  would  be  very  heavy  unless  the 


Van  nnd  Wheel  Tax  brought  in  such 
a  large  amount  in  diminution  of  the 
county  rate  as  would  really  leave  only 
a  tenth  of  the  expense  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  county  rate.  According 
to  the  best  calculations  they  in  Lanca- 
shire had  been  able  to  make,  they 
were  convinced  that  nothing  of  the 
kind  would  happen.  They  could  not 
make  out  that  they  would  be  receiving 
much  more  in  aid  of  the  county  rates 
for  main  roads  than  they  were  receiv- 
ing from  the  Parliamentary  grant.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  the  Oommittee  some  more  infor- 
mation on  the  point.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  make  a  great 
change  in  the  law  with  respeot  to 
main  roads.  At  present  all  the  Quar- 
ter Sessions  boroughs  were  exempt 
from  all  payment  towards  the  expense 
of  main  roads.  The  Bill  destroyed 
that  exemption,  and  said  that  in 
future  all  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs 
should  contribute  to  main  roads.  He 
thought  that  was  a  perfectly  fair  pro- 
posal; but  instead  of  being  content 
with  this  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
turned  a  large  number  of  Quarter 
Sessions  boroughs  into  county  boroughs 
and  again  exempted  them.  Then  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  proposed  the 
Amendment  went  far  beyond  the  legis- 
lation of  1878,  applying  the  exemption 
to  all  the  boroughs  mentioned  in  the 
Amendment.  This  proposal  was  really 
a  little  too  strong,  and  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  stand  firm 
in  resisting  the  demand. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  said,  he  thought  that 
some  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs 
would  be  rather  hardly  treated  by  this 
Bill.  At  present  they  did  not  contri- 
bute at  all  to  the  main  roads  of  the 
county,  but  repaired  their  own  main 
roads.  It  was  now  proposed  to  make 
them  contribute  by  means  of  the  Wheel 
and  Van  Tax  and  the  Licence  Duties, 
and  also  to  make  the  rateable  property 
in  the  boroughs  liable  to  a  main  road 
rate.  This  was  hardly  equitable.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  that 
the  high  street  of  a  large  town  should 
be  considered  a  main  road,  in  that  case 
the  entire  position  of  matters  would  be 
altered.  But  this,  he  believed,  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  do.  He  did  not  think 
the  rateable  value  of  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions boroughs  ought  to  be  placed  under 
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contribution  to  the  roads  of  the  county 
in  addition  to  the  Licence  Duties  and  the 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  (Lancashire,  Prest- 
wich)  said,  he  hoped  that  the  Committee 
would  not  regard  this  as  a  question  be- 
tween town  and  county,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  President  of  the  Local  Gorern- 
ment  Board  would  stand  firm  in  his  op* 
position  to  the  Amendment.  In  his  con- 
stituency there  were  main  roads  for  four 
or  six  miles  between  different  boroughs 
which  ought  to  be  kept  up  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  traffic  which  mainly  passed 
from  one  borough  to  another. 

Mb.  TOLLEMAOHE  (Cheshire,  Eddis- 
bury)  asked  whether  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  read 
a  speech  in  The  Times  that  day,  made  by 
Mr.  Hibbert,  in  which  it  was  said  that  in 
this  Bill  practically  half  the  rateable 
yalue  of  Lancashire  would  -be  taken 
away  from  the  rural  part  of  the  county. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  appoint 
a  Commission  on  the  subject  referred  to 
other  counties  as  well  as  to  Lancashire. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  that  it  did  not 
refer  to  the  county  of  Lancaster  par- 
ticularly, but  it  would  affect  all  the 
counties  of  England  and  Wales.  He 
had  not  had  time  to  read  the  speech  of 
Mr.  Hibbert  to  which  reference  had 
been  made,  but  he  had  had  the  oppor- 
tunity and  advantage  of  hearing  Mr. 
Hibbert  speak  at  the  Local  Government 
Board.  He  had  pointed  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  were  two 
questions  raised.  Li  the  first  place, 
there  was  the  question  whether  it  was 
the  case  or  not  that  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions boroughs  in  Lancashire  did  not  at 
present  pay  a  sufficient  amount  towards 
the  maintenance  of  the  main  roads.  The 
deputation  thought  not,  and  that  to  deal 
with  the  question  on  the  present  basis 
would  be  unfair  on  account  of  that  ex- 
emption. As  to  that  point  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  could  not  hold  out  any 
hope  that  the  Government  would  be 
prepared  to  make  any  alteration.  In 
this  Bill  they  had  been  compelled  to  take 
the  law  as  it  stood,  and  where  they  found 
that  exemptions  existed  they  could  not 
attempt  to  inquire  whether  such  exemp- 
tions were  right  or  wrong,  but  were 
obliged  to  take  them  as  they  found 
them.  That  being  so,  his  hon.  Friend 
would  recognize  the  fact  that,  as  a  large 
number  of  the  boroughs  in  Lancashire 
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I  were  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs  and 
had  never  contributed  towards  the  main 
roads,  Lancashire  was  not  being  de- 
prived of  anything  she  had  previously 
received  as  far  as  the  boroughs  were 
concerned.  That  was  one  point  in  con- 
nection with  Lancashire.  In  the  second 
place,  he  had  pointed  out  that  care 
must  be  taken  that  a  fair  and  equitable 
adjustment  was  made  as  between  the 
boroughs  that  were  taken  out  of  the 
county  and  the  remaining  portion  of  the 
county.  On  that  point  he  had  said  that 
those  concerned  had  good  ground  for 
making  representations  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  he  had  pro- 
mised that  he  would  consider  the  matter. 
The  result  of  the  consideration  was  that 
he  had  put  down  an  Amendment  on 
Clause  30,  which,  however,  it  would  not 
be  right  or  proper,  nor  would  it  be  in 
Order,  to  discuss  now.  The  idea  of  the 
Government  was  this,  that  as  far  as  the 
existing  application  was  concerned,  they 
could  not  undertake  to  inquire  whether 
the  basis  of  assessment  was  right  or 
wrong;  but  they  ought  to  make  pro- 
vision that  the  county  should  not  in 
any  way  be  financially  injured  by  the 
boroughs  being  taken  out  of  them.  As 
far  as  he  understood  the  Eepresentativee 
of  the  boroughs,  prior  to  the  decision 
which  was  arrived  at  which  took  certain 
boroughs  out  of  the  county,  there  was 
not  a  single  borough  Member  who  did 
not  express  entire  concurrence  with  him 
that  whatever  provision  was  made  care 
should  be  taken  to  secure  that  the  con- 
tribution of  the  boroughs  should  'con- 
tinue to  be  paid.  It  was  said,  that  it 
was  not  so  much  a  question  of  finance, 
or  whether  they  would  gain  or  lose,  but 
that  they  should  be  left  to  their  own 
independent  action.  It  was  on  that 
distinct  understanding  that  he  had  en- 
larged, to  so  great  an  extent,  the  fourth 
Schedule,  and  he  had  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  there  was  any  strong  feeling 
adverse  to  a  fair  adjustment  of  the 
financial  relations  between  the  counties 
and  boroughs. 

Mb.  HENEY  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.)  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  with  perfect  ac- 
curacy and  fairness  the  position  taken 
by  the  large  municipal  boroughs  in  re- 
ference to  the  question,  and  he  did  not 
think  there  was  the  most  remote  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  boroughs  to  depart 
from  the  original  arrangement.     The 
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right  hon.  Member  for  Clitheroe  (Sir 
XJghtred  Kay-Shuttle  worth),  however, 
had  attempted  to  depart  from  it  in  ano- 
ther direction,  and  to  put  a  burden  upon 
the  boroughs  which  at  present  thej  did 
not  bear.  He  could  assure  his  right 
hon.  Friend  that  that  proposition  would 
be  resisted  to  the  utmost.  He  could 
quite  understand  that  Lancashire  was 
an  exceptional  count j.  For  his  own 
part  he  could  understand  that  there  was 
a  [difficulty;  but,  if  necessary,  it  must 
be  dealt  with  exceptionally  by  the 
House.  But  they  should  not  have  in- 
justice done  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  England  simply  on  account 
of  what  was  being  done  in  Lancashire. 
He  would  recall  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  what  the  position  of  these 
main  roads  was.  Prior  to  the  passing 
of  the  Main  Hoads  Act  the  exnense  of 
maintaining  the  roads  was  paid  by  the 
turnpikes.  When  the  roads  were  dis- 
tumpiked,  the  counties  had  imposed 
upon  them  by  the  Act  of  1878  the 
liability  of  contributing  one-half,  the 
other  half  being  paid  by  the  Local 
Authorities.  The  Quarter  Session 
boroughs  were  exempt  from  that  ar- 
rangement ;  but  had  to  maintain  the 
roads  within  their  own  area  without  re- 
ceiving any  contribution  from  the  county. 
He  quite  admitted  that  with  regard  to 
small  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs  the  ar- 
rangement would  be  perfectly  fair ;  but 
the  present  legislation  was  intended  to 
meet  the  case  of  the  large  boroughs.  He 
would  give,  as  an  illustration,  the  case 
of  a  main  road  in  Wolverhampton.  That 
road  was  originally  constructed  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  it  formed 
the  main  road  to  Dublin  by  way  of 
Holyhead.  The  Act  imposed  upon  the 
borough  of  Wolverhampton  the  entire 
expense  of  maintaining  that  road  at  a 
cost  of  something  like  £200  a-mile.  The 
borough  of  Wolverhampton  did  not  ask 
for  any  exemption,  they  would  still  have 
to  bear  that  burden,  but  the  roads  they 
had  to  maintain  within  the  boroughs 
represented  a  rate  of  \b.  Therefore,  in 
any  re- adjustment  of  the  burden  of 
keeping  the  main  roads  in  repair,  they 
maintained  that  the  county  ought  to 
make  some  contribution,  which,  at  pre- 
sent, they  did  not. 

Mb.  8TANSFELD  (HaUfax)  said, 
he  could  not  say  that  his  view  was  en- 
tirely that  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  on 
that  occasion.     He  had  always  desired 


that  a  Xiocal  (Government  Bill  which 
created  County  Councils  should  make 
much  of  the  county,  and  he  wanted,  as 
far  as  possible,  that  the  boroughs  should 
be  part  of  the  county,  and  that  certain 
representative  functions  might  be  de- 
volved upon  them.  But  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  had  incurred  considerable 
disappointment  owing  to  so  many 
boroughs  having  applied,  not  unsuccess- 
fully, to  be  taken  out  of  the  counties  in 
which  they  were  situate.  He  thought 
that  these  financial  questions  should  be 
deferred  until  they  had  dealt  with  the 
constructive  part  of  the  Bill,  and  that 
they  should  then  be  approached  with  a 
view  to  setting  them  on  a  fair  and  equit- 
able basis.  He  thought  they  could  not 
advisedly  carry  further  this  discussion, 
so  far  as  finance  was  concerned.  He  re- 
minded the  Committee  that  the  Amend- 
ment on  which  they  were  engaged  had 
for  its  object  that  the  County  Councils 
should  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  re- 
pair and  maintenance  of  main  roads 
within  boroughs.  For  his  part,  he  was 
ready  to  make  his  acknowledgments  to 
his  hon.  Friend,  who  had  stated  the  case 
of  the  boroughs  very  fairly  ;  but  to  say 
any  borough,  however  small,  should 
maintain  its  own  main  roads  and  not 
contribute  to  the  county,  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  unadvisable,  and  if  his  hon. 
Friend  were  to  press  his  Amendment  to 
a  Division,  he  should  be  compelled  to 
vote  against  it. 

Mb.  WOODALL  said,  there  were 
many  boroughs  whose  position  in  this 
matter  of  main  roads  was  much  more 
strikingly  inequitable  than  anything  he 
had  been  able  to  instance.  He  confessed 
that  he  found  himself  between  two  cross 
fires,  and,  being  ready  to  meet  the  views 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  on  every  occa- 
sion, as  far  as  he  could  properly  do  so, 
as  well  as  to  further  the  progress  of  the 
Bill,  he  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  He  must,  however, 
reserve  to  himself  the  right  to  raise  this 
proposal  again  at  a  later  stage  when  the 
right  hon.  Q-entleman's  scheme  wasmore 
clearly  understood. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Babon  DIMSDALE  (Herts,  Hitchin) 
said,  the  Amendment  in  his  name  had 
for  its  object  to  transfer  the  maintenance 
and  repair  of  roads  from  the  County 
Council,  as  proposed  in  the  Bill,  to  the 
District  Council,  and  the  proposal,  he 
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thought,  would  probably  receive  some 
favour  at  the  hands  of  the  Committee, 
not  only  upon  its  own  merits,  but  be- 
cause he  saw  similar  Amendments  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  other  hon. 
Members.  He  ought,  perhaps,  to  ex- 
plain that  the  series  of  Amendments  in 
bis  name  were  unanimously  adopted  by 
the  Oourt  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  his 
own  county,  and  as  it  was  his  duty  to 
bring  them  forward,  he  would  state  the 
case  for  them  as  briefly  as  possible.  It 
was  pointed  out  that  the  County  Council 
was  too  large  a  Body  to  undertake  the 
maintenance  and  repair  of  main  roads, 
and  that  it  would  be  better  that  this 
should  be  entrusted  to  smaller  Bodies, 
which  should  take  charge  of  the  roads 
over  smaller  areas.  In  his  own  county 
there  would  be  a  Council  of  68  mem- 
bers, who  would  meet  at  one  convenient 
place ;  but  there  would  be  no  less  than 
28  District  Couneils formed  in  the  county, 
and  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  main- 
tenance of  the  main  roads  would  be  en- 
trusted to  them  with  greater  advantage 
than  to  the  County  Councils.  His 
Amendment,  then,  would  provide  that 
the  administration  and  management 
should  reside  in  the  District  Council, 
and  the  County  Council  should  exercise 
a  supervising  power.  At  the  present 
time,  the  Quarter  Sessions  had,  by  their 
Committees,  undertaken  the  work,  and 
the  system  had  been  found  to  answer 
very  well,  and  he  ventured  to  believe 
that,  by  the  adoption  of  his  proposal,  a 
more  efficient  and  economical  adminis- 
tration of  main  roads  would  result  than 
from  the  proposal  of  the  GovemmenL 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  8,  after  '*  county,"  insert  **  dis- 
trict."— {Baron  Dimsdale.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'district'  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  long  said,  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  could  hardly  expect  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  this  Amendment,  because 
it  would  destroy  what  they  believed  to 
be  one  of  the  most  useful  provisions  of 
the  Bill — namely,  that  the  County  Coun- 
cils should  be  directly  responsible  for  the 
maintenance  of  main  roads.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  stated  that  the  existing 
arrangement  worked  extremely  well. 
He  did  not  deny  that  there  had  been 
a  great  improvement  in  the  condition  of 
main  roads  in  his  own  county,  but  he 
thought  that  anyone  who  had  taken  part 


in  the  administration  of  road  work  in 
Quarter  Sessions  must  realize  that  the 
existing  powers  of  the  Quarter  Sessions 
were  not  adequate  for  the  purpose  in 
view.  Although  it  was  true  that  the 
certificate  was  not  issued  unless  they 
were  satisfied,  at  the  same  time  it  was 
frequently  the  case  that  the  surveyor 
was  prevented  by  his  present  position 
either  from  making  any  recommenda- 
tions or  from  seeing  that  they  were 
carried  out.  The  (Government  believed, 
therefore,  that  the  proposal  in  this  clause 
was  an  improvement  on  the  ezitting 
system,  and  for  that  reason  did  not  find 
it  possible  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  CHANNINO  (Northampton,  E.) 
said,  that  as  he  had  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  exactly  identical  with  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  opposite,  he  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  in  support  of  the  pro- 
posal to  confine  the  administration  of 
main  roads  to  the  District  Council.  He 
regretted  the  answer  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
leman  the  Secretary  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  because  in  his  own 
neighbourhood  there  was  a  very  strong 
consensus  of  opinion  in  favour  of  the 
principle  embodied  in  the  Amendment. 
The  only  difference  of  opinion  was  aa  to 
whether  there  should  be  something  in 
the  nature  of  a  permissive  system  of 
eontract  between  the  County  and  Dis- 
trict Councils  such  as  he  understood  to 
be  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North- West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot).  From 
what  he  had  heard  on  this  subject  in 
the  county  which  he  represented,  it  was 
obvious  to  him  that  a  great  saving  of 
expenditure  would  result  from  the  ad- 
ministration of  main  roads  being  con- 
centrated in  the  District  Council.  There 
was  an  opinion  in  favour  of  something 
like  an  improvement  on  the  13th  clause 
of  the  Highways  Act,  in  order  to  eusure 
adequate  supervision  and  management 
of  highways.  So  far  as  he  understood, 
there  was  an  objection  to  the  Highway 
Boards  on  the  ground  that  they  were 
not  sufficiently  numerous.  Their  ad- 
ministration was  generally  approved, 
and  the  transfer  of  their  duties  to  the 
County  Councils  would,  in  his  opinion, 
be  satisfactory.  He  should  willingly 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  he  hoped  there  would  be 
an  expression  on  the  part  of  other  county 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House  in 
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favour  of  the  principle  for  whioh  he  con- 
tended— namely,  that  the  highway  ad- 
ministration should  be  concentrated  in 
the  District  Councils.  If  the  Ooyem- 
ment  could  not  accept  the  Amendment, 
he  hoped  they  would  adopt  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ashburton  (Mr.  Seale- 
Hayne),  which  would  give  the  same 
power  to  the  Hural  District  Councils  as 
the  clause  gave  to  Urban  Authorities. 

VisoouwT  WOLMER  (Hants,  Peters- 
field)  said,  he  did  not  know  what  his 
hon.  Friend  meant  by  concentration  of 
administration;  but  the  meaning  ap- 
peared to  be  that  the  main  roads  of  the 
county  should  be  parcelled  out  to  the 
District  Councils;  which,  to  his  mind, 
was  as  unsatisfactory  and  uneconomical 
a  method  of  maintaining  the  roads  as 
could  be  conceived.  The  roads  in  ques- 
tion were  the  main  arteries  of  circula- 
tion through  the  counties  from  end  to 
end,  and  they  were  now  told  that  they 
were  to  be  left  to  Boards  of  Ouardians, 
every  one  of  which  had  its  own  idea  of 
road  maintenance,  some  of  them  very 
unscientific,  as  well  as  their  own  peculiar 
views  on  the  question  of  using  local 
stone.  He  was  of  opinion  that  this 
matter  must  be  dealt  with  as  a  whole 
by  the  County  Council.  Boad-making, 
to  be  scientifically  conducted,  must  be 
done  with  the  best  stone  that  could  be 
procured,  and  he  thought  it  stood  to 
reason  that  the  County  Council  would 
be  better  able  to  command  the  best  stone 
than  the  District  Council.  For  these 
reasons,  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
not  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hitchin  (Baron  Dimsdale). 
VrisoouNT  EBRINGTON  (Devon, 
Tavistock)  said,  he  agreed  that  the 
Highway  Board  system  was  an  im- 
provement on  the  old  parish  system ; 
but  the  qualifications  thought  necessary 
for  surveyors  were  not  always  high. 
He  had  known  a  case  where  the  princi- 
pal recommendation  offered  on  behalf 
of  a  candidate  was  that  his  brother  had 
held  the  post  before  him.  He  thought 
that  the  proposal  of  the  Government, 
modified  by  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North- West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  was 
much  more  likely  to  produce  good  road- 
making  than  that  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  (Glamorgan, 
8.)  said,  he  thought  that,  in  framing 
this  new  Local    Government   Bill,    it 


would  be  wise  to  borrow  from  the  ex- 
perience of  South  Wales,  and  place  the 
whole  of  the  main  roads  under  the 
County  Councils. 

Mr.  a.  H.  dyke  ACLAND  (York, 
W.B.,  Botherham)  said,  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  (Government  meant  the 
establishment  of  a  new  staff  different 
from  that  at  present  working  in  the 
counties.  He  did  not  know  whether  it 
was  implied  that  the  Coimty  Councils 
might  maintain  the  roads  in  an  efficient 
state  by  means  of  contracts  with  the 
District  Councils;  but,  if  so,  he  had 
nothing  to  say  against  the  proposal. 

Mr.  long  said,  the  Government  did 
not  propose  to  entail  on  the  County 
Council  the  providing  of  the  machinery 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  roads.  But 
power  was  given  them  to  maintain  the 
roads,  and  if  they  believed  they  could 
do  that  more  economically  and  better 
through  their  own  surveyor  they  would 
have  the  right  to  do  so.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  they  believed  they  could  do  the 
work  more  economically  and  better  by 
contract  with  the  District  Councils  and 
the  present  authorities,  they  had  power 
to  do  so  ;  and  there  would  be  no  neces- 
sity for  the  new  machinery  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  page 
12,  after  ''situate,''  insert  ''and  no 
tolls,  commonly  called  turnpike  tolls, 
shall  bo  collected  in  South  Wales." — 
{Mr,  A.  Thomas.) 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  he  might  spare 
the  hon.  Gentleman  some  trouble  by 
pointing  out  that,  under  the  new  condi- 
tion of  things,  Wales  would  in  future 
be  in  the  same  position  as  any  other 
part  of  the  country  as  regarded  main 
roads.  The  counties  would  collect  their 
own  Licence  Duties,  and  it  would,  there- 
fore, seem  unjust  that  the  toll  system 
should  be  continued.  It  was,  he  be- 
lieved, the  unanimous  opinion  of  the 
people  that  the  tolls  should  be  abolished, 
and  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
accept  the  principle  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  But  he  would 
ask  him  not  to  press  for  the  insertion  of 
the  words  here,  because  they  would 
come  in  rather  awkwardly,  but  be  satis- 
fied with  his  assurance  that  he  would 
be  prepared  hereafter  to  carry  out  his 
wia&ea^  either  by  Amendment  or  by 
means  of  a  new  clause. 

IJSi^venth  NtghL'} 
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Mb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
said,  he  agreed  to  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  pointed  out 
that  the  main  roads  in  South  Wales 
having,  with  regard  to  turnpikes,  been 
dealt  with  in  a  special  manner,  it  was 
the  desire  of  the  inhabitants  that  they 
should  now  be  placed  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  rest  of  the  Kingdom. 

Sib  JOSEPH  BAILEY  (Hereford) 
said,  he  might  point  out  that  funds  for 
the  roads  were  provided  not  only  by 
tolls,  but  by  a  county  road  rate  of  a 
special  character ;  that  was  to  say,  its 
incidence  is  not  the  same  as  the  ordinary 
county  rate;  and  the  tenantcould  recover 
it  from  the  landlord.  He  rose  to  express 
a  hope  that  when  the  clause  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  was  brought  in,  he 
would  see  that  the  county  road  rate 
was  also  abolished. 

Mb.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  said,  that 
Clause  15,  which  provided  that  the  cost 
of  maintaining  the  main  roads  appeared 
to  him  a  more  appropriate  place  for 
introducing  the  Amendment.  At  any 
rate,  Clause  46  was  not  the  proper 
place. 

Mb.  HITCHIE  said,  the  subject  was 
one  which  must  be  dealt  with  rather 
comprehensively.  It  could  not  be  dealt 
with  in  a  line  or  two,  and  his  own 
opinion  was  that  it  was  a  fit  subject  for 
a  new  clause. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  (Sus- 
sex, N.W.)  said,  the  law  with  regard  to 
foot-paths  was  not  very  clear.  An  hon. 
Friend  had  told  him  of  a  case  in  point ; 
it  appeared  that  the  Authorities,  owing 
to  the  uncertain  state  of  the  law,  were 
keeping  in  repair  a  path  out  of  Chelten- 
ham rather  than  run  the  risk  of  not 
repairing  it.  That  was  not  his  view  of 
the  case,  although  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  he  had  spoken  with  one  or  two  pro- 
fessional men  in  his  Division  of  Sussex, 
who  said  that  if  they  were  to  take  over 
the  main  roads  in  towns  they  might 
be  liable  for  the  repair  of  the  pave- 
ments at  the  side  as  well  as  of  the  road 
itself.  He  believed  the  Committee  would 
think  it  unjust  that  the  County  Coun- 
cils should  be  compelled  to  pay  for  these 
pavements.  Again,  he  might  point  out 
that  some  of  the  towns  might  think 
it  right  to  have  wood  or  stone  pave- 
ments in  the  roads,  and  it  would  be  mani- 
festly unfair  that  the  County  Councils 


should  have  to  pay  for  that.  The  right 
and  proper  course  was  to  repair  the  road 
as  it  had  hitherto  been  repaired,  and 
maintain  it  in  a  condition  fit  for  the  con- 
veyance of  the  through  traffic.  He  be- 
lieved his  right  hon.  Friend  was  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  Amendment  he  had 
placed  on  the  Paper  with  a  certain 
modification,  which,  if  it  met  with  the 
approval  of  the  Committee,  he  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  was  willing  to 
accept ;  but  he  would  like  to  hear  his 
right  hon.  Friend's  views  on  this  ques- 
tion, which  was  of  undoubted  impor- 
tance. Some  of  the  foot-paths  he  had 
referred  to  were  made  for  the  benefit  of 
a  particular  parish,  or  for  some  special 
purpose,  such  as  making  and  raising  a 
path  so  as  to  get  dry  to  church,  and  did 
not  form  part  of  the  main  road  ;  and  it 
would  be  very  unwise  to  allow  the  repair 
of  these  to  be  taken  over  by  the  County 
Councils.  For  these  reasons  he  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment  he  had  placed 
on  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  12,  line  9,  leave  out  "  and,*'  and  in- 
sert '*  but  such  main  road  shall  not  be  deemed 
to  include  any  footpath  or  pavement  by  the  side 
of  such  road,  nor  shall  the  county  council  be 
required  to  maintain  or  repair  a  road  further  or 
otherwise  than  is  necessary  for  maintaining  the 
same  in  a  condition  fit  for  the  conveyance  of 
the  through  traffic.'*— (fiTir  Walter  B,  BartUloi.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend's  Amendment  divided  itself 
into  two  parts,  one  of  which  related  to 
the  question  of  foot-paths,  the  other  to 
the  condition  in  which  main  roads  should 
be  maintained.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  said  truly  that  the  law  was  not  as 
distinct  on  this  matter  as  was  desirable ; 
but  certainly  so  far  as  the  question  of 
the  pavements  was  concerned  he  did  not 
think  there  could  be  much  doubt  that  no 
liability  rested  with  the  county  to  main- 
tain  those  at  the  side  of  the  main  roads 
in  boroughs.  With  regard,  however,  to 
footpaths  in  the  rural  part  of  dis- 
tricts he  thought  the  practice  was  dif- 
ferent, and  that  the  rule  had  been  that 
the  county  should  contribute  towards  the 
maintenance  of  such  foot-paths.  He  be- 
lieved the  words  of  the  Turnpikes  Act 
were  pretty  clear — namely,  that  the 
turnpike  trustees  were  authorized  to 
make  and  repair  causeways  for  the  use 
of  passengers  at  the  side  of  tumpikq 
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roads;  but  the  following  section  pro- 
vided that  thej  were  not  to  make  or  re- 
pair any  footpath  in  a  village  or  town. 
Ke  should  wish  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  therefore,  to  accept  an  alteration 
of  the  first  portion  of  his  Amendment, 
which  would  show  clearly  that  no  ob- 
ligation should  lie  on  the  County  Council 
to  maintain  any  paved  footpath — that 
he  should  leave  out  the  words  *'  foot- 
path or  pavement,"  and  insert  ''  any 
paved  or  pitched  causeway  or  pave- 
ment."  That  he  thought  would  carry 
out  the  desire  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  in  that  respect.  With  regard  to  the 
other  portion  of  the  Amendment  dealing 
with  the  repair  of  roads,  he  might  point 
out  that  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  amounted  to  the  division 
of  the  repair  of  the  roads  into  two  parts 
— the  first  related  to  the  part  which  had 
to  do  with  local  traffic,  and  the  second  to 
that  required  in  the  county  for  through 
traffic.  If  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  were  inserted  in  its  pre- 
sent form,  he  could  easily  imagine  that 
a  conflict  of  opposition  might  arise  be- 
tween the  District  and  the  County  Coun- 
cils as  to  the  interpretation  of  local  as 
distinguished  from  through  traffic.  It 
would  be  extremely  undesirable  that  any 
such  conflict  of  opinion  should  arise,  and 
it  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  plain  duty  to 
maintain  the  roads  in  a  proper  state  of 
repair,  no  matter  whether  it  was  out  of 
repair  on  account  of  local  or  through 
traffic.  But  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
said  that  the  Town  Authorities  might 
take  it  into  their  heads  to  put  down 
wooden  or  stone  pavement.  Ke  would, 
however,  point  out  to  him  that  by  this 
Bill  a  Town  Council,  if  it  desired  to 
maintain  its  own  roads,  would  only  be 
able  to  call  on  the  County  Council  for  a 
contribution  on  the  same  basis  as  that 
on  which  the  contribution  was  now 
made,  so  that  it  did  not  seem  that  the 
case  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man had  suggested  was  at  all  likely  to 
arise ;  and,  further,  he  believed  it  would 
be  seen  that  if  the  road  through  a  town  or 
urban  district  were  pitched  or  paved  in 
any  way  it  might  cost  considerably  less 
to  repair — although  the  original  cost 
might  have  been  great — than  would  be 
the  case  if  the  ordinary  pavement  had  to 
be  used.  Therefore,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  would  not  think  it 
necessary  to  press  the  latter  part  of  his 
Amendment,   but  adopt  his  suggestion 


with  regard  to  the  first  part,  in  which 
modified  form  the  Government  were,  as 
he  had  said,  willing  to  accept  it. 

Mr.  MALLOCK  (Devon,  Torquay) 
said,  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
not  accept  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend,  who  seemed  to  think 
that  the  footpaths  at  the  side  of  main 
roads  were  not  maintainable  by  the 
Main  Eoad  Authorities.  He  knew, 
however,  that  in  the  county  of  Devon 
the  cost  of  maintaining  footpaths,  which 
existed  during  the  time  when  the  main 
roads  were  turnpike  roads,  had  always 
been  allowed.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  paths  must  be  kept  up  by  someone ; 
and^  therefore,  if  it  were  not  done  by 
the  County  Council  it  must  be  done  by 
the  District  Council,  and  then  there 
would  be  two  surveyors  side  by  side 
engaged  upon  the  same  road.  There 
were  many  oases  of  main  roads  in  rural 
districts  running  between  two  large 
towns,  for  the  sake  of  which  towns  only 
the  footpaths  were  kept  up,  and  it  would, 
therefore,  be  unfair  to  throw  the  cost  of 
their  maintenance  upon  the  rural  dis« 
tricts.  He  also  reminded  the  Committee 
that  many  roads  were  declared  main 
roads  because  they  led  to  railway  sta- 
tions situated  outside  the  urban  districts 
which  used  them ;  those  roads  had  paved 
footpaths — he  knew  of  an  instance — and, 
therefore,  the  whole  cost  of  them  would 
be  thrown  upon  the  rural  districts. 

Mr.  HALLE  r  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire,  Spalding)  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  meant  footpaths  wholly 
pitched  and  paved,  or  did  he  mean  to  in- 
clude those  which  had  a  curb  at  the  side  ? 

Mb  LLEWELLYN  asked  with  whom 
the  maintenance  of  the  footpaths,  which 
were  of  importance  in  the  localities  in 
which  they  existed,  was  to  rest  ? 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  he  had  not  pro- 
posed  that  footpaths  should  be  excluded 
from  the  Bill.  The  Amendment  he  sug- 
gested would  only  exclude  pitched  or 
paved  causeways  or  pavements. 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  said,  he  took  ex- 
ception  to  that.  Someone  must  take 
charge  of  the  footpath,  whether  paved 
or  otherwise,  and  the  proper  authority 
to  do  that  was  the  one  which  had  charge 
of  the  roads. 

Sib  MATTHEW  WHITE  EIDLEY 
(Lancashire,  N.,  Blackpool)  said,  they 
were  now  engaged  in  transferring  cer- 
tain powers  from  Quarter  Sessions  to  the 
County  Councils,  and  he  submitted  that 
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it  would  be  more  convenient  not  to  dis- 
cuss upon  this  clause  the  question  of 
amending  the  Highways  Act  of  1878. 
The  only  way  in  which  they  ought  to 
discuss  the  District  Oouncil  was  in  its 
relation  to  the  County  Councils  and 
their  power  to  discharge  the  powers  of 
Quarter  Sessions.  He  suggested  that 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  should  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  said,  he  considered 
that  this  was  the  most  important  Amend- 
ment that  had  been  considered  by  the 
Committee.  He  might  point  out  that  a 
large  portion  of  the  footpaths  in  county 
towns  were  continued  a  considereble 
distance  beyond  the  latter.  They  were 
often  constructed  of  cement  and  asphalte, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  they  were 
made  for  the  convenience  of  the  parish 
people,  and,  consequently,  that  it  would 
be  a  g^eat  injustice  if  the  cost  of  main- 
tenance were  thrown  upon  the  County 
Council.  He  hoped  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  would  persevere  with  his 
Amendment. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead)  said, 
that  as  the  law  at  present  stood  no  per- 
son had  a  right  to  make  enclosure  within 
15  feet  of  the  centre  of  the  road;  and 
if  the  footpaths  were  left  in  the  condi- 
tion they  would  be  in  under  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet, 
they  would,  to  a  great  extent,  become 
of  the  nature  of  common  land,  and  ad- 
jacent owners  would  have  an  induce- 
ment to  make  illegal  encroachments  upon 
them.  There  would  then  be  fences  in- 
stead of  the  pleasant  strips  which  now 
border  many  roads  on  either  side.  He 
thought  that  would  be  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment,  and,  therefore,  hoped 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would 
not  press  it. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  said,  he 
thought  the  Committee  would  do  well 
not  to  attempt  to  amend  the  Highway 
Act.  He  thought  the  hon.  Member  who 
last  spoke  had  exposed  one  of  the  ob- 
jects of  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  he  thought  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would  see  that 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee  was  largely 
in  favour  of  his  Amendment  not  being 
passed.  He  sympathized  with  every 
attempt  to  amend  the  law,  but  their 
labours  would  be  considerably  increased 
if  they  were  to  attempt  to  make  all  the 
alterations  suggested.  He  thought  it  was 

J^.  Matthew  White  RidUy 


the  opinion  of  the  Committee  that  the 
law  at  present  provided  secarity  for 
the  County  Council  never  being  called 
upon  to  do  more  than  was  necessary  in 
respect  of  the  roads,  and  he  trusted, 
therefore,  that  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  would  not  press  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT 
said,  the  Amendment  he  was  about  to 
propose,  whilst  enabling  the  County 
Council  to  hand  over  to  District  Coun- 
cils the  repair  of  main  roads,  yet  re- 
tained in  the  County  Oounoil  those 
powers  which  he  thought  it  absolutely 
necessary  that  they  should  possess 
in  order  to  insure  that  the  main  roads 
should  be  kept  in  a  good  and  effi- 
cient state.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Petersfield  Division  (Vis- 
count Wolmer)  had  said  that  it  would 
be  better  if  the  County  Councils  could 
maintain  and  keep  the  roads  in  repair ; 
but  he  thought  the  noble  Lord  would 
consider  that  the  proposal  he  made  was 
one  which  would  work  well,  and  be  far 
more  economical  in  its  results  than  a 
system  under  which  two  surveyors  would 
be  working  side  by  side.  In  the  in- 
terests, therefore,  of  economy  and  effi- 
ciency he  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  12,  at  end  of  line  17,  insert—"  (4.) 
The  county  council  and  any  distriot  council 
may  from  time  to  time  contimct  for  the  under- 
taking by  the  district  council  of  the  main* 
tenance,  repair,  improvement,  and  enlargement 
of,  and  other  dealing  with  any  main  road,  and, 
if  the  county  c<mncil  so  require,  the  district 
council  shall  undertake  the  same,  and  such  un- 
dertaking shall  be  in  consideration  of  such 
annual  payment  by  the  county  council  for  the 
costs  of  the  undertaking  as  may  from  time  to 
time  be  ag^reed  upon,  or,  in  case  of  difference, 
be  determined  by  arbitration,  in  manner  pro- 
vided by  this  Act. 

"  (5.)  Provided,  that  in  no  case  shall  a  oounty 
council  make  any  payment  to  a  district  council 
towards  the  costs  of  such  undertaking  as  re- 
spects any  road,  or  towards  the  oosts  of  the 
maintenance  or  repair  of  any  road  by  an  urban 
authority,  until  the  county  council  are  satisfied 
by  the  report  of  their  surveyor,  or  such  other 
person  as  the  county  council  may  appoint  for 
the  purpose,  that  the  road  has  lieen  properly 
maintained  or  repaired,  or  that  the  improve- 
ment or  enlargement  of  or  other  dealing  with 
the  road,  as  the  case  may  be,  has  been  properly 
executed."~(iStr  WalUr  B,  SartUUU) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  those  vroids 
be  there  added*" 
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Mr.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devon,  Ash- 
burton)  said,  he  had  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  to  the  same  effect  as  that  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  and  would, 
therefore,  say  a  few  words  in  support 
of  the  principle  involved.  He  thought 
there  was  a  very  strong  desire  in  the 
counties  that  the  District  Authorities 
should  have  power  to  retain  the  control 
of  their  own  roads.  The  Bural  Autho- 
rities desired  to  be  vested  with  the  same 
power  as  was  proposed  to  be  given  to 
the  Urban  Authorities,  and  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  why  they  should  not 
have  it.  He  believed  it  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  greater  economy  that  this 
should  be  done,  because  the  District 
Authorities  would  have  their  own  staff 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  roads  ;  he 
was  perfectly  confident  that  they  would 
repair  more  efficiently  and  economically 
the  portions  of  the  main  roads  which 
passed  through  their  districts  than  would 
be  the  case  under  the  system  proposed 
in  the  Bill.  Moreover,  he  believed,  the 
inhabitants  of  the  districts  would  be  the 
best  people  to  keep  watch  upon  the 
roads,  and  to  compel  the  District  Au- 
thorities to  keep  them  in  order ;  and  the 
public  at  large  would,  of  course,  be  pro- 
tected, because  the  County  Inspector 
would  see  that  the  District  Authorities 
maintained  the  main  roads  in  proper 
condition.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  sincerely  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
said,  he  hoped  that  if  the  Amendment 
were  accepted,  the  word  "  annual " 
would  be  struck  out.  It  was  well  known 
that  at  times  it  was  much  more  econo- 
mical to  pave  old  roads  than  to  go  on 
repairing  them.  It  was  desirable  that 
the  payment  for  this  should  not  be  made 
by  annual  payments,  but  in  one  lump 
sum. 

Mb.  LONO  said,  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  as  it 
stood.  The  Government,  however, 
could  not  accept  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ashburton  (Mr.  Scale- 
Hayne)  that  the  same  power  should 
be  conferred  upon  the  Ilural  Autho- 
rities as  upon  the  Urban  Authorities, 
because  it  would  not  fall  in  with  their 
proposal  that  the  maintenance  of  the 
roads  should  fall  on  the  County  Council. 
With  reference  to  the  point  raised  by 


the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken, 
he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  take  out 
the  word  '^  annual,''  because  whether 
the  money  was  spent  in  one  year  or 
three,  the  authorities  must  expend  what 
was  necessary  to  keep  the  roads  in  a 
proper  state  of  repair. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  he  could 
hardly  understand  the  necessity  for  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  pointed  out  that  the 
proposed  arrangement  would  be  useful 
in  the  case  of  where  a  strip  of  road 
belonging  to  a  rural  area  came  between 
two  Urban  Authorities,  the  maintenance 
of  which  it  would  be  too  costly  for  the 
County  Council  to  keep  in  their  own 

fl  AT*  n  R 

Mb.'  BRUNNEB  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  he  thoroughly  approved  the 
Amendment,  which  was  a  step  in  the 
direction  of  economy,  a  principle  too 
often  lost  sight  of  in  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MCLAREN  said,  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  which  he  rose  to  propose 
was  to  do  away  with  a  hardship  only 
recently  discovered  by  Local  Authorities. 
By  a  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal 
this  year  an  Urban  Authority  had  had 
to  pay  out  of  its  own  pocket  the  cost  of 
paving  a  road  with  paving  blocks,  as  it 
was  held  that  that  did  not  come  under 
the  head  of  maintenance.  A  great  in- 
justice had  been  inflicted,  because  in  this 
case  the  work,  which  cost  £80,  would 
have  lasted  for  10  years,  while  the  cost 
of  macadamizing  the  road  would  have 
come  to  £10  annually  during  that  time. 
In  this  latter  case  the  Urban  Authority 
would  get  three-fourths  of  the  cost  re- 
turned to  them,  and  so  would  really 
only  have  had  to  pay  £25  spread  over 
10  years.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  accept  the  Amendment  he 
was  about  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  12,  line  24,  after  the  word  **  same," 
insert  the  words,  "  and  for  the  purpose  of  the 
maintenance,  repair,  improvement,  and  enlarge- 
ment, and  other  dealings  with  such  road,  shall 
have  the  same  powers,  and  he  suhject  to 
the  same  duties  as  a  highway  board.''— (ifr. 
M'Laren,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  long  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  to  accept  the  first 
Amendment   of  the   hon.    Gentleman. 
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because  it  appeared  that  this  section  of 
the  clause  did  not  confer  on  the  Urban 
Authorities  quite  sufficient  powers ;  that 
was  to  say,  not  quite  the  same  powers  that 
the  preceding  sub-section  of  the  clause 
conferred  on  the  Oounty  Councils.  He 
did  not  know  whether  he  would  be  in 
Order  in  referring  to  the  second  Amend- 
ment which  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
garded as  consequential,  but  which 
could  not  be  accepted  bj  the  Govern- 
ment as  a  consequential  Amendment. 
If  the  Government  were  to  accept  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  second  Amendment 
the  result  would  bo  that  the  County 
Councils  would  be  liable  to  be  called 
upon  to  repay  to  the  District  Councils  the 
expenses  incurred  not  merely  in  repair- 
ing the  roads,  but  in  the  improvement 
and  enlargement  of  them,  and  of  course 
the  enlargement  and  improvement 
would  include  the  widening  of  streets  or 
the  buying  up  of  property.  It  must 
be  evident  to  the  Committee  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  lay  on  any 
County  Authority  any  such  burden. 
Of  course,  the  Government  recognized 
that  there  was  some  grievance  in  a  case 
such  as  that  cited  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  render 
the  County  Councils  liable  to  the  very 
heavy  expenses  in  question.  The  Go- 
vernment would  accept  the  first  Amend- 
ment, which  dealt  with  the  powers  of 
the  CTrban  Authority,  but  they  could  not 
accept  the  second  Amendment,  which,  as 
he  said,  threw  on  the  Coimty  Councils 
liability  which  they  could  not  reasonably 
be  expected  to  bear. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  M'LABEN  said,  he  now  begged 
to  move  to  insert  "improvement  or  en- 
largement "  after  "  repair  "  in  line  26. 
This  Amendment  raised  a  very  impor- 
tant principle  indeed,  and  it  was  one 
he  really  hoped  the  Government  would 
see  their  way  to  accept.  Of  course,  he 
did  not  wish  to  insist  upon  the  inser- 
tion of  the  particular  words  he  pro- 
posed. He  was  entirely  at  one  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Long)  in 
saying  it  would  be  absurd  to  expect  the 
County  Councils  to  pay  for  the  making 
of  streets  or  the  buying  up  of  property. 
He  had  no  idea  that  the  words  he  pro- 
posed would  bear  such  a  construction, 
and  therefore  he  was  willing  to  accept 
any   proposal  the    Government  might 

Mr.  Long 


make  to  obviate  such  a  rendering.  The 
point  he  had  in  view  was  quite  clear 
and  distinct.  He  had  in  mind,  as  he 
had  said,  one  case—it  was  one  of  a 
great  many  instances — in  which  the 
Leek  Improvement  Commissioners  spent 
£80  in  paving  a  short  piece  of  road. 
By  that  they  effected  a  g^eat  economy, 
they  saved  an  annual  outlay  of  £10 
a-year  for  10  years.  If,  instead  of  doing 
that,  they  had  gone  on  expending  £10 
a-year  for  10  years,  they  would  have 
spent  £100  in  all.  They  would  have 
got  £75  back  again  into  their  own  local 
coffers,  and  therefore  they  would  have 
only  laid  a  burden  of  £25  upon  the  Leek 
people  extending  over  1 0  years.  Instead 
of  that  they  spent  £80,  and  when  they 
had  done  so,  they  had  to  bear  the  whole 
burden  themselves.  No  one  knew  that 
was  the  state  of  the  law  until  this  year. 
If  it  was  an  old  and  well-established 
law  he  would  not  press  this  point  so 
very  much ;  but  a  decision  in  the  matter 
had  only  been  given  so  late  as  the  7th 
of  May.  All  that  was  asked  was  that 
this  defect  should  be  remedied.  He  would 
accept  any  words  which  would  remedy 
it,  and  he  earnestly  appealed  to  the 
Government  to  consider  the  matter 
favourably. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  26,  after  the  word  "repair,"  insert 
the  words  'improvement  or  enlarge- 
ment."— {Mr.  McLaren.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  HAHRY  T.  DAVENPORT  (Staf. 
fordshire,  Leek)  said,  that  Leek  was  in 
the  Division  of  Staffordshire,  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent,  and  h% 
could  confirm  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  M'Laren)  had  said  as  to  the  Leek 
case.  When  the  street  had  been  paved 
with  blocks  the  Quarter  Sessions,  in  the 
exercise  of  that  economy  which  was  one 
of  their  greatest  characteristics,  refused 
to  make  their  contribution ;  the  case 
thereupon  came  before  the  Courts,  with 
the  result  mentioned.  He  hoped  that 
some  interpretation  of  the  word  ''main- 
tenance "  or  **  improvement "  would  be 
inserted,  which  would  meet  such  a  case 
as  this.  He  understood  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  prepared  to  vary  his 
Amendment  in  any  way  which  the  Gt>- 
vemment  might  desire,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  be  able  to 
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Council  to  contribute  a  fair  proportion 
in  respect  to  what  was  necessary  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  main  roads  within 
the  limits  of  a  smaller  district.  It  might 
be  that,  where  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
traffic,  paving  would,  in  the  long  run, 
be  more  economical ;  but  whether  it  was 
more  economical  or  not,  the  County 
Council,  according  to  the  legal  decision, 
would  get  off  without  any  contribution 
whatever.  It  was  not  always  easy  to 
find  a  way,  on  the  spur  of  the  moment, 
of  getting  out  of  a  difficulty;  but  it 
occurred  to  him  that  a  remedy  might 
be  found  by  inserting,  after  the  word 
'^  repair,"  in  line  26,  the  words  ''  or 
reasonable  improvement." 

Mb.  FUUCEE  (Wilts,  Westbury) 
said,  that  the  difficulty  might  be  met  if 
they  were  to  put  in  the  Bill  a  definition 
of  what  was  '*  maintenance."  There 
were  may  other  things  besides  paving 
which  might  come  under  the  heading  of 
''  maintenance ; "  and,  therefore,  it  was 
as  well  that  there  should  be  a  definition 
of  the  word. 

Mb.  HITOHIE  said,  he  understood 
that  the  point  was  that  there  should  be 
some  provision  by  which  a  district  should 
have  some  kind  of  claim  for  reasonable 
improvements  made  in  their  roads ;  and 
clearly,  of  course,  it  would  be  to  the 
interest  of  the  County  Councils,  who 
had  to  pay  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
roads,  that  reasonable  improvements 
should  be  made,  because  in  that  case 
the  oost  of  maintenance  would  be  less. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Crewe  (Mr. 
M'Laren)  agreed,  the  Qoveimment  would 
accept  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  HaUfax  (Mr. 
Stansfeld)  subject  to  future  considera- 
tion, in  case  it  did  not  quite  meet  what 
was  wanted. 

Mb.  M'LAHEN  said,  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment  sug- 
gested by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
therefore  asked  leave  to  withdraw  his 
original  proposal,  and  he  would  then 
move  the  words  suggested — namely, 
^'  or  reasonable  improvement." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  26,  after  the  word  '*  repair,"  to 
insert  the  words  *'  or  reasonable  im- 
provement."— {Mr.  McLaren,) 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agre$d  to. 

3  I4  [Ehvenih  Nifht.'] 


see  their  way  to  meet  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  MCLAREN  said,  he  thought  that 
if  they  left  out  the  word  *'  enlargement," 
and  agreed  to  the  words  *^  improvement 
with  regard  to  paving,"  the  difficulty 
would  be  met. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  that  his  Amendment  would 
cover  the  matter,  because  it  said  that  the 
County  Councils  might  do  so-and-so,  and 
he  thought  that  that  was  all  that  was 
necessary. 

Mb.  BRUNNEE  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet's  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot's)  Amendment  did  not  quite 
cover  what  might  be  an  exceptional  or 
temporary  provision  such  as  was  re- 
quired in  the  Leek  case.  He  suggested 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
that  provision  might  be  made  for  an 
agreement  between  the  County  Council 
and  the  District  Council  which  would 
meet  such  a  case  as  the  one  in  point. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  that  was 
exactly  what  his  hon.  and  eallant 
Friend's  Amendment  which  had  been 
added  to  the  Bill  did,  because  it  said — 

"The  county  council,  and  any  district 
council  may  from  time  to  time  contract  for  the 
undertfliking  by  the  district  council  of  the 
maintenance,  repair,  improvement,  and  en- 
largement of,  and  other  dealing^  with  any  main 
road,  and,  if  the  county  council  so  require,  the 
district  council  shall  undertake  the  same." 

Mb.  stansfeld  said,  that,  as  he 
understood  the  position,  they  were  now 
dealing  with  the  case  of  an  Urban  Au- 
thority having  elected  to  take  charge  of 
the  main  roads  within  its  own  limits ; 
they  were  not  dealing  with  the  case 
where  the  District  Council  and  the 
County  Council  had  come  to  an  agree- 
ment. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Crewe  (Mr.  McLaren)  had  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  Committee  a  legal  de- 
cision which,  as  he  understood  it,  was 
this — that  where  the  Local  Body,  instead 
of  repairing  a  main  road  in  the  old 
style,  had  repaired  it  in  an  improved 
style,  it  had  been  held  not  to  be  repaired, 
but  to  be  a  re-making  of  the  road,  and 
that  thereupon  it  had  been  held  that  the 
Local  Body  must  bear  the  whole  cost  of 
such  remaking.  What  had  been  done 
might  prove  an  economy  in  the  long  run; 
but  still  the  Local  Body  had  no  daim  at 
all  for  a  contribution.  He  was  sure  that 
everyone  in  the  House  wished  the  County 

yOL.  qCCXXVII.   tmiBp  sbbibs.] 
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Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  had  now  to 
propose  to  leave  out  the  words — 

'<  In  like  manner  and  on  the  like  conditions 
aa  the  contribution  towards  such  costs  is  directed 
"by  the  Highways  and  Locomotives  (Amend* 
ment)  Act,  1878,  to  be  paid." 

The  reason  he  proposed  to  omit  these 
words  was  that  he  found,  from  a  great 
many  communications  he  had  had,  that 
they  were  likely  to  be  misunderstood. 
The  Bill  only  provided  for  the  payment 
by  the  county  of  one-half  the  cost,  and 
a  great  many  of  his  correspondents  out- 
side the  House  and  inside  the  House 
seemed  to  think  that  the  retention  of 
these  words  would  imply,  at  any  rate, 
that  the  contributions  of  the  county 
should  only  be  the  same  as  were  speci- 
fied. The  words  were  not  at  all  neces- 
sary, and  he  proposed  to  omit  them. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  26,  to  leave  out  the  words  from 
the  word  "  road  "  to  end  of  line  28. — 
(Mr.  Ritchie.) 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  BBUNNEE,  in  moving  an 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name, 
said,  he  supposed  he  would  hear  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the 
omission  of  words  they  had  agreed  to 
would  affect  the  Amendment  ? 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  26,  after  the  word  "  road,''  to  insert 
the  words  ''to  the  extent  of  three- 
fourths  of  such  cost,  but  otherwise." — 
(Mr.  Brunner.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  it  was  quite 
evident  that  the  insertion  of  these  words 
would  be  a  total  departure  from  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  They  had  pro- 
vided the  County  Councils  with  what 
was  considered  adequate  funds;  they 
called  upon  the  Councils  to  maintain 
the  whole  cost  of  the  roads,  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  now  proposed  to  relieve 
them  of  one-fourth  of  that  cost. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  EITCHIE,  in  proposing  to  leave 
out  from  "sum,"  in  page  12,  line  30, 
the  words — 

**  Based  on  the  average  expenditure  on  the 
road  during  the  three  years  next  hefore  the 


passing  of  this  Act,  or  the  date  of  the  road  be- 
coming a  main  road  (as  the  case  may  be)/' 

said,  it  would  be  seen  that  in  the  Bill 
they  proposed  to  say  that  the  annual 
sum  should  be  paid  on  the  average  ex- 
penditure  during  the  three  years  before 
the  passing  of  the  Act.  He  had  found, 
from  a  great  number  of  communications 
he  had  received,  that  this  basis  was  a 
basis  which  most  of  those  who  were 
interested  desired  to  alter.  Some  cor- 
respondents suggested  that  the  term 
should  be  three  years,  some  five,  and 
some  seven.  The  Government,  how- 
ever, thought,  on  the  whole,  that  it 
would  be  desirable  not  to  lay  down  any 
absolute  basis  at  all ;  and  he,  therefore, 
begged  to  move  the  omission  of  the 
words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  30,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
'*  sum  "  to  the  second  **  as  "  in  line  32. 
— (Jtfr.  Ritchie,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'based  on  the  average  expenditure,' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  HENEY  H.  FOWLEE  said,  he 
thought  there  was  a  little  misconception 
in  using  the  word  ''  contribution."  He 
could  quite  see  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  left  out  the  last  three 
lines  of  the  preceding  sub-section.  If 
those  lines  had  remained  in  the  clause, 
all  that  the  County  Council  would  have 
been  called  upon  to  contribute  would 
have  been  one-half  of  the  cost  of  the 
main  roads.  **  Contribution,"  which 
was  the  word  used  in  this  sub-section, 
was  rather  like  ''subscription;"  the 
payment  mi^t  be  a  large  one  or  be  a 
small  one.  He  certainly  thought  that 
some  other  word  should  be  substituted 
for  **  contribution." 

Mb.  EITCHIE :  Payment. 

Mb.  HENEY  H.  FOWLEE:  The 
alteration  could  be  made  on  Eeport. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  FULLEE,  in  moving  the  inser- 
tion of  the  words  "  from  time  to  time  " 
after  "  as  may  be,"  in  line  32,  said, 
unless  those  words  were  put  in,  the  fixed 
annual  sum  would  not  be  alterable  from 
time  to  time,  as  the  circumstances 
altered  in  the  different  rural  districts. 
The  wear  and  tear  on  the  roads  might 
be  increased  or  decreased  in  certain  cir- 
cumstances, and  the  contributions  should, 
therefore,  be  varied  from  time  to  time. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
82,  after  "as  may  be,"  insert  **from 
time  to  time."— (Jifr.  FulUr.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  BRUNNER,in  moving  in  the  same 
page  to  leave  out  the  word  **  arbitra- 
tion," in  line  33,  and  insert  **  the  Local 
Government  Board,  after  inquiry,"  said, 
he  moved  that  Amendment  at  the  request 
of  the  Association  of  Local  Boards  and 
other  Sanitary  Authorities,  a  very  im- 
portant Body  which  represented  such 
authorities  over  a  very  large  proportion 
of  the  country.  They  desired  him  to 
say  they  were  so  thoroughly  satisfied 
with  the  action  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  these  local  inquiries  that 
they  would  very  much  prefer  being  left 
in  the  hands  of  the  Ix)cal  Government 
Board.  A  good  many  of  them  had  ex- 
perience of  arbitration,  and  it  was  not 
at  all  a  pleasant  experience.  When  the 
Local  Government  Board  did  its  work 
well,  and  the  authorities  over  whom  it 
ruled  were  perfectly  satisfied  with  it,  he 
regretted  to  find — it  might  be  through 
an  excess  of  modesty  on  their  part,  but 
whatever  it  was  he  regretted  very  much 
to  find  it — that  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  disposed  to  part  with  this 
work.  He  recommended  this  Amend- 
ment to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
trusted  sincerely  that  he  would  accept 
it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
33,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  arbitration," 
and  insert  the  words  "  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  after  inquiry." — {Mr, 
Brunmr,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  arbitration  ^  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  long  said,  he  thought  the 
Amendment  was  unnecessary,  because 
if  the  parties  did  not  agree  upon  an 
arbitrator  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  be  empowered  to  interfere. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  he 
hardly  thought  that  met  the  case.  Arbitra- 
tion was  really  a  most  expensive  proceed- 
ing. He  was  not  one  of  those  who  advo- 
cated denuding  the  Local  Government 
Board  of  its  powers.  He  thought  that  the 
Board  exercised  its  powers  most  effi- 
ciently and  economically,  and  he  thought 
matters  of  this  kind  could  certainly  be 
settled  in  an  hour  or  two  by  the  Board, 
^nd  at  ver^  little  ox  nQ  copt.    Li  the 


interest  of  economy  he  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  RITOHIE  said,  they  must  be 
very  careful  in  this  matter.  The  Looal 
Government  Board  were  perfectly  will- 
ing to  undertake  any  duties  the  House 
of  Commons  desired  to  place  on  the 
shoulders  of  the  Board ;  but  if  questions 
of  this  kind  were  to  be  left  for  settle- 
ment by  the  Board,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons must  be  prepared  for  an  increase 
in  the  Local  Government  Board  Estimate. 
There  was  no  Department  of  the  Go- 
vernment whose  officers  were  more  hard 
worked  than  those  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  at  present.  If  the  Com- 
mittee thought  it  was  desirable  that  this 
duty  should  be  undertaken  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  it  would  not  shrink 
from  it ;  but  the  Board  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  do  the  work  without  an  increase 
of  its  staff. 

Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  accept  the 
proposal. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  trusted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
that  the  other  night  they  were  discussing 
what  powers  should  be  transferred  from 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  even 
from  the  Home  Office,  to  the  new  County 
Councils.  Now,  it  appeared,  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen wished  to  transfer  back  powers 
to  the  Local  Government  Board.  [  CrUe 
of  *  *  No,  no ! "  ]  At  any  rate,  they  wished 
to  cast  fresh  duties  upon  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  which  by  this  Bill  they 
intended  to  get  rid  of.  The  counties 
were  particularly  anxious  that  decen- 
tralization should  take  place;  and,  if  that 
was  so,  surely  hon.  Members  did  not 
wish  to  hand  over  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  that  authority  which  they 
thought,  in  the  interests  of  the  country, 
they  should  be  relieved  of.  He  trusted 
the  Government  would  not  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  this  Amend- 
ment referred  to  disputes  between  the 
District  and  the  County  Councils,  and 
the  only  question  was  whether  those  dis- 
putes should  be  settled  by  the  costly 
method  of  arbitration  or  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  ?  What  they  were 
discussing  the  other  night  was  the  trans- 
ference of  the  administrative  functions 
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of  the  Local  Goyernment  Board,  which 
they  thought  would  be  disoharged  better 
by  the  County  Councils. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  it  was  his  inten- 
tion, if  the  Committee  accepted  this  pro- 
posal with  reference  to  arbitrations,  to 
propose  the  insertion  of  words  later  on 
by  which  the  cost  of  these  arbitrations 
would  be  very  greatly  reduced.  What 
he  intended  to  propose  was  the  appoint- 
ment by  the  Local  Qoyemment  Board 
of  an  arbitrator,  under  rules  and  regula- 
tions fixed  by  the  Local  Government 
Board.  It  would  not  be  necessary  they 
should  have  their  own  Inspector  to  do 
the  work,  but  they  might  make  rules 
which  would  prevent  the  great  expense 
which  undoubtedly  did  attend  many  of 
these  arbitrations. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  he 
begged  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
that  the  arbitration  was  to  take  place 
in  cases  of  disputes  between  the  District 
and  County  Councils ;  and,  therefore,  it 
was  clear  that  the  County  Councils  could 
not  adjudicate  in  their  own  case.  With 
reference  to  the  appointment  of  an  arbi- 
trator by  the  Local  Government  Board, 
he  imagined  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  suggest  that  the  arbitrator 
should  be  under  the  Board's  control. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  merely 
appoint  a  professional  man,  and  he 
would  charge  very  highly  indeed  for  his 
arbitration  work.  He  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  did  not  wish  to  see  the  Local 
Ck>vernment  Board's  Estimate  increased, 
yet  he  would  sooner  vote  for  the  addi- 
tion of  one  or  two  Inspectors  rather  than 
that  the  County  Councils  should  be 
called  upon  to  defray  the  costs  of  arbi- 
trations. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  the  Government 
would  accept  the  Amendment. 

CoMMAUDBR  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holdemess)  said,  he  hoped  the  Commit- 
tee would  not  induce  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  accept  the  Amendment. 
He  thought  it  would  be  very  much  to 
be  regretted  if  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  going  to  have  its  finger  in 
the  pie  more  than  it  already  had  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ^*  That  the  words  proposed 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sim  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT,  in 
moving  the  insertion  of  the  three  sub- 

Mr.  Meneage 


sections  which  stood  in  his  nanoLe,  said, 
the  first  sub-section  was  very  important, 
because,  as  he  understood,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  anxious  that  the   County 
Councils  should  have  more  power  than 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  now  pos- 
sessed with  regard  to  main  roads ;  that 
they  should  be  more  liberal,  if  he  might 
use  the  term,  in  accepting  and  taking 
over  more  main  roads  than  had  as  yet 
been  taken  over  as  main  roads.  In  many 
parts  of  the  country  there  were  certain 
parishes  and  certain  districts  which  had 
no  main  roads  at  all,  and  yet  they  were 
called  upon  at  the  present  moment  to 
contribute  largely  to  the  maintenance  of 
main  roads  in  other  districts.      As  he 
read  the  Bill,  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Gt)vemment  that  if  the  County  Councils 
thought  there  was  a  road  which  ought 
to  be  mcule  a  main  road,  they  should 
have  the  power  to  make  it  a  main  road. 
That  being  the  case,  he  thought  every- 
one would  agree  that  the  road  should 
not  be  taken  over  and  repaired  by  the 
County    Council,    or    by    the    District 
Council,  if  the  County  Council  d^gated 
its  powers  to  the  District  Council,  until 
the  road  had  been  put  in  a  proper  state 
of  repair.    There  might  be  one  road  in 
excellent  repair  and  another  road  which 
had  been  absolutely  neglected,  and  cer- 
tainly the  district  in  which  the  road  was 
situated  ought  to  be  made  to  put  the 
road  in  repair  before  it  was  taken  over 
by  the  County  Council.     The  next  two 
sub- sections  were  to  enable  the  County 
Council,  in  the  event  of   the    District 
Council  failing  to  do  its  work,  to  compel 
the  District  Council  to  do  the  work,  or 
to  do  the  work  themselves,  and  charge 
the  District   Council  with  the    cost  of 
doing  it.  He  thought  these  sub-seottons 
were  absolutely  necessary  in  the  Bill ; 
and,  therefore,  he  begged  to  move  their 
insertion. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
after  line  83,  to  insert — 

'*  (6.)  Where  a  county  authority  order  a  road 
to  become  a  main  roaa,  tuoh  order  shall  not 
take  effect  until  the  road  has  been  plaoed  in 
proper  repair  and  condition  to  the  sati^aotion 
of  tne  county  council. 

**  (7.)  If  at  any  time  the  county  council  are 
satiafied,  on  the  report  of  their  anrveyor  or 
other  person  appointed  by  them  for  the  porpoae, 
that  any  portion  of  a  main  road,  the  mainten- 
ance and  repair  of  which  are  undertaken  by 
any  district  council,  is  not  in  proper  repair  and 
condition,  the  county  council  may  cause  notioe 
to  be  given  to  sudi  district  council,  requiring 
them  to  place  the  road  in  |>roper  repair  an4 
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condition  ;  and,  if  such  notice  is  not  complied 
with  inrithin  a  reasonable  time,  the  county  coun- 
cil may  do  everything  that  seems  to  them 
necessary  to  place  the  road  in  proper  repair  and 
condition,  and  the  expenses  of  so  doing  shall 
be  a  debt  of  the  said  district  council  to  the 
county  council. ' 

"  (8.)  If  any  difference  arises  under  this  sec- 
tion between  a  county  council  and  a  district 
council  as  to  what  is  necessary  for  the  main- 
tenance of  a  road  in  a  condition  fit  for  the  con- 
veyance of  the  through  traffic,  or  as  to  the  re- 
fusal of  the  county  council  to  make  a  pa^rment 
under  this  section  to  the  district  council  in  re- 
spect of  any  undertaking  or  road,  or  as  to  any 
notice  given  to  the  district  council  by  the 
county  council  to  place  a  road  in  proper  repair 
and  condition,  such  difference  shall,  if  either 
council  so  require,  be  referred  to  arbitration, 
in  manner  provided  by  this  Act." — {Sir  Walter 
B,  Bartttlot.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  he  was  inclined 
to  think  that  this  was  a  very  desirable 
Amendment.  It  Was  quite  clear  that  if 
the  county  were  to  pay  for  the  mainten- 
ance and  repair,  and  had  power  to  con- 
tract with  the  Local  Authority  for  the 
repair  and  maintenance  of  roads,  there 
ought  to  be  some  power  by  which  they 
oould  see  that  the  money  they  paid  was 
properly  laid  out  in  maintaining  the 
roads  in  a  proper  state  of  repair.  He 
did  not  suppose  anyone  was  prepared  to 
take  any  exception  to  the  proposal  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  which 
merely  provided  security  that  the  roads 
should  be  kept  in  a  proper  state  of  repair. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  he  would  be 
glad  to  support  the  Amendment  so  far 
as  the  provisions  of  Sub-sections  6  and  7 
were  concerned  ;  but  he  did  not  think 
they  ought  to  have  Sub- section  8.  The 
County  Council  surely  ought  to  be  the 
judge  of  whether  the  roads  were  in  such 
a  state  that  they  were  prepared  to  take 
them  over  as  main  roads.  It  would  be 
for  the  District  Council  to  apply  to  have 
the  roads  taken  over,  and  they  must  put 
them  in  a  proper  state  before  they  were 
taken  over.  If  they  accepted  Sub-sec- 
tion 8  arbitration  would  be  again  neces- 
sitated. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  that  if  the 
Committee  were  disposed  to  accept  the 
principle  of  the  Amendment,  he  had 
one  or  two  small  Amendments  to  sug- 
gest. In  the  first  place,  **  County  Au- 
thority" should  be  altered  to  **  County 
Council;  "  and,  in  the  second  place,  he 
would  ask  the  Committee  to  strike  out 
the  words — 


'*  As  to  what  is  necessary  for  the  main- 
tenance of  a  road  in  a  condition  fit  for  the 
conveyance  of  through  traffic,  or  as  to  the 
refusal  of  the  county  council  to  make  a  pay- 
ment under  this  section  to  the  district  council 
in  respect  of  any  undertaking  or  road,  or  as  to 
any  notice  given  to  the  district  council  by  the 
county  council  to  place  a  road  in  proper  repair 
and  condition," 

as  the  Committee  had  declined  to  accept 
an  Amendment  in  the  same  sense. 

An  hon.  Mehbeb:  And  leave  out 
"arbitration?" 

Mb.  EITCHIE:  And  ''arbitration." 

Mb.  wood  all  asked,  whether 
there  were  any  means  by  which  the 
District  Councils  or  boroughs  could  be 
compelled  to  make  certain  thorough- 
fares main  roads  ?  Under  the  Act  of 
1878  there  was  an  implied  obligation 
that  certain  roads  such  as  those  leading 
to  railway  stations  and  directly  commu- 
nicating between  two  places  should 
be  constituted  main  roads.  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  contemplate  that 
there  should  be  any  sort  of  power  given 
to  enforce  that  obligation  upon  the  Local 
Authorities  ? 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  the  matter  was 
one  which  hardly  came  under  the  clause. 
So  far  as  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs 
were  concerned,  in  which  the  County 
Authority  had  no  power  of  declaring 
thoroughfares  to  be  main  roads,  a  pro- 
vision would  be  inserted  ;in  the  Bill  by 
which  the  County  Authority  would  be 
called  upon  to  make  such  declaration. 
But  the  Government  had  not  made  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill  by  which  the  District 
Councils  would  be  able  to  compel  the 
County  Councils  to  declare  a  road  to  be 
a  main  road.  It  would  be  within  the 
power  of  the  County  Councils  to  do  that, 
and  he  should  think  they  would  be  pre- 
pared to  do  it. 

Mb.  WOODALL  said,  it  was  ob- 
viously in  the  interest  of  the  County 
Authority  to  avoid  increasing  its  lia- 
bilities by  constituting  main  roads; 
but  perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  the  matter  his  consideration, 
seeing  that  he  was  taking  such  great 
care  that  the  County  Authorities  should 
not  make  the  main  roads,  except  under 
the  conditions  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  set  forth. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  asked, 
whether  it  would  not  be  well  to  follow 
this  precedent  in  boroughs  where  streets 
were  declared  highways  ?  There  was  no 
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arbitration  or  dispute  in  the  matter ;  but 
the  Local  Authority  had  to  decide  whe- 
ther the  street  was  made  to  its  satis- 
faction before  it  took  it  oyer.  He 
thought  that  before  the  County  Autho- 
rity was  called  upon  to  take  over  a 
main  road,  such  authority  should  be 
satisfied  that  the  road  was  in  a  proper 
condition.  The  Coimty  Authority  itself, 
it  seemed  to  him,  should  be  the  judge  in 
the  matter. 

Ma.  KITCHIE  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman means  that  that  should  be  so,  so 
far  as  Sub- section  8  is  concerned  ? 

Me.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  Yes; 
I  would  take  that  sub- section  away 
altogether. 

Mr.  BRUNNEB  said,  the  same  rule 
obtained  in  the  rural  districts  under  the 
Rural  Sanitary  Authorities  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  The  Rural  Sanitary  Autho- 
rities were  not  bound  to  accept  a  road, 
unless  it  was  put  in  proper  order  before 
being  handed  over  to  them. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  that  in  Sub-section  6  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  County  Council  should 
be  the  authority  over  the  roads,  and 
that  the  roads  should  be  made  to  their 
satisfaction ;  whereas  Sub-section  8,  as 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  North-West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  made 
provision  for  disputes  arising  between 
the  County  Coimcils  and  the  District 
Councils  as  to  what  might  be  necessary 
for  the  maintenance  of  a  road  in  a 
condition  fit  for  the  conveyance  of  the 
through  traffic,  or  as  to  the  refusal  of 
the  County  Council  to  make  a  payment 
under  the  section  to  the  District  Council 
in  respect  of  any  undertaking  or  road, 
and  the  sub- section  provided  for  the  re- 
ference of  such  difficulty  to  arbitration. 
But  this  might  be  held  to  apply  to  what 
the  County  Council  might  have  a  right 
to  require  to  be  done  before  taking  over 
a  road,  and  therefore  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  leave  out  Sub-sec- 
tion 8  altogether.  He  would,  therefore, 
move  its  omission. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  Sub- section  8. 
^(8ir  Richard  Webster.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Sub-sec- 
tion 8  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mr.  Henry  R,  Fowler 


Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  that  the 
substance  of  Sub- section  8  was  prao- 
tically  contained  in  Sub-section  6,  whicfa 
was  governed  by  Sub-section  7.  Undei 
Sub-section  6,the  County  Authority  would 
determine  whether  it  should  order  a 
road  to  be  a  main  road ;  and,  haTing 
satisfied  itself  upon  the  point  and  taken 
the  road  over,  it  would  be  bound  to 
fulfil  its  obligations  under  the  Highways 
and  Locomotives  Amendment  Act  of 
1878. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  it 
was  because  he  considered  that  am- 
biguity would  arise  in  interpreting  Sub. 
section  8  that  he  moved  its  rejection. 
The  County  Council  might  saj  to  the 
District  Council  or  other  authority — 
«  We  will  not  take  over  a  certain  road 
until  you  do  something  which  we  con- 
sider necessary  for  its  maintenance  in 
the  future;"  and  under  Sub-section  8 
this  might  be  supposed  to  amount  to  a 
dispute  to  be  settled  by  arbitration. 

Mr.  STANSFJ^D  said,  that  in  the 
event  of  any  difficulty  arising  between 
a  County  Council  and  a  District  Council 
on  a  road  becoming  a  main  road,  there 
would  be  a  sufficient  power  already  in 
the  law  to  enable  a  settlement  to  be 
arrived  at. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  (Devon,  Ta- 
vistock) asked  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  consider  the 
advisability  of  giving  the  District  Coun- 
cils a  locus  standi  on  the  question  of 
getting  thoroughfares  made  into  main 
roads  ?  It  was  necessary  to  make  roads 
leading  to  railway  stations  main  roads, 
and  yet  in  some  cases  the  County  Coun- 
cils might  refuse  to  take  them  over. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  had  already 
stated  that  this  question  would  be  con- 
sidered at  a  future  stage. 

Sib  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
said,  there  were  new  powers  given  under 
Sub-section  2  of  this  clause  now  before 
the  Committee.  The  County  Council, 
for  instance,  was  to  have  power  to  turn 
a  highway  into  a  main  road,  and  to 
contribute  to  the  repair  of  a  main  road 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  a  District 
Council  without  taking  the  entire  man- 
agement of  such  road  upon  itself.  Well, 
those  powers  were  liable  to  abuse,  and 
he  should  like  to  have  some  explanation 
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as  to  why  County  Oounoils  were  to  have 
conferred  upon  them  power  not  hitherto 
exercised  by  Quarter  Sessions — power 
to  contribute  towards  the  maintenance 
of  some  highway  in  the  county,  while 
they  did  not  take  it  over  as  a  main  road. 

Mb.  BITOHIE  said,  that  it  had  been 
reported  to  the  Local  Oovemment  Board 
that  there  were  cases  in  which  roads, 
though  they  were  not  main  roads,  were 
to  some  extent  in  the  category  of  main 
roads,  and  in  regard  to  which  it  would 
be  advisable  to  give  a  County  Authority 
power  to  make  some  contribution.  He 
did  not  think  the  County  Councils  would 
be  likely  to  abuse  that  power.  There 
might  be  some  cases  where  County 
Councils  would  hesitate  to  take  over  the 
whole  responsibility  for  the  maintenance 
of  a  road,  and  yet  where  they  thought 
they  might  fairly  contribute  something 
towards  their  maintenance. 

Mb.  BEUNNEB  said,  he  thought  the 
County  Councils  might  be  trusted  to  do 
what  was  right  in  the  matter.  The 
next  Amendment  on  the  Paper  was  in 
his  name — namely,  in  line  36  of  the 
clause,  after  '' highway,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  including  any  public  footpath 
by  the  side  of  such  highway.'*  He  had 
the  authority  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Eadcliffe  Division  of 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Leake)  to  move  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name — 
namely,  after  "  highway,"  to  insert  **  or 
public  foot-path.  He  would  move  that 
Amendment,  therefore,  in  preference  to 
his  own.  He  begged  to  point  out  that 
this  was  a  permissive  right  to  the  County 
Council,  and  that,  therefore,  the  objec- 
tion would  not  apply  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  urged 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  relating 
to  public  foot-paths  already  brought 
under  his  notice.  It  seemed  to  him  a 
very  great  hardship  that  everywhere  all 
over  the  country,  that  part  of  the  road 
which  belonged  to  foot-passengers  should 
have  been  allowed  to  become  not  only 
less  and  less  in  area,  but  less  and  less 
fit  for  their  use  every  year.  He  desired, 
in  moving  the  Amendment,  to  obtain 
from  the  Committee  an  acknowledgment 
of  the  principle  that  the  County  Council, 
no  less  than  the  District  Council,  owed 
a  duty  to  foot-  passengers  as  well  as  to 
those  who  were  wealthy  enough  to  travel 
on  wheels. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
36,  after  the  word  *•  highway,"  to  insert 
the  words  *•  or  public  foot-path." — (ifr. 
Brunner,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  that  he  saw  a 
similar  Amendment  to  this  down  in  the 
name  of  several  hon.  Members,  and 
having  given  this  power  in  connection 
with  roads  that  were  not  main  roads,  he 
did  not  see  why  they  should  not  also 
give  it  in  connection  with  main  roads. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  he  now  desired 
to  move  the  Amendment  standing  in  the 
name  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Somerset  (Mr.  Hobhouse) — 
namely,  in  page  13,  after  line  8,  to  in- 
sert the  following  sub-section-^ 

"Notwithstanding  anything  in  the  High- 
ways and  Locomotives  (Amendment)  Act,  1878, 
contained,  county  councils  may  at  any  time  de- 
clare that  any  road  now  being  or  hereafter  to 
become  a  main  road  has  ceased  to  be  a  main 
road  and  has  become  an  ordinary  highway,  and 
section  sixteen  of  the  said  Act  shall  apply  to 
such  road  accor^ngly." 

Mb.  EITCHIE:  We  have  already 
provided  a  discretion  to  the  County 
Council. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  he  was  aware 
of  that ;  but  he  wanted  to  do  something 
more  than  they  had  vet  decided  upon. 
After  the  Act  of  1878  oecame  law,  owing 
to  a  great  deal  of  through  traffic  which 
used  to  pass  on  certain  roads  being 
diverted  oy  railways,  many  old  turn- 
pikes were  made  main  roads  that  ought 
never  to  have  been  made  so.  This  had 
been  done  very  often  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  against  the  wish  of  the 
County  Authorities,  and  in  such  cases  as 
those  he  desired  to  give  the  County 
Councils  authority — he  wished  them  to 
be  able  to  declare  that  certain  roads 
should  no  longer  be  main  roads.  When 
the  Highways  Amendment  Act  came 
into  operation  in  Lincolnshire,  they  ap- 
pointed a  very  strong  Committee  indeed 
to  examine  into  all  the  roads,  and  they 
sent  in  a  carefully  prepared  scheme  to 
the  Local  Government  Board,  saying 
which  roads  ought  to  be  main  roads  and 
which  ought  not  to  be  main  roads.  They 
only  recommended  that  six  miles  of  dis- 
turnpiked  roads  should  be  made  main 
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loads,  with  the  exception  of  Bome  small 
pieces  of  thoroughfares  near  railway 
BtationB,  but  they  af^eed  that  man; 
miles  of  other  roads  should  be  made 
main  roads ;  but  what  was  done  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  f  They  aent 
down  an  Order,  declaring  that  all  dis- 
tampiked  roads  should  be  made  main 
roads,  and  did  not  take  the  slightest 
notice  of  any  of  the  rrcommendations 
of  the  County  Authority.  The  conse- 
qnence  was  that  in  Lincolnshire  they 


to  act  iu  these  matters  without  appeal* 
ing  to  the  Local  Qovernment  Board. 
The  Quarter  Sessions  thought  the  County 
Councils,  who  would  be  in  possession  of 
better  information  than  the  Qovernment 
Department,  would  be  the  best  judges 
of  what  should  be  done  in  the  matter 
of  deciding  that  certain  roads  should 
cease  to  be  main  roads. 

QaesUon  put,  and  negttivii. 

LAW80N  (St.  PancrM,    W.) 


h'ad  30  or  40  miles  of  main  roads  which  f*'^.  '?„'^*^  absence  of  the  hon.  and 
had  no  right  at  all  to  be  main  roads,  and  }«a™ed  Member  for  Dandoe  (Mr.  Firth) 
that  they  had  other  roads  which  should  i  ^e  begged  to  move  the  Amemlment 
have  been  made  main  roads  but  were  atanding  m  that  hon  and  learned  Mom- 
not.     He  thought  that  by  accepting  the  n>«  s    name-to    add    to    I'le    1!,    on 


Amendment  it  would  be  found  that  they 
could  decrease  the  main  roads  in  Lin- 
colnshire by  one-half. 

Amendment  proposed, 

lo  page  13,  after  line  B,  to  iDiart  the  follow- 
ing sub-oectioD — "  Notwithilanriing;  anvthiDg 
in  '  The  Highwayg  LocomotiTei  [Amendment J 
Act,  1878,' GODtuned,  coont;  councils  may  at 
anj  time  declare  that  any  road  bow  being  or 
hereafter  to  become  a  main  road  hns  ceased  to 
be  a  main  road  and  hai  become  an  ordinary 
highway,  and  section  sixteen  of  the  said  Act 
shall  apply  to  such  road  accordingly."— (if r. 
S»iuagt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  thosowords 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
BioHABD  Webster]  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  probably  had 
not  seen  that  which  had  been  brought 
to  the  notice  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  was  to  have  moved  the 
Amendment.  He  referred  to  the  de- 
cision in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
in  which  it  was  lud  down  that  the 
power  of  deciding  the  point  in  question 
was  olearly  by  Statute  vested  in  the 
Local  Government  Board.  Where  Local 
Authorities  desired  to  get  rid  of  existing 
main  roads  they  must  apply  to  the  Locu 
Govemmont  Board. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  was  aware 
of  that  decision,  and  if  he  had  known 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Somerset  (Mr.  Hob- 


page  13,  "the  provisions  of  this  elanss 
should  not  apply  to  the  county  of  Lon- 
don." Hedidnotknowthattho  Amend- 
ment was  absolutely  neceasar; ;  bat  it 
was  clear,  for  many  reasons  into  which 
he  would  not  enter,  that  the  provisioTLS 
should  not  apply  to  London,  and  there- 
fore there  could  be  no  harm  in  putting 
the  matter  beyond  dispute  by  speeifio 
words. 


of  this  clause  shall  not  apply   to   the 
county  of  London." — (i/r.  Latetoft.') 

ised, "  That  thoeewordi 


Question  propoi 
be  there  added.'' 


e  there 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  would  point 
out  that  it  would  be  much  more  con* 
vonient  to  discuss  the  point  with  regard 
to  London  when  they  cams  to  the  Lon- 
don Clauses. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  teitkirmwn. 

Colonel  GIJNTER  (York,  W.B., 
Barkston  Ash)  said,  the  next  Amend- 
ment, which  stood  in  his  name,  he  moved 
in  accordance  with  the  resolution  passed 
by  the  Quarter  Seasioni,  having  jurisdic- 
tion over  the  district  to  which  he  be- 
longed. The  Highways  and  Locomo- 
tives [Amendment]  Act.  1878,  gave  car- 
tain  powers  in  regard  to  looal  divisions 
in  Lancashire  called  "hundreds."  Well, 

Yorkshire  similar  looal  divisions  e 


house)  had  not  intended   to  move  the  ^  isted,   but  they   were  called  "  wapeu- 
Amendment,  he  (Mr.  Heneage)  should    takes,"    and    as    the    Act    only    dealt 
have  himself  put  do' 
posal  on  the  Paper. 


1  a  modified  pro- '  specifically  with  "  hundreds  "  it  did  not 
This  Amendment '  apply  in  the  case  of  Yorkshire.  They 
had  been  agreed  to  by  the  LinoolcBhire  had  therefore  the  anomaly  that  in  one 
Quarter  Sessions,  who  desired  that  the  part  of  the  country  one  system  prevuled. 
County  Councils  should  have  the  power    while  in  a  district  immediately  adjoining 
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and  only  separated  by  the  county  line, 
through  the  absence  of  one  word  in  the 
section  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  a  dif- 
ferent system  prevailed.  Considerable 
inconvenience  was  necessarily  the  result. 
They  asked  in  Yorkshire  to  be  put  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  adjoining  county 
of  Lancaster,  and  as  he  wished  to  have 
the  same  law  applied  to  other  counties 
where  this  anomaly  existed,  he  had  used 
the  words  *^  all  counties,"  and  the  words 
"in  any  other  district." 


Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  13,  at  end  of  sub-seotion  (7)  add — 
**  ProTided  that,  in  construing  that  section,  it 
shall  be  deemed  to  apply  to  aU  counties,  and 
that '  hundred  '  shaU  include  *  wapentake ; '  and 
any  hundred  or  wapentake  charged  with  the 
expense  of  the  maintenance  and  repair  of  all 
the  main  roads  situate  therein  shaU  be  relieved 
from  the  cost  of  contributing  to  the  mainten- 
ance and  repair  of  any  main  road,  or  part 
thereof,  situate  in  any  other  hundred,  or  in  any 
other  such  district."— ((7o/o«W  Ounter,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
would  scarcely  press  the  Amendment. 
He  was  not  sure,  in  fact,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  knew  what  the 
effect  of  it  would  be.  So  far  as  he  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  und^jstood  it,  the 
effect  would  be  to  break  up  the  counties 
into  small  divisions,  and  give  local  juris- 
diction to  those  small  divisions  of  the 
county  which  really  should  be  dealt  with 
by  the  County  Councils  as  a  whole,  a 
policy  which  would  be  adverse  to  the 
principle  on  which  the  Bill  had  been 
framed.  He  could  not  see  any  practical 
reason  for  picking  out  wapentakes  and 
hundreds,  and  making  them  subject  to  a 
special  provision  apart  from  the  county 
at  large.  Considerable  trouble  would 
arise  if  the  latter  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment were  put  in  force,  whereby  par- 
ticular districts,  in  consideration  of  their 
maintaining  and  repairing  their  own 
main  roads,  should  be  relieved  from  the 
cost  of  contributing  to  the  maintenance 
and  repair  of  main  roads  in  other  dis- 
tricts. 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  said,  that  in  Lancashire  the 
county  was  broken  up  into  hundreds, 
and  the  care  of  the  main  roads  was 
vested  in  the  authorities  of  each  district. 
In  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  the 
same  system  entirely  prevailed,  but  the 


word  ''wapentake"  was  used  in  place 
of  ''hundred,"  and  in  consequence  of 
that  the  Local  Authorities  there  were 
unable  to  exercise  the  powers  which  the 
authorities  of  districts  abutting  upon 
their  own  were  able  to  exercise.  It 
would,  perhaps,  meet  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman's  point,  if  an  Amend- 
ment were  inserted  declaring  that  the 
word  "hundred"  should  include  "wa- 
pentake." 

Colonel  GTJNTER  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment  in  the  hope 
that  that  Amendment  would  be  inserted 
later  on. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  (Power  to  County  Councils 
to  enforce  provisions  of  Rivers  Pollution 
Act,  1876). 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  he  would  congratulate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ritchie)  on 
the  progress  he  was  making  with  the 
Bill ;  but  it  was  a  certain  disadvantage 
to  him  (Mr.  Brunner),  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  a  fuller  knowledge  of  the 
subject  with  regard  to  which  he  was 
about  to  move  an  Amendment  than  he  had 
himself  were  not  in  their  places,  pre- 
sumably not  having  expected  the  Amend- 
ment to  be  reached.  His  first  duty  was 
to  make  it  clear  what  his  Amendment 
was.  The  first  Amendment  standing  in 
his  name  was  in  line  15,  to  leave  out 
the  words  "  so  much."  The  second  and 
third  Amendments  were  consequential. 
His  desire  was  this — that  instead  of 
making  it  the  duty  of  each  County  Coun- 
cil to  protect  against  pollution  so  much 
of  a  river  as  bordered  on  or  ran  throu|;h 
the  territory  over  which  it  had  jurisdic- 
tion, to  provide  that  each  river  in  the 
country  should  be  under  the  protection 
of  a  joint  committee,  consisting  of  or 
elected  by  all  the  County  Councils  of  the 
districts  through  which  that  river  ran. 
This  matter  of  the  pollution  of  rivers 
was  a  very  important  one.  It  was  a 
matter  upon  which  the  prosperity  of  the 
country,  and  in  a  large  measure  the 
food  of  the  people  of  the  country,  de- 
pended, as  well  as  the  amenities  of 
life  throughout  the  rural  districts. 
Now,  this  matter  of  the  protection  of 
rivers  from  pollution  ought  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  a  powerful  body.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  would,  he  be- 
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manufacturers  might  make  their  fac- 
tories secure.  By  the  adoption  of  his 
Amendment  they  would  find  that  the 
rivers  would  be  cared  for  in  eyery 
particular,  and  that  the  country  would 
be  enormously  the  gainer.  He  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13, 
line  15,  to  leave  out  the  words,  ^'  so 
much." — {Mr.  Brunner.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  BRADLAUQH   (Northampton) 
said,  he  was  not  at  all  sure  that  the 
Amendment  the  hon.  Member  had  moved 
would  meet  the  idea  he  had  put  forward ; 
on  the  contrary,  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that  it  would  do   something  to    make 
matters    still  worse.     His  (Mr.   Brad- 
laugh's)  objection — which,  perhaps,  he 
might  raise  on  that  Amendment — was 
to  the  clause  itself  as  it  stood.    They 
had  clear  evidence  before  them  that  the 
Bivers  Pollution  Act  of  1876  up  to  the 
present  time  had  utterly  failed,  and  that 
it  had  failed  because  in  many  oases  the 
persons  who  were  the  offenders  were  at 
the  same  time  the  persons  who  had  to 
administer  punishment;    it    was   their 
duty  to  punish  themselves  for  their  own 
offences,  and  naturally  they  did  not  do  so.' 
Well,  he  did  not  see  how  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  was  going  to 
meet  the  difficulty.     He  did  not  know 
whether  be  should   trouble  the  House 
"^ith  evidence  on  this  point ;  but  there 
"^as,  at  any  rate,  plenty  of  evidence  very 
"fcriefly  stated  and  explained  in  the  ad- 
Oknirable  Beport  of  Mr.  Fletcher  on  Biver 
ollution.     Mr.  Fletcher  gave  a  number 
f  cases,  and  his  view  was  clear  in  his 
eport  to  the  effect  that  the  power  ought 
betaken  from  the  Local  Bodies  and  put 
to  the  hands  of  the  Local  Government 
HuBoard,  through  its  special  Inspectors — 
^Damely,  the  power  to  enforce  against  these 
^>eople  that  which  they  would  not  enforce 
if  themselves.   It  might  be  said  that  they 
ere  going  to  have  a  higher  sense  of 
ality  upon  the  new  Local  Bodies;  but 
his  mind  the  question  was  one  of 
B    difficulty.      There   would    be 
ing    of    interests  between    the 
Local  Authorities,  which  clash- 
iterests  had  already  been  found 
,  as  Mr.  Fletcher  stated  in  his 
The  Act  had  entirely  failed  on 
>f  this  dashing  of  interests;  and 


the  river  pollution  question  was  be- 
coming of  more  and  more  importance 
every  day.  They  had  now  in  our  large 
centres  of  population  a  menace  of  evil 
which  was  constantly  growing,  because 
of  the  want  of  care  of  the  water  supply, 
which  was  necessary  for  the  people  to 
drink.  He  thought  it  desirable  to  say  that 
on  the  present  clause.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  Qovernment  would  say  that 
imder  the  new  authorities  to  be  consti- 
tuted by  the  Bill  something  more  would 
be  done  to  deal  with  this  matter  than 
had  been  done  in  the  past.  He  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh),  at  any  rate,  could  not  sup- 
port the  Amendment,  as  it  seemed  to 
him  that  it  would  only  aggravate  the 
existing  evil. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIB  (Leeds,  8.) 
said,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  had  considered  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  if 
passed,  he  would  have  supported  it 
rather  than  have  opposed  it.  It  was 
quite  right  to  say  that  the  Bivers  Pollu- 
tion Act  had  failed  on  account  of  local 
interests,  and  on  account  of  small  areas  ; 
but  the  object  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Brunner)  had  in  view  in  proposing  this 
Amendment  was  to  enlarge  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  river  into  a  drainage  area, 
and  thereby  to  overcome  the  local 
interests  that  defeated  the  present  Act. 
The  larger  they  could  make  their  drain- 
age area,  and  make  a  combination  of 
interests  through  a  joint  committee, 
the  better  would  they  be  able  to  prevent 
river  pollution.  They  had  successfully 
combated  with  the  fouling  of  air  in 
various  districts,  by  entrusting  the  Local 
Government  Board  with  power  to  put  a 
stop  to  the  pollution  of  air  by  emana- 
tions from  factories.  Well,  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  was  to  take  away  certain 
powers  from  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  give  them  to  the  Local 
Authorities  ;  but  the  more  they  cut  up 
the  drainage  area  and  gave  jurisdiction 
to  different  authorities  through  which 
rivers  passed,  the  more  completely  would 
they  prevent  the  efficient  action  of  the 
Bivers  Pollution  Act.  He,  therefore, 
quite  sympathized  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  proposed  the  Amendment  to 
get  a  committee  of  all  the  interests  in 
the  drainage  area  to  act,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  in  that  way  they  would  have 
a  much  better  chance  of  preventing  the 
pollution  of  rivers.  It  was  nothing 
short  of  a  disgrace  to  the  country  that 
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we  should  be  so  far  behind  in  prevent- 
ing riyer  pollution.  As  he  had  said, 
we  had  grappled  with  the  pollution  of 
air,  and  we  ought  now  to  grapple  with 
the  pollution  of  water.  Very  long  ago, 
ages  ago,  long  before  the  history  of  this 
country  commenced,  some  countries  were 
in  the  habit  of  taking  measures  for  the 
preyention  of  the  pollution  of  riyers, 
seeing  the  importance  of  such  action 
much  more  dearly  than  we  seemed  to 
do.  In  Egypt  the  Nile  was  thus  pro- 
tected in  ancient  times,  and  he  had 
always  felt  that  Moses  made  a  mistake 
ia  not  carrying  away  with  him  one  of 
the  Commandments  of  the  Egyptians, 
that  they  should  not  pollute  rivers. 
Unfortunately,  Moses  did  not  add  that  to 
the  Ten  Commandments,  and  the  result 
was  that  all  rivers  had  ever  since  been 
polluted.  This  question  was  of  great 
importance  to  the  agricultural  com- 
munity, and  he  thought  that  if  the 
power  of  preventing  the  pollution  of 
rivers  were  taken  away  from  the  Central 
Authority,  the  more  urgent  it  was  to 
conbine  Local  Authorities  throughout  a 
drainage  area,  which  might  include 
several  counties,  and  to  make  them 
responsible  for  the  prrity  of  the  common 
streams. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
BiOHA&D  Websteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
not  adopt  the  Amendment.  He  wished 
to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
moved  it  that  the  excellent  object  he  had 
in  view,  and  to  further  which  he  would 
establish  joint  committees,  could  already 
be  attained  by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
as  it  stood.  There  was  nothing  to  pre- 
sent one  or  two,  or,  in  fact,  any  number 
of  counties,  coming  together  and  forming 
a  joint  committee.  He  was  acquainted 
with  the  Report  of  Mr.  Fletcher,  which 
stated  that  the  Rivers  Pollution  Act 
had  failed  in  many  respects ;  but  still 
there  were  other  cases  in  which  that 
Act  had  been  of  considerable  use,  an^ 
he  thought  it  was  desirable  that  they 
should  avail  themselves  of  any  steps 
which  could  be  taken  to  prevent  the 
pollution  of  rivers.  He  agreed  that 
when  they  were  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion of  drainage,  floods,  or  with  the 
river  as  a  whole,  it  might  not  only  be 
desirable,  but  necessary,  that  Ihe  matter 
should  be  taken  in  hand  by  a  joint  com- 
mittee of  the  Ccunty  Councils,  who 
would  deal  with    the   whole    drainage 
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area.  But  they  had  also  to  deal  with 
large  and  substantial  local  pollutions. 
There  had  been  many  cases  where  there 
had  been  very  serious  local  pollutions, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  would 
weaken  the  power  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil if,  iu  the  case  of  a  sudden  and  serious 
pollution  in  their  portion  of  the  river, 
they  should  possess  no  power  of  dealing 
with  it  until  they  had  assembled  to- 
gether a  committee  from  the  other  por- 
tions of  the  river  who  had  no  interest  in 
the  matter.  The  County  Councils  would 
not  be  able  to  act  by  means  of  a  joint 
committee.  By  all  means  let  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Brunner)  put  down  an 
Amendment,  if  he  chose,  to  enable  large 
joint  Bodies  to  deal  with  pollutions 
which  required  the  interference  of  all 
districts  through  which  the  river  ran ; 
but  he  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  could  not 
see  why  a  particular  County  Council 
should  not  have  power  to  prevent  pollu* 
tion  in  that  portion  of  the  river  which 
ran  through  its  own  jurisdiction.  When 
the  Committee  remembered  that  the 
clause  said  that — 

*'A  county  oounoil  should  have  power,  in 
addition  to  any  other  authority,  to  enforce  the 
provisions  of  the  Riyers  Pollution  Prevention 
Act,  1876,  (subject  to  the  restriotions  in  that 
Act  contained)  in  relation  to  so  muoh  of  any 
stream  as  is  situated  within,  or  passes  throng-h 
or  by,  any  part  of  their  county,  and  for  that 

Surpose  they  shall  have  the  same  powers  and 
uties  as  if   they  were    a  sanitary  authority 
within  the  meaning  of  that  Act,*' 

they  would  be  at  a  loss  to  see  what 
reason  there  was  for  preventing  a  County 
Council  which  might  be  anxious  to  do 
this  work  from  taking  it  in  hand.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  observation — he 
had  already  said  bo— that  something 
should  be  done  to  see  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Rivers  Pollution  Act  were  better 
observed ;  but  it  would  sot,  in  his  opi- 
nion, be  a  step  in  that  direction  to  try 
to  prevent  the  County  Councils  from 
discharging  this  function  over  that  part 
of  the  river  over  which  they  had  juris- 
diction. Though  he  belieyed  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  to  prevent  the 
pollution  of  the  water  supply,  he  did 
not  think  it  would  be  desirable  to  accept 
this  Amendment. 

Mb.  brunner  begged  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
the  Local  Authorities  were  very  fre- 
quentiy  not  to  blame  if  they  did  not  in- 
terferet  with  the  pollution  of  a  river, 
and  for  this  reason — that  when  a  pol- 
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lution  took  plaoe  within  their  jurisdic- 
tion it  yery  frequently  did  no  harm 
there,  and  nobody  grumbled.  The  pol- 
lution did  harm,  and  was  felt  as  a  very 
severe  loss,  not  in  the  district  where  it 
occurred,  but  far  below.  It  was  just  for 
the  reason  that,  where  the  pollution  was 
caused,  it  was  not  felt  as  a  nuisance,  and 
that  it  was  caused  by  people  who  would 
have  a  majority  on  the  County  Oouncil, 
within  whose  jurisdiction  the  mischief  was 
caused  ;  it  was  just  for  that  reason  that 
he  wanted  the  County  Councils  to  join 
together  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
each  river  from  source  to  sea.  He  was 
a  manufacturer  himself,  and  had  been 
amongst  manufacturers  all  his  life,  and 
had  had  this  question  before  his  eyes 
for  a  great  many  years.  He  knew 
exactly  where  the  shoe  pinched,  and 
he  could  assure  the  Committee,  from 
experience,  that  it  would  do  right  to 
follow  him,  and  not  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

Mb.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex,  Harrow) 
Baid>  he  would  point  out  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  had  misapprehended  the  e£Pect 
of  the  Amendment.  Instead  of  weaken- 
ing the  hands  of  the  County  Council,  he 
took  it  that  the  effect  of  striking  out 
these  words  would  be  to  enlarge  the 
power  of  County  Councils  generally,  al- 
though it  would  restrict  the  power  of 
each  County  Council  individually  in  the 
matter  of  the  prevention  of  river  pollu- 
tion in  its  own  district.  He  held  uiat  if 
any  pollution  took  place  in  a  portion  of 
the  river  passing  through  a  district 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  County 
Council,  that  that  County  Council  should 
have  the  same  power  of  taking  action  as 
that  possessed  by  the  riparian  owner. 
The  riparian  owner  was  able  to  take 
action  against  anyone  fouling  the  stream, 
though  that  fouling  took  place  above  his 
land.  If  they  struck  out  these  words, 
then  a  County  Council  suffering  from 
the  fouling  of  the  river  in  another 
county  would  be  able  to  take  action 
under  this  particular  clause ;  therefore, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  instead  of  narrow- 
ing it  would  enlarge  the  power  of  those 
Councils. 

Sib  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Brunner)  had  in  his 
Amendment  an  important  provision 
which  would  remove  the  objection  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General.    Would  the  hon.  and 


learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
look  at  the  further  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  following  page — 
namely,  to  insert  at  the  end  of  line  21 
the  following  words  : — 

''And  in  every  case  where  a  stream  paisee 
through  or  by  more  than  one  county,  the  Looal 
Goyernment  Board  shall  direct  the  council  of 
every  county  through  or  by  which  such  stream 
passes,  to  join  in  appointing  out  of  their  respeo- 
tive  bodies  a  joint  committee,  which  shall,  in 
relation  to  the  whole  of  such  stream,  have 'all 
the  powers  and  duties  by  this  section  granted  to 
a  county  council." 

That  Amendment  described  the  way  in 
which  the  proposal  would  work,  and  did 
not  take  away  the  power  of  the  County 
Council,  but  only  added  to  it.  He  would 
ask  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  what  would  happen 
now.  They  were  taking  out  of  the 
counties  a  considerable  number  of  large 
boroughs  through  which  a  river  passed. 
The  County  Councils  would  not  be  able 
to  go  into  these  large  boroughs  and  say 
— '*  This  stream  has  been  fouled  within 
your  jurisdiction,  and  we  must  take 
action  upon  it,  to  prevent  a  continuance 
of  the  evil,"  because  the  borough  would 
have  become  a  county  in  itself.  There- 
fore, if  the  Committee  wished  to  make  the 
measure  when  it  became  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament an  efficient  one  for  the  preven- 
tion of  river  pollution,  they  must  form 
an  authority  larger  than  a  single  County 
Council,  and  including,  in  fact,  the 
c^ainage  area,  which  would  enable  them 
to  ^o  into  the  boroughs  and  the  counties, 
and  to  have  all  the  interests  oombined  in 
order  to  put  a  river  into  a  state  of 
purity. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  merely  wished 
to  say  one  word  as  to  this  question,  be- 
cause this  was  really  as  imp<Hrtant  a 
clause  as  they  could  havo  in  the  Bill.  It 
was  notorious  that  all  over  England  our 
rivers  and  streams  were  polluted,  and 
that  this  river  pollution  might  be  pre- 
vented if  proper  means  were  taken.  He 
held  that  the  Bill  was  the  measure  on 
which  these  means  might  be  taken ;  but 
he  ventured  to  think  that  these  means 
were  not  at  present  contained  in  the 
clause.  He  did  not  see  how,  under  the 
clause,  one  County  Council  would  have 
power  to  deal  with  another  County 
Council  which  refused  to  do  its  duty  in 
regard  to  that  portion  of  the  river  pass- 
ing through  their  district;  and  what  h^ 
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was  anxious  to  see  was  that  some  power 
should  be  giyen  by  which  the  pollution  of 
a  river  could  be  preyented  from  its  source 
to  its  outfall.  Unless  they  had  some 
better  means  of  action  than  that  which 
was  proposed  by  the  clause,  they  would 
never  be  able  to  put  an  end  to  river 
pollution.  He  knew  how  much  the 
nealth  of  the  country  depended  upon  a 
good  water  supply;  therefore,  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  would 
do  well  if  he  strengthened  this  clause  in 
the  manner  suggested  on  Beport.  With 
the  legal  advice  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  able  to  get,  he,  no  doubt,  would 
be  able  to  put  words  in  the  Bill  to 
effect  all  they  desired. 

The  president  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTBOARD(Mr.  Rftohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  the 
Government  desired  by  means  of  the 
clause  to  provide  a  remedy  for  some  of 
the  evils  which  were  admitted  to  exist 
with  regard  to  river  pollution.  It  had 
been  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  that 
the  offender  at  present  was  the  very 
authority  for  putting  the  Act  in  force, 
and  that,  naturally,  on  the  part  of  this 
authority  there  was  a  pardonable  reluc- 
tance to  do  so.  That  being  so,  the  Go- 
vernment were  desirous  of  taking  ad- 
vantage of  the  larger  area  and  autho- 
rity they  were  setting  up  in  the  Bill  to 
provide  a  means  by  which  a  remedy 
might  be  found  in  places  where  the 
fault  lay  with  the  Sanitary  Authority 
itself.  Under  the  power  which  would 
be  conferred  by  the  Bill,  the  boroughs 
would  be  still  charged  with  the  duty  of 
preventing  the  pollution  of  rivers ;  but 
if  they  did  not  perform  their  duties,  the 
Bill  would  enable  the  Oounty  Gouncils 
to  intervene.  It  was  also  provided  that 
where  a  stream  was  in  more  than  one 
county  a  joint  committee  should  be 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  taking  any 
action.  The  only  difference  between 
the  Government  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  moved  the  Amendment  was 
this — the  Government  thought  they 
could  fairly  rely  upon  the  authority 
drawn  from  so  large  an  area  as  a  county 
to  do  its  duty  under  this  provision ;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  supported  the  Amendment  thought 
they  could  not  rely  upon  the  Oounty 
Oouncil,  though  it  were  returned  from 
a  large  area,  and  though  it  might  be 
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charged    with    many    very    important 
duties,  and  though  they  were  in  hopes 
of  being  able  to  secure  an   authority 
powerful  enough  to  put  in  force  the 
Acts  of  Parliament  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  which  these  Councils  were  to 
be  charged.   The  Government  were  still 
of  opinion  that  the  Oounty  Authority 
would  do  its  duty  in  this  respect.     It 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Ritchie)  that  by 
adopting  the  Amendment,  and  the  other 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon. 
Member,  it  would  be  made  impossible, 
or  practically  impossible,  for  one  County 
Authority  to  act  with  regard  to  streams 
which  did  not  come  wholly  within  its 
own   area — that    if    a    stream    passed 
through  three  or  four  counties,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  any  one  oounty  to  act 
by  itself  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
pollution    within    its    own    area.     He 
understood  that  was  not  the  view  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  might  be  that 
he  (Mr.  Ritchie)  was  mistaken ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  dis- 
cussion which  had  taken  place  indicated 
that  a  much  larger  provision  than  that 
advocated  by  the  Government  should  be 
adopted.     He  would,  therefore,  recom- 
mend the  Committee  to  adopt  the  sug- 
gestion which  had  been  thrown  out — 
namely,  that  they  should  let  the  clause 
stand  as  it  was,  with  the  view  of  en- 
abling the  Government,  with  the  light 
which  had  been  thrown  upon  the  whole 
matter,  to  consider  whether  they  could 
insert  some  words  which  would  make 
the  clause  a  more  effective  one. 

Sib  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Olitheroe)  said, 
he  rose  to  press  upon  the  ri^^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  the  point  men- 
tioned just  now  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Leeds  (Sir 
Lyon  Play  fair),  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  noticed.  He  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)  did  not 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  enlarge  the  Bill  beyond  what  its 
original  drafting  would  have  accom- 
plished ;  but  he  wanted  to  impress  upon 
him  the  condition  of  that  part  of  Lanca- 
shire with  which  he  (Sir  Ughtred  Elay- 
Shuttleworth)  was  best  acquainted — 
namely,  that  part  drained  by  the  Ribble 
and  its  tributaries.  That  river  was  pol- 
luted by  about  five  districts.  As  the 
Bill  originally  stood,  those  districts 
would  have  been   dealt  with  by    the 
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County  Oounoil ;  but  the  Amendment 
making  Burnley  and  Blackburn  into 
counties  of  boroughs  had  removed  two 
of  those  districts.  The  Oounty  Oouncils 
of  Burnley  and  Blackburn  would  be 
supreme  in  their  own  districts,  and 
there  would  be  no  power  for  the  Oounty 
Council  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
other  three  districts  to  come  in  and  deal 
with  the  tributaries  of  the  Bibble  as 
they  passed  through  Blackburn  and 
Burnley.  In  that  way  the  County 
Council  might  find  itself  powerless  to 
prevent  pollutions  originating  in  the 
districts  of  Blackburn  and  Burnley,  and 
injuring  the  important  districts  of  the 
county  below  those  towns.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  g^ven 
some  attention  to  the  matter,  in  order 
to  prevent  any  difficulty  arising  in  this 
respect. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  pointed  out  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  desire  to  cut  down  the 
powers  of  the  County  Councils,  but  that 
what  was  desired  was  to  supplement 
their  powers  by  a  more  powerful  and 
more  representative  Body.  If  the  hon. 
Member  (&ir.  Brunner)  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment,  the  GK>vernment  would 
undertake  to  bring  forward  an  Amend- 
ment to  carry  out  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
views  in  line  21.  It  would  be  necessary 
to  alter  the  clause  that  dealt  with  rivers 
passing  not  only  through  one  county 
into  another,  but  through  a  borough 
and  a  part  of  a  county.  The  subject 
having  now  been  debated  at  some  length, 
and  fairly  well  understood,  it  would 
be  well  for  the  hon.  Member  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  for,  either  now  or 
on  the  Report  stage,  the  Government 
would  add  to  the  clause  words  to  enable 
a  joint  authority  to  be  constituted  con- 
sisting of  representatives  of  the  Local 
Authorities,  which  would  best  enable  the 
points  last  referred  to  to  be  dealt  with. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  said, 
he  thought  that  to  carry  out  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  North wioh 
Division  of  Cheshire  (Mr.  Brunner)  a 
little  more  would  obviously  be  necessary 
than  the  Amendment  proposed ;  there- 
fore he  trusted  the  hon.  Member  would 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  Government, 
and  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  BAXJMANN  (CamberweU,  Peck- 
bam)  said,  that  neither  the  right  bou. 


Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  nor  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
seemed  to  have  remembered  that  by  the 
clause,  as  it  stood,  the  River  Thames  out- 
side the  Metropolis  would  be  absolutely 
unaffected,  and  would  remain,  as  now, 
under  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the 
Thames  Conservancy  Board.  The  clause, 
as  it  now  stood,  was  subject  to  the 
regulations  of  the  Rivers  Pollution  Pre- 
vention Act,  1876,  in  which  there  was  a 
clause  saving  the  powers  of  the  Thames 
Conservancy  Board.  Now,  the  Thames 
Conservancy  Board  was  a  very  bad 
authority  indeed  for  the  protection  of 

the  Thftrnps  * 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  wished 
to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  saving  powers  to  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy Board  did  not  prevent  the 
operation  of  the  Rivers  Pollution  Act. 
It  was  necessary  to  insert  the  saving 
clause,  in  order  that  the  Conservancy 
Board  might  retain  the  powers  they 
already  possessed ;  but  these  powers  did 
not  override  the  powers  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  said,  that  the 
Thames  Conservancy  Board  was  the 
authority  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act.  He  knew  that  that  was  the 
case  in  connection  with  the  complaints 
made  not  long  ago  as  to  the  pollution 
of  the  river  by  house  boats,  and  the 
difficulties  created  by  steam  launches. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  powers  in  the 
case  of  the  Thames  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  County  Councils  of  the  districts 
through  which  the  river  passed,  and 
should  be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Conservancy  Board.  He  trusted  that  the 
Government,  after  they  had  considered 
this  point,  if  they  thought  he  was  right, 
would  on  the  Report  stage  introduce  such 
words  as  would  carry  out  his  sugges- 
tion. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH   said,  that  if  it 
was  understood  that   the    (3-ovemment 
intended  to  give  to  the  County  Councils 
full  control  of  the  streams  so  far  as  they 
exercised  jurisdiction  over  the  districts 
through  which  they  passed,  and  in  addi- 
tion to  create  another  authority,  as  anti- 
cipated by  the  hon.   Gentleman   who 
moved  the  Amendment,  then  he  thou^i^ 
it  would  be  well  to  leave  the  nyny, 
over  till  the  Report  stage,  be(b  whole 
thought  it  would  be  impossibltanger — 
to  the  form  of  words  to  be  ad«ieman  of 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  i— went  tq 
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moyed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
deprive  the  County  Councils  of  the 
necessary  authority  for  dealing  with  this 
subject,  rather  than  the  reverse. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man  had  stated  correctly  what  the 
Govern  men  t  proposed  to  do.  Their  pro- 
posal was  that  they  should  be  allowed 
to  take  the  clause  as  it  stood,  in  order 
to  amend  it  at  a  later  stage. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  said,  he 
would  ask  whether  the  words  in  the 
clause  ''  in  addition  to  any  other  autho- 
rity "  preserved  the  authority  of  the 
County  Council?  Did  the  proposal 
mean  that  the  authority  should  be  exer- 
cised under  the  clause  in  addition  to  that 
exercised  by  the  Sanitary  Authority  as 
it  already  existed?  Supposing  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
inserted,  several  County  Councils,  *'  in 
addition  to  any  other  authority/'  would 
have  power  to  enforce  the  Eivers  Pol- 
lution Prevention  Act  in  case  of  emer- 
gency. 

The  CHAIHMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  withdraw  his  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  BEUNNEB  :  Yes. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  said,  there  was  likely 
to  be  a  conflict  of  opinion  between  the 
authorities  constituted  under  the  Bill, 
and  the  existing  Town  Councils  or  Local 
Boards.  There  were  towns  which  had 
Sanitary  Authorities,  through  which 
rivers  passed ;  and  as  the  County  Coun- 
cil would  have  jurisdiction  over  such 
rivers,  some  Amendment,  he  thought, 
should  be  inserted,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  conflicts  certain  to  arise  wnen  two 
authorities  exercised  similar  jurisdictions 
within  the  same  area. 

Mr.  BEIJNNEB  said,  the  Chairman 
had  been  a  little  too  quick  for  him — as, 
indeed,  he  was  too  quick  for  most 
people.  He  just  wished  to  ask  this 
question,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tieman  the  President  of  the  Local  Gt>- 
vernment  Board  was  to  be  taken  as 
assuring  him  that  the  Countv  Councils 
would  include  the  Councils  of  boroughs? 

Mb.  EITCHIE :  We  will  take  oare 
^hat  that  is  so. 

on^^ause  agreed  to, 
who  St. 

they  COL  17  (Power  of  county  council 
CouncQ,  >ye-ljaws). 
a  large  e^adlaugh 
Sir  h 


Mb.  HENEAGE:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  the  clauses  al- 
ready passed  reprinted  as  amended  ? 

Mb.  EITCHIE :  They  have  been  re- 
printed. 

Committee  report  Prog^eae;  to  sit 
again  upon  Tueedsy  drd  July,  at  Two 
of  the  olock. 

MOTION. 


LEQITIM  LIW  AMEin)irBNT    (800TI.An)) 

BILL. 

On  MotioD  of  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Bill  to 

amend  the  Law  of  Legitiin  in  Sootland,  ariini 

to  be  brought  in   by  Mr.  Donald    Orawford, 

Mr.  John  Balfour,  and  Mr.  Bachanan. 

'BiHiXpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  81 1.] 

It  heing  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
dock,  the  Houee  suspended  ite  Sitting. 


The  House  resumed   its    Sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  JD A  T. 


WAYS  AND  MEANS.— OOMMITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the 
Chair." 

AURIOULTURAL  TENAKTRY  (WALES). 

RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
said,  he  should  endeavour  to  be  mode- 
rate and  circumspect  and  well  within 
the  mark  in  any  statement  and  in  any 
considerations  he  might  ur^e  upon  the 
House.  Anyone  making  a  Motion  with 
regard  to  Wales,  and  especially  with 
regard  to  agriculture  in  Wales,  was  im- 
mediately met  by  the  deplorable  want 
of  Parliamentary  information  on  the 
subject.  When  he  looked  at  the  Diplo- 
matic and  Consular  Seports  on  the 
state  of  trade  and  agriculture  of  the 
small  countries  of  Europe,  and  even 
those  of  the  South  American  Kepublioa, 
he  felt  envious  that  those  countries 
should  have  so  great  a  share  of  atten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  House,  while  a 
country  not  far  distant  should  have  so  Tory 
little  attention  paid  to  her  in  reapeot  of 
her  social  condition  and  agriculture.   In 
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1879  an  important  Boyal  Commission 
was  appointedj  to  inquire  into  the  de- 
pressed state  of  agriculture,  with  regard 
to  which  he  had  to  make  some  general 
remarks.  In  the  first  place,  not  a  single 
Welshman,  or  anyone  connected  with 
Wales,  was  appointed  upon  the  Oom> 
mission,  and,  as  a  natural  corollary, 
very  few  Welshmen  were  examined  be- 
fore the  Oommission.  For  all  the  coun- 
ties of  South  Wales,  the  only  one  exa- 
mined was  an  extensive  land  agent; 
while,  for  North  Wales,  the  only  person 
examined  was  Lord  Penrhyn,  who  was 
much  respected,  but  who  was  a  large 
landowner,  who  lived  as  much  apart  from 
the  ordinary  tenants  of  Wales  as  the 
Olympian  gods.  The  Oommission,  in  their 
wisdom,  appointed  a  gentleman  who 
for  many  years  had  been  a  Poor  Law 
Inspector  to  be  Assistant  Oommissioner 
for  Wales ;  he  knew  no  Welsh ;  he  was 
an  absolute  stranger  to  the  Welsh  far- 
mers, and  instead  of  examining  them 
and  collecting  information  from  them, 
he  sent  a  number  of  very  carefully  pre- 
pared inquiries  to  Poor  Law  clerks. 
That  was  a  natural  expedient  for  hibi 
to  obtain  information,  but  one  would 
have  imagined  that  this  gentleman  would 
have  taken  more  care,  and  have  gone, 
not  to  the  Poor  Law  clerks,  but  to  the 
farmers  themselves.  Now,  his  Keport 
was  practically  the  sum  total  of  the 
Parliamentary  information  upon  the 
state'of  agriculture  in  Wales  which  they 
possessed.  In  his  Motion  he  referred  at 
the  outset  to  the  special  circumstances  of 
Wales,  and  he  saw  on  the  Paper  of  that 
morning  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  West  Denbigh  (Oolonel  Oom- 
wallis  West)  had  put  down  an  Amend- 
ment which  practically  challenged  the 
first  part  of  his  Motion.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  asked  the  House  to  deny 
that  there  were  any  special  circum- 
stances existing  in  land  tenure  in  Wales. 
He  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  wished  to  appeal, 
first  of  all,  to  the  Beport  of  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  with  regard  to  the  dif- 
ference between  English  and  Welsh 
agriculture.  Mr.  Doyle,  the  gentleman 
to  whom  he  referred,  was  Assistant 
Oommissioner  not  only  for  the  12  Welsh 
counties  but  for  eight  English  counties, 
and  he  reported  that  the  eight  English 
and  the  12  Welsh  counties  comprised  in 
his  district  exhibited  greater  variety 
and  more  marked  contrast  in  the  dis- 
tribution   of  land,   as  well  as  in  re- 
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spect  of  inhabitants  and  the  cha- 
racter of  agriculture,  the  condition 
as  well  as  the  habits  of  the  rural 
population,  than  would  be  found  within 
the  same  limits  in  any  other  portion  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  So  much  for  his 
statement.  He  now  came  to  the  special 
circumstances  over  and  above  this  dis- 
tribution of  land  as  between  England 
and  Wales.  The  first  circumstance  arose 
from  the  special  charm  and  delight  of 
the  land  of  Wales  itself ;  for  instance, 
the  Welsh  tenant  had  an  attachment  to 
the  soil  which  he  cultivated,  and  to  the 
religious  and  social  community  in  which 
he  lived,  which  could  not,  he  ventured 
to  say,  be  found  in  any  part  of  England. 
Lord  Penrhyn,  although  he  did  not  know 
much  about  the  small  hillside  tenants  of 
Wales,  was  examined  before  the  Com- 
mission, and  being  asked  if  there  was 
in  Wales  what  was  called  hereditary 
tenantry,  he  replied  that  there  was  a 
great  feeling  about  that,  they  liked  to 
succeed  their  fathers  and  grandfathers 
on  their  farms.  If  any  further  testimony 
were  necessary,  he  might  quote  the  state- 
ment made  last  year  by  a  large  Conser- 
vative landowner  of  Cardiganshire,  who 
said  that ''  landlords  in  Wales  were  able 
to  secure  a  higher  rent,  because  Welsh- 
men loved  the  soil  on  which  they  were 
brought  up,  and  because  the  tenants 
were  not  true  to  one  another ;  if  there 
was  a  farm  about  to  become  vacant  there 
were  a  dozen  people  applying  for  it — they 
would  not  give  the  sitting  tenant  a 
chance  of  making  terms  with  the  land- 
lord.'' Their  contention  was  that  the  land 
system,  as  it  existed  in  Wales  at  present, 
enabled  the  mean  and  self-seeking  to 
profit  at  the  expense  of  the  industrious 
and  bravely  struggling  tenant.  But  not 
merely  did  this  land-hunger  affect  the 
tenantry,  it  affected  purchase.  Gentle- 
men who  had  made  fortunes  in  large 
English  cities  desired  to  find  not  merely 
land  and  luxuries  of  ownership,  but  they 
wanted  to  get  rest,  scenery,  and  a  magi- 
stracy and  county  status.  Now,  there 
was  no  place  where  they  could  get  those 
things  so  easily  as  in  Wales.  A  Non- 
conformist might  be  the  leader  in  his 
neighbourhood  for  50  years ;  he  might 
be  respected  and  beloved  by  the  com- 
munity, but  he  had  very  little,  if  any, 
chance  of  a  magistracy  during  the  whole 
of  his  life ;  but  suppose  some  stranger — 
some  Churchman,  or  a  gentleman  of 
particular  political  opinions — went  tq 
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Wales  and  bought  a  small  estate,  he  had 
not  to  wait  many  years  before  he  was 
put  on  the  Magisterial  Bench  to  dispense 
justice  to  Welsh  speaking  people.  Those 
gentlemen  bid  against  the  tenant,  who 
himself  was  so  attached  to  the  soil  that 
he  was  ready  to  offer  what  often  appeared 
a  foolish  price  for  his  holding,  first  of 
all  in  order  that  he  might  keep  his  home, 
and  farther,  that  he  might  secure  the 
fruits  of  his  improvements  and  industry. 
Now,  those  gentlemen  came  oyer  with 
fortunes,  they  bought  land  over  the  head 
of  the  cultivator  at  a  fancy  price,  and 
then  they  turned  round  and  applied 
commercial  principles,  saying  they  had 
paid  a  certain  amount  for  the  land,  and 
must  get  so  much  per  cent  for  the  out- 
lay. Anyone  who  knew  Wales  even 
superficially  must  be  aware  that  this 
statement  was  well  within  the  mark. 
Mr.  Doyle,  in  his  official  Heport,  stated 
that  in  Montgomeryshire  demands  had 
been  made  to  raise  the  rents  to  pay 
a  fair  percentage  upon  the  purchase 
money.  This  competition  for  land  was 
a  circumstance  special  to  Wales,  was 
specially  adverse  to  the  interest  of  the 
tiller  of  the  soil,  and  placed  him  at  the 
mercy  of  the  landlord.  But  this  was 
aggravated  by  another  circumstance,  the 
chasm  or  social  gulf  which  existed  between 
the  landlords  and  the  occupying  tenants. 
He  would  not  dwell  upon  that  point,  but 
merely  refer  to  three  great  questions 
which  divided  the  bulk  of  the  landlords 
of  Wales  from  the  bulk  of  the  occupiers. 
Wherever  one  went  in  Wales — except 
on  the  borders  of  Montgomeryshire, 
Badnorshire,  and  parts  of  Brecknock- 
shire— it  would  be  found  that  the  culti- 
vator and  his  family  were  Welsh  speak- 
ing, and  that  his  religious  services  and 
social  communications  were  carried  on 
in  the  Welsh  language.  On  the  other 
hand,  with  the  rarest  exceptions,  the 
landlord  was  ignorant  of  the  language 
of  his  tenants.  That  would  naturally 
create  a  certain  amount  of  estrangement 
and  a  chasm  between  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant ;  but  it  was  further  aggra- 
vated by  the  fact  that  at  a  critical  period 
in  their  religious  and  national  history 
the  end  of  the  last  century,  most  of  the 
Welsh  people  built  up  a  religious  system 
of  their  own,  and  were  separated  entirely 
and  completely  from  the  landowners  of 
Wales,  who  remained  attached  to  the 
Anglican  ecclesiastical  system.  The 
division,  however,  did  not  stop  there  \ 

Mr,  T.  E.  mii9 


for  in  the  course  of  the  present  oentary 
not  merely  had  there  been  a  religions 
divorce,   but   as  complete    a    politioal 
divorce  between  the  landlords  and  the 
cultivators.    He  was  glad  to  see  present 
many  of  his  Colleagues  from  Wales  who 
were  large  landowners ;  but  he  thought 
if  each  one  of  them  were  to  give  an  im« 
partial  experience  of  Welsh  landlords 
at  election  times  he  would  say  that  19 
out  of  20,  if  not  99  out  of  100..  were 
bitterly  hostile  to  the  popular  cause. 
It  was    not    without    significance  that 
B^ery  County  Member  for  Wales,  with 
the  exception  of  the  hon.    Member  for 
Badnorshire  (Mr.  Walsh),  sat  on  that 
side  of  the  House,  and  they  were  there 
not  alone,  because  they  were  pledged  on 
some  burning    question   in    regard   to 
Wales,  but  also  because  there  had  lately 
been  a  gradual  but  sure  and  inevitable 
revolt    against    the    land     system    of 
Wales    as    at    present    administered. 
What,  then,  had  been  the  results  of  this 
difference  between   the  landlords    and 
tenants  in  Wales  ?    He  thought  there 
had  been  two  results — first,  a  want  of 
sympathy  between    the    landlord    and 
tenant,  and,  secondly,  a  deplorable  want 
of  information  and  knowledge  on  the 
part  of  the  landlord  as  to  the  conditions 
and  circumstances  of  the  cultivator  of  the 
soil.     Not  only  was   there  a  want  of 
sympathy,  but  in  too  many  cases  the 
landowner  employed  his  position  and 
his  monopoly  of  the  land  in  order  to 
punish  the  cultivator  on  account  of  his 
creed.     He  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)   did  not 
want  to  refer  at  great  length   to  that 
point,  but  if  any  one  in  that  House  con- 
versed  with  the    ordinary    tenants    of 
Wales  with  regard  to  their  past  elec- 
tioneering experiences,  he    would  find 
that  the  three  General  Elections  of  the 
years  1859,   1865,  and   1868  were  not 
merely    well     known,    but     that    the 
memory  of    the   evictions   which   took 
place  after  those  elections  had  burnt 
itself  indelibly  into  the  hearts  and  oon- 
sciences  of  the  people,  and  many  a  day 
would  have  to  pass  over  Wales  before 
the  memories  of  those  evictions  passed 
away.     It  might  be  said  that  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Ballot  Act  of  1870  had  alle- 
viated that  condition  of  things.     He  did 
not  suppose  that  there  were  any  people 
within  the  four  countries  that  were  more 
thankful  for  that  great  Act    than    the 
Welsh  people,  because  it  had  enabled 
them  to  exeroise  their  ri^^ht  of  soffira^ 
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with  Bomething  like  liberty.  But  eyen 
at  the  present  daj  this  want  of  sym- 
pathy between  the  landlord  and  tenant 
worked  Tery  disastrously  to  the  social 
welfare  of  Wales;  for  in  many  parts 
there  was  among  a  certain  number  of 
the  landowners  a  set  purpose  to  make 
it  difficult  and  impossible  for  Noncon- 
formists or  Liberids  to  obtain  farms. 
This  led  to  the  creation  of  a  class  of 
sycophants  and  spies,  the  most  abom- 
inable that  infested  G-od's  earth,  who 
were  ready  to  watch  for  the  political 
and  religious  action  of  a  Nonconformist 
and  Liberal  tenant,  and  not  only  that, 
but  to  oust  him  from  his  place  and  get 
his  farm,  because  they  were  ready  to 
take  up  the  political  and  religious 
view  of  the  landlords.  This  feeling  was 
strong  in  Wales,  but  he  thought  that 
the  landlords  were  beginning  to  find 
out  that  the  Ohurchman  and  persons  of 
certain  politicial  opinions  were  not 
always  able  to  pay  the  rent  to  the  very 
day.  Even  during  that  week  there  had 
been  a  somewhat  ludicrous  illustration  of 
the  tension  between  the  landlords  and 
tenants  in  Wales.  In  one  of  the  news- 
papers published  in  Wales  the  following 
circular  appeared  that  week.  How  far  it 
had  obtained  the  sanction  of  any  land- 
owner, and  how  far  it  would  be  repu- 
diated by  landowners,  he  did  not  know, 
but  it  was  interesting  as  mirroring  the 
circumstances  of  the  time.  The  circular 
was  addressed  to  the  clergy,  landowners, 
and  tenants,  and  was  to  the  effect  that 
the  Church  and  all  landed  property 
was  so  seriously  attacked,  and  the  spirit 
of  socialism  was  so  rapidly  spreading  in 
Wales,  that  it  was  becoming  necessary 
for  the  clergy  and  the  wealthy  to  know 
who  were  their  true  friends,  and  to  act 
accordingly ;  that  landowners  in  particu- 
lar should  be  on  their  guard  as  to  the 
persons  to  whom  they  might  let  their 
land,  and  should  ascertain  whether 
candidates  for  their  farms  were  the 
friends  of  order  and  justice,  or  of  anarchy 
and  confiscation.  The  circular  went  on 
to  say  that,  at  the  urgent  request  of 
certain  persons  of  influence,  a  Conserva- 
tive registry  had  been  opened  as  a 
medium  of  communication  between  the 
landowners  wanting  tenants  and  tenants 
wanting  farms,  and  that  with  the  view 
of  carrying  out  the  scheme.  Incumbents 
were  requested  to  inform  the  writer  of 
any  farms  vacant  or  about  to  become 
vacant  in  their  parishes,  and  so  on.    He 


quoted  this  in  order  that  it  might  serve 
as  a  salutary  warning  to  the  class  of 
informers  he  had  referred  to.  He 
regretted  also  to  have  to  refer  to  the  fact 
that  during  the  last  few  weeks  and 
months  in  which  there  had  been  con- 
siderable, if  not  fierce,  agitation  in 
Wales,  tenants  had  been  receiving  notices 
to  quit  because  they  had  taken  a  certain 
line  with  regard  to  the  tithe  question. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  very  essenee  of 
the  land  system  in  England  was  that 
there  should  be  a  thoroughly  good 
understanding  and  strong  sympathy  be- 
tween the  landlord  and  the  tenant. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Bodmin 
Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Courtney) 
had  written  a  paper  lately  in  one  of  the 
monthly  reviews  upon  the  subject  of 
occupation  of  land,  in  which  he  referred 
to  the  extreme  value  of  the  leasehold 
system  existing  in  Scotland  at  the  pre- 
sent time ;  but  he  said  that  when  leases 
did  not  prevail  there  was  not  unfre- 
quently  in  the  South  of  England  a 
person  who  might  be  called  a  sort  of 
providential  landlord,  animated  with 
much  the  same  taste,  having  the  same 
feelings,  and  looking  forward  to  the 
same  objects  as  the  persons  who  farmed 
under  him.  It  was  perfectly  clear  that 
such  a  community  did  not  exist  in 
Wales  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
existed  in  the  South  of  England  and 
in  Scotland.  Bdt  not  merely  did  the 
state  of  things  in  Wales  affect  the  sym- 
pathy which  ought  to  be  between  land- 
lord and  tenant,  but  it  led  to  the  want 
of  information  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lord as  to  the  actual  condition  and 
circumstances  of  his  tenants.  Many 
landowners  in  Wales  regarded  the 
payment  of  rent  as  the  only  test 
of  the  prosperity  of  their  tenants.  Lord 
Penrhyn  was  asked  before  the  Com- 
mission whether  anything  like  indebt- 
edness had  crept  in  amongst  the  tenants ; 
and  his  Lordship  replied  that  he  did  not 
know,  that  they  had  all  paid  their  rents, 
and  that  he  had  never  heard  of  any 
complaint  of  the  kind.  As  if  the  august 
and  secluded  occupant  of  Penrhyn  Castle 
could  hear  the  complaints  of  Welsh- 
speaking  tenants  on  the  remote  hillsides. 
But  what  were  the  replies  which  Mr. 
Doyle  obtained  from  the  Poor  Law  clerks 
in  Carnarvonshire,  where  Lord  Penrhyn 
was  the  largest  landlord  ?  In  reply  to 
the  question  whether  rents  were  regu- 
larly paid,  the  derk  of  one  Union  rQ- 
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plied  that  they  were  paid,  but  that 
many  of  the  tenants  borrowed  from 
bankers  and  friends  to  pay  the  rent, 
and  that  no  abatement  or  reduction 
had  been  made.  The  reply  came  from 
Anglesea  that  the  tenants  had  paid  the 
rents,  but  had  been  considerably  assisted 
by  bankers  and  corn  merchants.  An- 
other reply  was  that  it  was  believed  that 
the  tenants  had  paid,  although  several 
had  borrowed  money  to  pay  their  rents. 
One  answer  from  Breconshire  was  that 
the  tenants  were  heavily  in  arrear, 
that  abatements  were  sometimes  made, 
but  not  to  the  extent  to  which  they 
had  been  made  in  other  parts  of  the 
country.  The  report  from  another 
Union  was  that  rents  had  been  paid 
regularly,  but  that  bills  of  sale  had  been 
on  the  increase.  Now,  those  reports 
were  made  in  1881,  at  the  time  when 
Mr.  Doyle  reported  that  the  depression 
in  England  was  most  serious,  but  that  it 
was  not  so  serious  in  Wales.  It  was  the 
last  four  or  five  years  that  had  been 
absolutely  ruinous  to  the  farmers  in 
Wales;  and  if  that  were  true  at  the 
date  referred  to,  how  much  more  true 
was  it  at  the  present  time  f  How  did 
this  want  of  knowledge  on  the  part  of 
landowners  affect  the  tenants  f  In  the 
first  place,  the  landlords  would  not 
realize  to  what  a  serious  pass  the  tenants 
had  come ;  they  had  been  deceived  by 
the  great  competition  for  small  hill-side 
farms,  which  were  very  numerous  in 
Wales ;  and,  whilst  the  competition  for 
them  had  been  intensified,  the  standard 
of  rental  of  good  land  was  made  to 
apply  to  the  land  on  the  rugged  hill- 
side. He  thought  that  had  it  not  been 
for  two  facts  the  crash  would  have  come 
three  or  four  years  ago.  This  had  been 
averted,  first,  because  the  holdings  in 
Wales  were  very  small,  so  that  when  a 
large  number  of  tenants  had  become 
bankrupt  and  were  sold  up,  a  number 
of  labourers  who  had  saved  money 
were  able  for  a  time  to  take  their 
places,  many  of  them  soon  collapsing. 
The  second  cause  which  had  averted  the 
crash  was  that  Welsh  tenants  were  pro- 
verbially thrifty  and  industrious.  Mr. 
Doyle  said  that  the  Welsh  farmer,  to 
whatever  class  he  might  belong,  was 
more  thrifty  than  an  English  farmer  in 
a  corresponding  position,  and  that  the 
farmer  in  Wales  fared  worse  than  the 
English  labourer  in  receipt  of  average 
wage.  From  the  figures  published  by  the 
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Inland  Eevenue  Commissioners  a  few 
years  ago,  a  very  instructive  comparison 
was  to  be  made  with  regard  to  the  rise 
of  rents   between   the  years   1842  and 
1879.     He  found  from  that  Report  that 
rents  in  England  rose  during  that  period 
23'5  per  cent  as  against  34*6  in  Wales; 
and  yet  the  reduction  and  abatement  of 
rent  in  Wales  was  incomparably  lower 
than  it  had  been  in  England,  although 
the  fall  in  prices  in  Wales   had  been 
quite  as  serious  and  quite  as  ruinous  as 
it  had  been  in  England.      Cattle  had 
fallen  in  the  last  four  years  from  33  to 
50  per  cent,  sheep  33  per  cent,  horses 
30  to  50  per  cent,  butter  36  per  cent, 
corn  30  per  cent,  and  wool  60  per  cent ; 
yet  up  to  last  year  the  average  reduc- 
tion in  rents  in  Wales  had  not  amounted 
to  more  than  10  per  cent.     Some  land- 
owners had  made  excellent  reductions, 
however ;  from  15  per  cent  to  25  per  cent 
in  some  cases.     One,  if  not  more  of  his 
hon.  Colleagues,  four  or  five  years  ago, 
who  had  realized  the  position  of  the 
tenants,  had  given  up  steadily  25  per  cent 
on  each  rent  day.  There  were  many  land- 
owners in  Wales,  however,    who   had 
only  given  small  abatements  of  5  or  10 
per  cent,  and  there  were  others  who  had 
made  no  abatement  at  all.     Even  in  the 
present  year,   with  a  ruinous  fall    in 
prices,   the  average  reduction  did   not 
amount  to  15  per  cent.    What  had  been 
the  effect  of  this  upon  the  welfare  of 
the  people  generally?    Of  course,  the 
first  effect  had  been  upon  the  farmers. 
He  thought  he  might  count  by  scores 
farmers  belonging  to  the  most  indus- 
trious and  thrifty  of  their  class  to  be 
found  in  England  or  Wales  who  had 
become  bankrupt  and  been  sold  up.    At 
the  present  time,  without  doubt,    the 
majority  of  the  tenantry  were  involved 
in  debt.    They  went  surety  for    each 
other    at    the   banks,   and    the    result 
was    that    whenever    one    farmer    got 
within  the  grasp  of  his  creditors,  he 
generally  took  with  him  six  or  seven 
others.    Not  only  was  that  the  case, 
but  the  farmers'  stock  was  depreciaied, 
and  labourers  found  little  work,  rural 
parts  were  depopulated,  and  land  had 
been  steadily  deteriorating,  so  that  the 
local  burdens  of  the  highway,  school, 
and  poor  rates  were  becoming  heavier 
to  bear.  In  order  that  he  might  beoertaiu 
of  the  gproundon  whichhe  was  going,  he 
would  read  a  short  quotation  from  Tks 
Land  Agpnts^  Reegrd^  which  said   thi^t 
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there  was  no  concealing  the  fact  that 
the  tenant  farmers  had  been  very 
hard  hit,  and  were  using  the  capital  of 
other  parties  to  meet  their  payments ; 
that,  whilst  the  supply  of  manure  was 
ample,  the  cultivation  of  the  land  was 
^oing  down ;  that  fields  were  left  long 
beyond  their  time,  and,  notwithstanding 
that  there  was  a  general  decrease  of 
value  each  year,  the  tenants  clung  to 
their  farms  owing  to  the  very  great  loss 
they  would  sustain  by  selling  out,  and 
from  their  inability  to  turn  their  hands 
to  any  other  trade.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  this  state  of  things  called  for  the 
immediate  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  In  good  times  the  ma- 
jority of  the  "Welsh  cultivators  lived  in 
fear  of  increased  rents,  and  in  times  of 
falling  prices  they  were  subjected  to 
rents  which  were  excessive.  Moreover, 
the  yearly  tenure  was  in  Wales  doubly 
insecure,  because  the  tenant  depended 
upon  the  caprice  of  a  landlord  who 
very  often  hated  and  detested  his 
religious  and  political  principles.  He 
thought  he  might  say,  in  reference 
to  the  majority  of  estates  in  Wales, 
that  the  agreements  had  been  so  drawn 
up  as  to  be  restrictive  and  vexatious. 
Coming  from  a  peasant  home  himself, 
and  having  opportunities  to  go  in  and 
out  among  the  peasantry,  he  could  not 
but  express  his  keen  sense  of  the  anxiety 
and  pain  and  agony  with  which  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  honest  and 
thrifty  peasants  exercised  their  civil  and 
religious  rights  of  citizenship,  and 
worked  from  morn  till  night  to  keep 
their  homes  together,  and  to  feed, 
clothe,  and  educate  their  children.  He 
might  be  asked  what  remedy  he  pro- 
posed ?  It  seemed  to  him  that  it  was 
not  his  duty  to  propose  a  remedy,  but 
simply  to  state  to  the  House,  as  honestly 
and  truthfully  as  he  could,  the  condi- 
tion of  things  in  Wales.  He  had,  in 
the  latter  part  of  his  Motion,  referred  to 
what  was  most  specially  and  urgently 
needed  in  Wales.  On  that  point  he  would 
quote,  for  the  second  time,  an  authority 
very  much  respected  in  that  House,  and 
by  the  extreme  school  of  political  econo- 
mists and  advocates  of  freedom  of  con- 
tract. He  referred  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Bodmin  Divi- 
sion of  Cornwall,  whose  views,  expressed 
in  a  significant  article,  admirably  repre- 
sented the  needs  of  the  tenants  in  Wales. 
The  hon.  Gentleman   said,  that  wha^ 


they  were  in  search  after  appeared  to 
be  the  institution  of  some  kind  of  inter- 
mediate authority  which  should  be  able 
to  regulate  and  supervise  the  relations 
between  the  occupying  tenants  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  person  or  community 
entitled  to  rental  on  the  other,  and  who 
should  be  able  to  supervise,  modify,  or 
control  their  relations  one  with  the 
other,  so  as  to  secure  the  idea  of  con- 
stant and  best  occupation.  On  one  of 
the  Standing  Committees,  of  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  be  a  Member,  some 
70  members  of  the  House  were  disous- 
siDg  a  Bill  which  provided  for  interven- 
tion, to  a  great  extent,  between  the 
traders  of  this  country  and  the  power- 
ful railway  monopolists ;  and,  in  listen- 
ing to  the  discussions  day  by  day,  he 
had  often  asked  himself  the  question, 
that,  if  it  were  necessary  that  the  power- 
ful and  almost  omnipotent  traders  of 
England  should  have  an  intermediate 
authority  between  them  and  the  Railway 
Companies,  how  much  more  necessary 
was  it  for  the  Welsh  tenant  to  have  an 
intermediate  authority  between  him  and 
the  landlord.  In  some  cases,  where 
public  authorities  were  the  owners  of 
land,  this  difficulty  had  been  met.  The 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests 
had  some  years  ago  considered  the  con- 
dition of  their  tenants,  and  given  reduc- 
tions of  25  per  cent,  and  even  more. 
Again,  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
had  recognized  the  condition  of  agricul- 
ture, and  they  had  given  not  merely  a 
reduction  of  25  per  cent  to  the  tenants, 
but  also  very  gpreat  facilities  for  pur- 
chase. That  was  what  they  were  asking 
for  on  behalf  of  the  Welsh  tenantry. 
They  asked  for  facility  of  purchase 
of  farms  in  Wales,  and  that,  when  farms 
were  in  the  market,  there  should  be 
some  right  of  pre-emption  to  cultiva- 
ting tenants  who  had  spent  their  lives 
and  industry  upon  their  holdings.  They 
might  be  told  that  there  were  no  special 
conditions  in  the  legal  tenure  of  land  in 
Wales,  but  law  depended  on  the  spirit 
and  temper  and  circumstances  of  its 
administration.  They  were  confronted 
with  the  fact  that  the  tenants  in  Wales 
were  suffering  severely;  ruin  and  the 
blighted  prospects  of  their  children  were 
staring  them  in  the  face,  and  he  and  his 
hon.  Colleagues  were  only  doing  their 
elementary  duty  as  their  Representatives 
in  stating  their  case  before  the  House. 
They  were  pledged  up  to  the  hilt  to  do 
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BO,  and  no  Member  of  the  House  was 
more  deeply  pledged  to  them  than  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Weet  Den- 
bigh (Colonel  ComwalliB  West).  They 
did  not  speak  for  English  farmers,  who 
could  bring  their  grievanoes  before  tba 
House  of  OommoQS,  but  only  for  the 
tenants  of  Wales  whose  petition  was, 
that  the  House,  and  especially  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  should  not  meet 
their  ^ievanoee  with  mere  legalquibbles 
or  with  jeers,  as  was  sometimes  toe  case, 
or  with  cold  refusals,  but  should  give 
a  serious  and  eympathetio  attention  to 
their  STievances ;  and  should  devise  an 
immediate,  timely,  and  efFectaal  remedy. 
Mr.  a.  H.  dyke  ACLAND  (Tork, 
W.R.,  Botherham)  said,  he  rose  to 
second  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Merionethshire.  He  desired  to  state 
what  he  had  observed  when  living  in  a 

Surely  agricultural  district  in  Wales 
uring  the  last  10  years,  and  to  compare 
that  with  his  experience  as  borsar  of 
an  Oxford  college  in  the  manage- 
ment of  property  scattered  through 
the  North  Midlands  and  South  of  Eng- 
land. He  should  only  refer  to  that 
part  of  the  Welsh  problem  which  he 
knew,  and  it  was  for  others  to  say  how 
far  what  he  stated  was  fairly  applicable 
to  Wales  as  a  whole.  He  wished  to 
state,  in  the  first  place,  that  in  his  opi- 
nion the  land  question  was  very  dif- 
ferent in  Wales  to  what  it  was  in  Eng- 
land; and,  in  the  second  place,  that  the 
social  conditions  oftha  people  intensified 
and  increased  the  difficulty.  Taking  the 
case  of  England,  he  said  with  reference 
to  the  paat  10  years,  which  had  been 
years  of  serious  difficulty,  if  they  left  out 
altogether  questions  of  seasons,  prices, 
and  difficulties  between  farmers  and 
labourers,  and  if  they  restricted  them- 
selves solely  to  the  question  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  especially  to  the 
question  of  reduction  of  rent,  they  found 
that  the  cases  in  which  the  landlord 
and  tenant  had  come  most  successfully 
through  the  struggle  occurred  when  the 
landlord  and  the  agent  had  had  the 
most  intimate  acquaintance  with  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  tenants.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  greatest  disasters  which  had 
ensued  were  largely  due  to  the  almost 
oolpable  ignorance  which  had  led  to  re- 
fusals to  grant  reductions  of  rent  where 
they  were  absolutely  essential,  which 
ignorance  had  led  to  the  ruin  of  the 
tenant  and  sometimes  to  the  ruin  of 
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the  landlord  also.  Two  principal  rosnlts 
had  fallowed  In  England  from  this  state 
of  things.  First  of  all,  in  manj  parts 
ofEnglaudthe  farmers  had  learned  « 
spirit  of  independence  which  thej  had 
not  before,  and  in  many  cases  they  had 
the  whip  hand  of  the  situation.  They  had 
also  learned  to  move  from  one  part  of 
the  country  to  another  in  a  way  which 
before  was  unknown  j  many  West- 
country  farmers  had  recently  travelled 
to  the  Midlands  and  Korth-oountry 
farmers  had  come  to  the  South.  la  the 
second  place,  where  the  landlords  had 
dealt  fairly  with  the  tenants,  tbej  found 
much  of  that  good  feeling  on  which  the 
whole  of  the  English  land  ayatem  was 
based.  It  had  been  thus  with  the  system 
in  England,  where  the  landlord  knew,  or 
ought  to  know,  his  tenants  well ;  he  met 
them  in  the  same  held,  in  church,  on  the 
Board  of  Guardians,  and  in  the  oouoty 
tonn  on  market  day,  and  in  many  other 
respects  he  made  himself  the  personal 
friend  of  his  tenants.  This  had  led  to 
an  improvement  in  the  good  underatand- 
ing  which  resulted  from  the  faot  that 
the  tenant  knew  that  he  and  hia  land- 
lord had  borne  their  burden  together. 
But  la  Wales  neither  had  there  been  an 
increase  of  independence  on  the  part  of 
the  tenants,  nor  had  there  been  much 
additional  desire  to  move  from  place  to 
place,  or  any  improved  understanding 
between  the  landlord  and  the  tenant. 
With  regard  to  hie  experience  in  Walea, 
some  English  Members  would  say  that 
the  Welsh  system  was  the  same  as  ths 
English,  because  the  landlords  made  the 
improvements  and  erected  farm  build- 
ings in  Wales  as  they  did  in  Enaland, 
and  because  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  applied  to  Wales  as  well  as  to  Eng- 
land. He  ventured  to  say  that  a  more 
shallow  statement  could  not  well  be 
made  on  the  subject.  There  had  been, 
fortunately,  good  landlords  iaWales  who 
had  dealt  quite  as  well  with  their  tenants 
as  the  best  landlords  in  England,  bnt 
the  question  was,  had  this  been  the  rule  ? 
He  would  make  one  or  two  quotationa 
bearing  on  this  subject.  His  authority 
was  the  correspondent  of  I^  Tiwi4», 
who  he  thought  ought  to  satisfy  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  |Denbigh  Borougha 
(Mr.  Eenyon)  becanee  he  oertaioly 
wrote,  as  far  as  he  could,  from  the  same 
point  of  view.  There  was  nothing  mora 
remarkable  than  the  contrast  between 
the  ipizit  and  tone  of  thoee  letters  and 
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the  spirit  and  tone  in  which.  Wales  was 
referred  to  in  the  leading  articles  of 
many  English  newspapers,  which  said, 
that  practically  Wales  was  the  same  as 
Yorkshire,  and  if  it  were  not,  that  it 
ought  to  be.  The  Timee  correspondent, 
who  did  not  write  as  a  supporter  of  the 
tenants,  said  nine  months  ago — 

<*  The  danger  of  the  situation  could  not  be 
easily  exaggerated.  Men  will  not,  or  dare  not, 
pay  their  tithe,  and  the  agitation  will  soon 
extend,  if  it  had  not  done  so  already,  to  the 
payment  of  rent." 

What  lay  at  the  root  of  the  difficulty 
was  the  competition  for  farms  and  the 
land-hunger  to  which  his  hon.  Friend 
the   Member   for    Merionethshire    had 
alluded.     ''  The  competition  is  intensely 
keen  throughout  Wales,"  said  The  Times 
correspondent;  and  he  asked  how  this 
land-hunger  was  to  be  dealt  with  ?    A 
farmer  had  written  to  him  saying  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  common  experience  to 
haye  a  host  of  candidates  for  a  vacant 
tenancy,  for  which  they  knew  that  the 
rent  was  too  high  but  which  they  were 
willing  to  take  hoping  for  better  times. 
He  was  now  going  to  quote  a  land- 
agent  of   as  wide  experience  as    any 
in     Ghreat    Britain.      This    gentleman 
said    that    his    experience    was,    that 
Welsh  farmers  would  put  up  with   a 
yery  great  deal  from  their  landlords 
rather    than    be    turned  out  of  their 
holdings ;  that  they  were  very  anxious 
to  acquire  a  freehold ;   and  that  they 
would  borrow  the  purchase  money  and 
burden  themselyes  with  the  payment  of 
interest    exceeding,    substantially,   the 
amount  of  a  fair  rent ;  and  that  it  was 
sometimes  as  easy  to  get  40  years*  pur- 
chase for  a  farm  in  Wales  as  it  was  to 
get  30  years'  purchase  in  England.     It 
was  well  known  also  that   sometimes 
when  a  farm  was  vacant  many  ten- 
ants would  offer  premiums  to  agents, 
and  tell  them  that  if  they  would  only 
let    them    have     the  farms   it   would 
be  worth  their  while.     Another  effect 
of  the  land-hunger  was,  that  it  had 
lead   to  a  most   remarkable  punctual 
payment    of    rent.      This    land-agent 
said  the  tenants  were  very  reasonable 
and  extremely  honest,  and  that  he  had 
never  held  a  rent  day  without  having 
every  penny  paid  that  was  due.     Could 
they  wonder  then,  if,  under  this  state  of 
competition  and  fear  of  one  another,  the 
tenants  who  paid  their  rents  so  punctually 
had  done  so  by  spending  the  savings 


which  they  had  earned  in  other  days  f 
The  Times  correspondent  said,  that  the 
Welsh  tenants  were  paying  their  rents 
with  their  savings  of  by-gone  years,  and 
he  added  that  the  shadow  of  the  mort- 
gagee was  over  the  land ;  and  further 
that  he  sincerely  doubted  whether  the 
tenants  could  go   on  in  their  present 
position  unless  their  rent  was  alleviated. 
As  far  as  he  (Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke  Acland) 
had  seen,  the  tenants  of  Wales  were  the 
most  thrifty  people  that  could  be  found 
in  the  whole  country.     This  was  borne 
testimony  to  by  The  Times  correspondent, 
who  said  that  thrift  such  as  was  almost 
unknown  existed  among  them ;  and  those 
persons  who  had  observed  the  people  of 
Brittany  would  be  able  to  picture  to 
themselves  the  species  of  economy  prac- 
tised in  Wales.     If  the  farmers   were 
thus  hard  pressed,  what  was  the  condition 
of  the  labourers  ?    They  had  in  the  dis- 
trict that  he  knew  no  cottages  built  for 
them  by  the  landlords,  as  was  the  case 
in  England.     As  a  rule,  their  labourers 
were  hired  for  six  months  or  a  year; 
they  sometimes  lived  with  the  farmers, 
and  they  were  frequently  lodged  over 
outhouses  or  barns;  but  they  put  up 
with  their  hard  lives  because  they  knew 
that  their  masters  were  living  hard  lives 
as  well.    This  remarkable  fact  also  re- 
sults, that  while  the  master  is  making 
no  money  the  labourer  is  saving  some 
of  his  wages,   and  is  actually  making 
money  which  may  be  brought  into  com- 
petition with  the  farmer,  because  the 
idea  of  the  labourer  was  to  get  a  small 
farm  even  if  he  had  to  pay  a  rent  which 
he  could  not  afford.      There  were  no 
doubt    in  Wales  some  generous  land- 
lords who  had  made  liberal  reductions 
of  rents.     But,  speaking  of  the  average 
landlord,  there  was  a  difference  between 
England  and  Wales.     Anyone  who  had 
been  present  at  a  rent  audit  in  Eng- 
land knew  very  well  that  the  agent 
who  accompanied  the  landlord  regarded 
the  farmer  who  came  before  them  witk 
respect,  feeling  that  the  landlord,  if  he 
was  wise,  would  keep  him.    The  agent 
knew  that  if  the  landlord  lost  the  tenant 
he  would  not  get  such    a    good    one 
again — that  he  might  get  a  man  of  straw, 
or,  perhaps,  be  unable  to  get  anyone  at 
all.    The  tenant  might  say,    ''  I  must 
have  additional  farm  buildings  built,"  or 
might  ask  for  a  reduction  of  rent,  and 
the  landlord  would  hesitate  in  refusal. 
But  in  Wales  the  farmer  knew  that  if 


180? 


AgrieuUurat 


he  made  a  reduction  of  rent  a  condition 
of  keeping  his  tenancy,  there  were  10 
or  20  men  ready  and  willing  to  take  his 
place.  That,  in  his  (Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke 
Aoland's)  experience,  was  the  actual  con- 
dition of  facts,  although  he  knew  many 
landlords  in  Wales  who,  as  well  as  re- 
ducing rents,  had  constructed  new  huild- 
ings  of  an  excellent  character  for  their 
tenants,  spending  a  great  deal  of  money 
in  this  way.  The  real,  yital  differ- 
ence— amongst  many  others — between 
the  two  cases  was  this — the  Welsh  tenants 
felt  the  want  of  a  change ;  they  were 
conscious  of  the  absence  of  that  good 
understanding  between  themselves  and 
their  landlords  which  protected  the 
English  tenants.  Welsh  agricultural  dis- 
tricts were  represented  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  hon.  Members  were  under 
pledges  to  those  of  their  constituents  in- 
terested in  agriculture,  to  endeayour  to 
obtain  some  change,  but  the  agitators 
— if  they  choose  to  call  them  so — on  the 
subject  of  farmers'  gprieyances  in  Eng- 
land had  never  very  largely  succeeded. 
The  English  farmer  said — ''On  the 
whole  I  am  satisfied  with  the  good 
understanding  I  have  on  my  farm;" 
and,  therefore,  there  was  not  the  same 
demand  for  change  in  England  that 
there  was  in  Wales.  The  state  of 
things  which  existed  in  the  Principality 
produced  a  bad  effect  on  the  relations  of 
the  classes  to  one  another,  a  bad  effect 
on  the  land,  and  a  bad  effect  on  its  pro- 
ductiveness. And  now  he  had  a  few 
words  to  say  on  the  second  point.  He 
maintained  that  the  social  conditions,  as 
be  had  observed  them  in  Wales,  intensi- 
fied the  difficulty.  Take  first  the  ques- 
tion of  language,  to  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  moved  the  Motion  had 
alluded.  The  Times  correspondent  said 
that— 

"  Seyen-tenths  of  the  Welsh  people  habitu- 
ally use  Welsh  in  their  ordinary  conTorsation." 

And  he  said  what  he  (Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke 
Adand)  could  bear  out  from  his  own 
experience.     He  futher  remarked — 

"  The  attempt  to  Anglicize  Wales  has  failed, 
and  always  will  fail.  I  suppose  that  the 
language  will  die  and  is  dying.  These  are  the 
words  of  nine  Englishmen  out  of  ten,  hut  I 
have  never  yet  heard  them  from  the  lips  of  any 
man  who  had  a  genuine  acquaintance  with  the 
people.  In  short,  the  attempt  to  Anglicize 
Wales  has  only  resulted  in  adding  additional 
difficulties  to,  and  investing  with  dangerous 
complications,  the  problems  connected  with  the 
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Established   Church   and    with   property  and 
land." 

The  Timet  correspondent  said  he  differed 
from  Lord  Selborne  on  this  subject,  and 
held    that    the  dividing   line    between 
Wales  and  England  and  the  different 
characteristics  of  Welshmen   and  Eng- 
lishmen were  remarkably  conspicuons. 
He  (Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke  Acland)  had  no 
hesitation  in  say ingthat  there  were  more 
colunms  in  the  Welsh  language  turned 
out  of  Welsh  printing  presses  to-day  than 
had  ever  been  turned  out  before  in  the 
history  of  the  country.     What  was  the 
bearing  of  this  upon  the  Land  Question  ? 
Well,  a  Welshman  had  put  this  matter 
to  him  very  forcibly  only  a  little  time 
ago.     He  bad  said — *'Fut  yourself  in 
the  position  of  being  a  tenant  under  a 
French  landlord ;  you  would,  I  suppose, 
know  as   much  about  the  French  lan- 
guage as  we  know  about  the  English 
language ;  and  if  you  had  to  go  to  the 
landlord  to  explain  in  detail  the  diffi- 
culties of  your  position,   and  to  appeal 
for  a  slight  reduction  of  rent,  would  you 
not  feel  some  trembling,  and   feel   that 
the  landlord  and  his  agent  had  the  best 
of  you  in  the  matter  of  language.  That," 
he  said,   **  is  the  way  we  feel  in  this 
matter  when  we  have  to  go  before  the 
English  landlord."     The  Welsh  did  all 
they  could  to  keep  up  Welsh  traditions 
and  their  Welsh  language,  as   was  evi- 
denced by  the  interest  they  took  in  their 
National  Eisteddfods,  and  the  honours 
they  bestowed  upon  those  who  distin- 
guished themselves  in  native  literature. 
They  were  keener  about  education  than 
we  were ;  their  chapels  were  admirable 
instances    of  their   sentiments   in  this 
direction,  many  of  them  being  centres  of 
educational  life.    He  did  not  desire  to  in- 
troduce unnecessary  controversial  matter, 
but  he  must  say  a  word  about  the  re- 
ligious aspect  of  the  question.     As  a 
rule,  the  landlords  and  land  agents  were 
of  one  religious  persuasion,   whilst  the 
great    bulk    of   the    farmers   were   of 
another,    and,   certainly,  that  did    not 
lessen  the  difficulty.     Take  the  parish 
in  which  he  lived.      There  were,    he 
should  suppose,    120  farmers  in   that 
parish,  and  he  would  venture  to  say  that 
out  of  that  120  there  were  not  six  who 
attended    the  parish  church,   and  not 
three  who  attended  it  regularly,  and  the 
whole  education  for   16-I7ths   of  the 
children  was  under  the   exclusive  ma- 
nagement of  the  clergymen  of  the  £a- 
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tablished  Church.  He  had  sometimes 
wondered  what  in  an  English  country 
parish  would  be  thought  of  the  state  of 
things  in  which,  in  a  Tillage  of  Episco- 
palians, a  benevolent  Baptist  of  means 
had  built  large  schools  for  the  education 
of  the  children  some  time  ago,  and  a 
Baptist  minister  had  sole  charge  of  the 
education  of  the  children,  1647ths  of 
whom  were  Church  children.  Unfor- 
tunately, there  had  sometimes  been 
conditions  which  had  added  to  these 
difficulties  of  language  and  religion. 
There  had  been  cases  in  which  the 
farmer  had  been  told  that  he  must  go 
once  to  church  on  a  Sunday  if  he  wished 
to  hold  a  certain  farm  ;  and  farmers  had 
told  him  that  they  had  been  strictly  en- 
joined when  they  took  a  farm  that  they 
must  take  no  part  in  politics  whateyer, 
and  that  they  had  loyally  obeyed ;  but 
he  would  ask  the  House  at  what  a 
cost  must  they  have  obeyed?  There, 
again — even  in  politics — things  were 
different  in  Wales  to  what  they  were  in 
England.  In  England  the  politics 
of  landlords  and  tenants  were  pretty 
much  the  same,  and  even  if  they  differed 
there  was  a  genial  sort  of  way  of  look- 
ing at  these  things,  the  farmer  recog- 
nizing as  a  sort  of  principle  that  the 
vote  and  the  lease  should  ^o  together. 
The  old  Tory  farmer  in  Yorkshire  was 
like  many  another  farmer  in  the  coun- 
try, when  he  said — "Ise  blue,  but  I 
votes  yaller ;  Ise  blue  to  the  back-bone, 
but  I  votes  wi'  my  landlord."  It  was  a 
sort  of  traditional  sentiment  with  the 
man  to  vote  with  his  landlord.  This 
was  not  the  way  the  Welsh  tenantry 
acted.  They  would  attend  the  land- 
lord's meeting,  when  the  landlord  him- 
self or  one  of  his  friends  was  standing 
for  Parliament ;  they  would  come  and  sit 
on  the  platform  and  look  very  sheepish. 
They  would  sit  there  like  fowls  roosting, 
and  they  would  come  away  looking  very 
foolish;  but  the  feeling  of  the  people 
was  with  them,  because  it  was  known 
that  possibly  something  serious  might 
happen  to  them  if  they  did  not  attend 
these  meetings.  Then  would  be  heard 
the  cry  of  **  Screw  !  screw !  "  which  was 
a  common  cry  of  the  Welsh  villagers 
when  Tory  meetings  were  being  held, 
and  it  had  a  very  significant  meaning 
indeed.  All  this  was  very  serious.  He 
did  not  know  if  blame  attached  to 
landlords  or  agents  in  the  matter ;  but 
it  was  unfortunate  that  both  in  reli- 
gion and  politics  the  landlords  and  the 


tenants  should  be  on  different  sides. 
And  what  was  the  result  of  all  this? 
Why,  in  the  words  of  The  Times  corre- 
spondent, the  man  of  business  became 
the  intermediary  between  the  landlord 
and  his  tenant,  and  the  relations  be- 
tween the  man  who  owned  the  land  and 
the  man  who  cultivated  it  became  purely 
commercial ;  and  it  was  difficult  to  travel 
through  the  country  with  eyes  and  ears 
open  without  observing  that  the  land- 
lords and  agents  were  cordially  disliked. 
He  attached  no  blame  to  the  landlords 
for  not  being  able  to  speak  Welsh,  nor 
to  the  agents  for  being,  as  some  of  them 
were,  Scotchmen,  Irishmen,  and  English- 
men ;  or,  again,  for  being,  as  some  of 
them  were,  captains  and  colonels.  All 
he  said  was  that  there  was  in  Wales  an 
absence  of  those  elements  for  the  solu- 
tion of  the  question  such  as  were,  for- 
tunately, possessed  in  England  at  the 
present  time.  Well,  what  was  the 
remedy  ?  He  thought  that  in  all  these 
matters,  as  in  everything  else,  publicity 
was  a  good  thing.  That  in  itself  went 
some  way  towards  providing  a  remedy. 
If  the  Oovernment  were  wise,  it  would 
look  on  the  question  in  a  sympathetic 
spirit ;  and,  considering  how  little  was 
done  for  Wales  when  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion sat  a  few  years  ago,  the  Govern- 
ment might  fairly  institute  an  impartial 
inquiry  into  the  whole  of  the  question. 
But,  beyond  that,  he  confessed  he  thought 
that  some  security  would  be  needed  for 
the  tenant  if  he  was  to  be  placed  in  a 
fairly  independent  position.  For  his 
own  part,  he  should  infinitely  prefer  to 
see  opportunities  for  purchase  provided 
to  any  other  method  of  solving  this 
difficulty.  But  in  any  case,  in  order 
that  a  purchase  system  might  be  pro- 
vided, it  was  obvious  that  rents  must 
be  modified.  Something  would  be  done 
if  it  were  settled  how  many  years'  pur- 
chase should  be  given  for  holdings. 
But,  above  all,  let  the  Government  do 
something.  Do  not  let  them  raise  a 
cry  against  '^  Agitators."  Of  course,  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  liked,  they  could  get  up 
and  quote  translations  from  some  of 
the  vernacular  papers  in  Wales,  which 
would,  no  doubt,  make  the  House  laugh, 
and  perhaps  tend  to  make  people  think 
that  the  whole  of  this  case  was  artificial 
and  a  sham.  Let  them  do  so  if  they 
liked.  The  vernacular  Press  of  Wales 
was,  no  doubt,  sometimes  wild  in  its 
phrases,  and  fond  of  quoting  Scripture, 
and  it  very  often  exaggerated;  butevea 
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if  hon.  Members  could  quote  passages 
illuetrating  these  weaknesses,  it  would 
not  solye  the  question.     Even  if  they 
talked  about  **  professional  agitators  " 
and  the  rest  of  it,  they  would  not  have 
solved  the  question  to-night.  They  could 
not  get  agitators,  and  an  agitation — a 
strong  agitation,  as  he  supposed  they 
would  cedl  it — such  as  was  commencing 
in  Wales,  unless  there  was  something 
to  account  for  it  and  some  solid  griev- 
ance at  the  bottom  of  it.    The  Welsh 
were  a  very  patient  and  a  very  law- 
abiding  people,  and  they  would  not  get 
anything  to  make  them  excited  or  ex- 
citable unless  there  was  some  genuine 
reason  for  it.     Well,  he  felt  that  he  had 
only  stated  his  case  in  a  very  fragmen- 
tary way,  and  he  knew  that  any  English- 
man who  meddled  in  this  question  ran 
the  risk  of  being  called  an  adventurer, 
who  knew  nothing  about  the  question. 
But,   he    had   tried    to  show,   at  any 
rate,  that  he  knew  more  about  it  than 
those    who    only   made    a    short  visit 
to  Welsh  watering  places  or  made  an 
occasional  visit  to   Snowdon;    and  he 
would  venture  to  challenge  even  the 
hon.   and    gallant    Member  who    was 
going  to  move  the  Amendment  to  say 
anything  but  that — though  not  in  rela- 
tion to  his  own  estate  or  those  of  the 
best  landlords — the  circumstances  which 
had  been  related  to-night,  as  applying 
to  the  condition  of  the  Welsh  tenantry, 
were  not  too  sadly  true  in  many  parts  of 
Wales.    Nothing  had  been  said  either 
by  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  moved  the 
Motion  or  by  himself  about  that  much- 
abused  term  **  Nationality  "  or  Home 
Bule    leading   to    disintegration.     All 
that  talk  was  utterly  without  founda- 
tion, so  far  as  the  Welsh  were  concerned. 
He  would  tell  them  how  to  make  a 
Welsh  Question  if  they  wanted  to  make 
one.     Refuse  to  Wales  all  idea  that  the 
Welsh  had  any  special  peculiarity  or 
special  circumstances  as  a  race,  and  tell 
them  that  they  were  like  other  large 
districts  in  England,  with  no  claim  to 
special  treatment ;  tell  them,  so  far  as 
Church  matters  went— as  he  was  afraid 
the    present     Government    would    be 
obliged  to  tell  them — that  their  com- 
plaints could  not  be  listened  to  at  all, 
and  there  would  soon  be  a  Welsh  Ques- 
tion.     Some  leading  English   authori- 
ties on  matters  of  this  kind  had  been 
too  wise  to  take  up  such  a  position.  The 
late  Mr.  Matthew  Arnold  knew  better 
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than  this ;  and  Parliament  would  do  well 
if  it  took  his  advice  so  far  as  Church 
Disestablishment  was  concerned.     The 
Welsh  people  were  infinitely  in  advance 
of  us  in  regard  to  education,  and  were 
asking  for  some  comprehensive  scheme 
of  secondary  education,    and    nothing 
could  be  more  reasonable  than  to  give 
them  an  Educational  Council  of  their 
own  to  settle  these  matters  their  own 
way.    But  tell  them  that  their  natural 
aspirations  in  the  matter  of  education 
were  not  to  be  acceded  to,  and  then  tell 
them  that  on  this  Land  Question  they 
had  no  grievance,  and  then,    without 
difficulty,   they  would  make  a  Welsh 
Question.     On  the  other  hand,    meet 
them  half-way,  and  he  knew  no  people 
more  easy  to  satisfy.    The  Welsh  were 
timid,    but    tenacious  ;    and,    though 
slow    to    move,    they    were    excitable 
when  they  considered  they   had    just 
cause    for    excitement.     It    had   been 
said  that  they  were  prone  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  stranger ;  but  that  was 
largely  due  to  the  oirtumstances  in  which 
they  had  g^wn  up,  and  to  the  suspicious 
attitude  in  which  they  were  placed.  But 
this   he  was  sure   of,  that  there    was 
no  more  kind-hearted  people  on  the  face 
of  the  earth.     There  were  two  things 
seriously  dangerous  in  any  country  like 
Wales.     One  was    that    it    should  be 
strongly    felt  that  there  was   a  great 
social  inequality  in  the  country ;  a  feeling 
not  as  people  would  say  of  mere  envy, 
but  a  perfectly  reasonable  and  candid 
desire  to  count  for  something  in  the  com- 
munity in  which  they  lived ;  and   the 
other  was  the  feeling  that  the  distribution 
of  property  and  the  conditions  of  tenure 
of  property  were  unfair  and  unreason- 
able, and  pressed  hardly  upon  the  com- 
mon   people.     Well,    he  feared    that, 
to  some  extent,  both  these  conditions 
were  present  in  Wales.      If  the   Go- 
vernment   wished    to    avoid    the    evil 
results  that  might  follow,  let  them,  in  a 
spirit  of  kindly  sympathy,  make  a  certain 
amount  of  reasonable  inquiry,  to   see 
whether  those  who  had  stated  the  case 
that  night  had  spoken  falsely  or  truly. 
That  would  be  going  a  long  way.     If 
the  Government  wished  to  avoid  lawless- 
ness— which  was   totally  unnecessary, 
and  need  never  come  about — and  further 
distress,  he  could  only  say    let  them 
make  a  full  inquiry  as  to  whether,  in 
part  at  least,   some  remedy    for    the 
present  distress  could  not  be  found. 
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Amendment  propoied. 

To  leave  out  ft-om  the  worf  "  Tb«t "  to  tbe 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  tbe  vordi 
"  having  regard  to  the  special  circamitancei  of 
Wales,  and  the  prevailing  agricultural  depres- 
sion, and  their  effect  upon  the  welfare  of  the 
"Wetih  people,  thii  Eonee  is  of  opinion  tbat 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  should  pay  imme- 
diate attention  to  tbe  sabject,  and  take  steps 
to  provide  a  measuTe  of  relief  which  shall  secure 
fairer  condilioaa  of  tenure  and  a  re-adjuatment 
of  rent,  more  equitably  corresponding  to  the 
fall  in  pricei,  and  make  mch  other  provisions 
aa  will  enable  tbe  cultivaton  of  the  soil  to  meet 
the  trying  ciicumstancea  in  whioh  they  are 
placed,"— (iff.  Thomat  Elii;) 
— instead  theteof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Colonel  C0ENWALLI8  WEST 
(Penbig^h,  W.)  said,  he  had  given 
Notice  of  the  following  Amendment : — 

*'  That  tbie  Uouss,  whilet  f  ally  sympathizing 
with  the  distressed  circumstancee  of  tbe  agri- 
cultural population  of  EDgland  and  Wales,  is  of 
opinion  that  no  apecial  circnmatancee  exist  in 
the  tennre  of  land  is  Walea  justifying  eicep- 
tionat  legialalion  for  that  portion  of  the  United 
Kingdom." 

He  believed  he  was  unabloto  moTethia 
Amendment,  owing  to  the  Forms  of  the 
House;  therefore,  hewould  simply  make 
it  the  text  of  the  few  observations  with 
which  he  should  trouble  the  House.  The 
four  points  that  had  been  dealt  with  by 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  made  the 
Motion  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  were,  first,  as 
the  hon.  Member  had  stated,  the  serious 
condition  of  the  agricultural  teuancy  in 
Wales;  secondly,  the  special  circum- 
stances of  Wales ;  thirdl;,  a  fairer  con- 
dition of  tenure;  and,  fourthly,  a  re- 
adjustment of  rent.  Now,  itwasnothis 
(Colonel  Corowallis  West's)  intention  to 
trouble  the  House  with  very  long  re- 
marks ;  but  he  thought  he  might  be 
allowed  to  allude  to  a  few  of  the  points 
which  bad  been  touohed  on  bo  ably  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mover  of  the 
Motion.  The  hon.  Member  had  begun 
by  deBcribing  to  the  House  what  he 
considered  the  special  (nrcumstaoces 
whichdivided,  upon  this  question,  Wales 
from  this  country.  He  had  told  them 
that  onb  cause  of  the  great  difference 
which  existed  between  the  tenantry  in 
Wales  and  England  consisted  in  the 


fact  argued  in  favour  of  the  landlords 
of  Wales.  The  tenants  delicrhted  in  re- 
maining on  their  farms,  and  if  that  state 
of  things  existed,  as  he  asserted  it  did,  it 
proved  that  the  tenants  were  not  under 
that  grinding  system  that  many  people 
asked  them  to  believe  they  were  under. 
This,  the  hoD.  Member  said,  showed  a 
great  hunger  for  land.  He  (Colonel 
Cornwallis  West)  oonfessed  he  came 
from  a  part  of  the  country  where  that 
hunger  did  not  exist.  He  did  not  know 
where  it  did  exist.  It  might  e^ist  in 
parts  of  Wales ;  but,  so  far  as  his  ex- 
perienoe  of  the  Prinoipalitf  went,  it 
certainly  was  not  apparent.  The  land- 
lords were  very  thankful  to  get  tenants 
to  take  the  farms,  and  he  oould  tell 
the  House  that,  so  far  as  the  county  he 
represented  was  concerned,  there  was 
happily  not  a  single  vacant  farm  In  it. 
This  statement  applied  to  the  land  in 
Denbighshire.  It  might  be  true  that  it 
showed  that  the  people  were  desirous  of 
acquiring  farms,  but  at  the  same  time  it 
proved  that  the  people  had  the  means  to 
take  the  farms — had  the  money  to  take 
them.  It  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  hard- 
ship to  turn  round  on  the  men  who 
wished  to  take  farms,  and  had  the 
money  to  do  so,  and  who. agreed  to  pay 
a  moderate  prioe  for  them,  and  say  that 
they  were  not  to  take  them  because  other 
people  could  only  farm  them  at  a  much 
greater  reduction.  In  the  course  of  his 
speech  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mover  of 
the  Motion  had  stated  that  to  be  a  rule 
which,  so  far  as  his  (Colonel  Oomwallifl 
West's)  experience  went,  he  denied  most 
emphatioaUy — namely,  that  Noncon- 
formists were  objected  to  by  the  land- 
lords. He  shouldlikeanyhon.  Member  to 
give  himthe  name,  privately,  of  any  great 
landlord  in  the  Principality  who  had  re- 
fused a  tenant  a  farm  because  the  man 
was  a  Nonconformist.  The  hon  Member 
had  gone  on  to  state  that  not  only  were 
tenants  refused  farms,  but  that  people 
were  not  appointed  magistrates  because 
they  were  Nonoonformists.  That  might 
occur  in  some  parts  of  the  Principality  ; 
but  all  he  could  say  was,  that  he  had  the 
honour  to  make  such  appointments,  and 
that  he  had  never  in  deciding  upon  them 
for  a  moment  considered  whether  a  man 
was  a  Nonconformist  or  a  Ohurchman. 
attaohment  the  tenantry  in  Wales  had  i  And  now  he  would  for  a  few  moments 
for  their  holdings ;  and  also  in  the  fact  address  himself  to  the  point  as  to  the 
thatsomanyofthem  had  been  hereditary  1  serious  position  of  the  tenantry  of  the 
tenants.    Well,  he  thought  that  reiy  |  Frinoipiui^.  He  oould  assure  toe  House 
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that  the  tenantry  of  Wales  at  this 
moment  were  in  a  better  position  than 
the  tenantry  of  England.  He  possessed 
a  landed  estate  in  the  South  of  England, 
and  lately  he  had  been  obliged  to  let 
land  there  at  10«.  per  acre  ;  and  he  ap- 
pealed to  hon.  Members  who  sat  around 
him  whether  there  were  any  parts  of  the 
Principality  where  land  could  be  said 
to  be  worth  no  more  than  10«.  an  acre? 
Whilst  land  in  England  in  some  places 
let  for  as  low  as  10«.  an  acre,  in  the  Prin- 
cipality, so  far  as  he  was  aware,  it  never 
let  for  less  than  1 5«.,  and  grass  land  would 
fetch  £  1  per  acre  and  upwards.  Now,  was 
the  tenure  of  land  in  Wales  so  different  to 
that  in  England  as  to  make  it  desirable 
that  special  legislation  should  be  applied 
to  the  Principality  ?  So  far  as  his  ex- 
perience went,  the  agreements  between 
landlords  and  tenants  were  the  same  in  the 
Principality  as  in  England.  There  were 
some  exceptions,  perhaps,  so  far  as  the 
custom  of  a  county  affected  them,  but 
they  were  in  the  nature  of  exceptions, 
and  he  maintained  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  find  on  any  large  property  in 
Korth  Wales  a  single  agreement  between 
landlord  and  tenant  which  differed  in 
any  material  point  from  ordinary  English 
agreements.  If  that  were  the  case,  what 
was  the  gpround  for  proposing — as  he 
believed  it  was  proposed — that  a  similar 
land  measure  to  that  in  force  in  Ireland 
should  be  passed  for  Wales?  It  was 
absurd  to  suppose  that  the  principle  of 
the  three  **F's"  could  by  any  possi- 
bility be  applied  to  Wales.  He  chal- 
lenged any  hon.  Member  to  give  the 
name  of  a  single  landowner  in  Wales 
who  did  not  do  the  whole  of  the  per- 
manent improvements  and  repairs  on 
bis  property.  Under  these  circumstances 
it  seemed  to  him  absurd  to  ask  for  a 
Land  Bill  for  Wales  on  the  same  prin- 
ciples as  the  Land  Act  given  to  Ireland, 
where  the  conditions  were  totally  dis- 
tinct. It  had  been  said  that  there  had 
been  no  general  reduction  in  the  rents 
in  Wales.  Of  course,  that  was  a  very 
difficult  question  to  decide  off  hand  one 
way  or  the  other.  He  could  only  say, 
from  what  he  had  heard  and  what  he 
had  done,  that  he  believed  the  reductions 
of  rent  in  Wales  had  been  very  large, 
ranging  from  10  to  30  per  cent.  Of 
course,  he  could  not  say  that  every  owner 
of  landed  property,  great  and  small,  had 
granted  such  reductions ;  but  he  did  say 
that  the  majority  of  them  had  granted 
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fair  reductions  of  from  10  to  20  or  30  per 
cent.  He  believed  that  if  a  Hoyal  Com- 
mission were  appointed  on  the  subject, 
which  he  hoped  might  be  the  case, 
it  would  be  clearly  shown  that  the 
facts  were  as  he  had  stated.  As  far  as 
the  landlords  of  the  Principality  were  con- 
cerned, they  would  hail  the  appointment 
of  a  Koyal  Commission  with  the  greatest 

Eleasure.  Thousands  of  pounds  had 
een  spent  on  the  estate  of  evezy  large 
landowner  in  Wales,  and  he  was  in  i 
position  to  say  that  at  the  present 
moment  there  were  hundreds  of  farmi 
let  at  a  price  which  did  not  pay  3  per 
cent  interest  on  the  capital  invested  by 
the  landlords  in  farm-nousea,  drainage, 
and  other  improvements.  He  himself 
could  guarantee  that  this  was  the  case 
in  his  own  part  of  the  Principality,  and 
he  had  no  reason  to  suppose  that  a  simi- 
lar state  of  things  did  not  exist  in  other 
parts  of  Wales.  He  believed  one  of  the 
principal  sources  of  the  present  state  of 
things  to  be  that,  unfortunately,  many 
tenant  farmers  had  taken  farms  without 
having  sufficient  capital.  Only  a  few 
days  ago  he  was  reading  a  most  excel- 
lent pamphlet,  written  by  Mr.  Daniel 
Owen,  of  Cardiff,  who  was  disting^uiahed 
as  an  authority,  and  who  thoroug-Kly 
understood  agricultural  questions.  Mr. 
Owen  said — 

**  Farms  are  often  taken  by  men  with  only 
£3  or  £4  an  acre,  and  sometimes  even  with  less. 
With  such  men  it  is  a  straggle  from  the  first ; 
if  a  bad  harrest  comes,  the  straggle  beoomes 
more  severe.  Still  they  may  manage  to  keep 
afloat  in  the  face  of  one  bad  harvesti  or,  per- 
haps, of  two  bad  harvests ;  but  when  it  comes 
to  four  disastrous  seasons,  the  current  is  too 
strong  and  they  are  obliged  to  give  way.  I 
cannot  too  strongly  deprecate  the  evU  oooa- 
sioned  by  men  embarking  in  farming  with  in- 
adequate capital.  And  yet  this  is  constantly 
done.  If  a  man  has,  say,  £2,000,  he  should 
not,  as  is  too  often  the  case,  aspire  after  a  farm 
of  300  or  400  acres." 

He  believed  that  to  a  great  extent  what 
was  going  on  now  was  the  result  of  men 
wishing  to  have  large  farms,  and  not 
having  sufficient  means  to  carry  them 
on.     There  was  one  point  which  had 
been  under  consideration — namely,   as 
to  whether  the  tenants  in  Wales  did 
the  permanent  improvements  or  not.  He 
had  seen  this  stated  to  be  the  case  in 
the  Press.     Of  course,  it  was  a  very  im* 
portant  question.     If  the  tenants  did 
carry  out  any  permanent  improvements, 
which  was  very  doubtful  indeed,  he  con- 
sidered that  the  present  Agricultural 
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Holdings  Act  did  not  ^o  far  enough. 
What  he  should  like  to  see,  instead  of 
a  Motion  of  this  kind,  would  he  the 
introduction  of  a  Bill  dealing  with 
Agriculture  hoth  in  England  and  Wales. 
What  he  deprecated  was  to  see  the 
suhject  dealt  with  piecemeal  in  relation 
to  one  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom 
only.  He  wanted  to  see  the  whole 
of  the  country  dealt  with  as  one.  He 
did  not  see  why,  on  a  question  of  this 
kind,  in  reference  to  which  the  condition 
of  thiogc,  as  they  knew  perfectly  well, 
was  more  or  less  alike  in  the  two  coun- 
tries, a  special  Act  of  Parliament  should 
be  required  for  Wales.  The  adoption 
of  certain  changes  in  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  would,  he  considered,  be 
of  much  more  practical  use  than  the 
passing  of  a  Motion  of  this  kind.  He 
thought  that  provision  should  be  made 
in  the  Compensation  Glauses  of  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act  for  acts  of 
husbandry,  due  allowance  being  made 
for  turnip  land,  fallows,  manure,  stub- 
bles and  seeds,  and  laying  and  trim- 
ming hedges.  Tillages  should  be  de- 
finitely explained  in  the  Act,  and  a 
valuation  scale  should  also  be  inserted. 
If  a  man,  for  instance,  grazed  a  field 
with  stock,  instead  of  cutting  it  for  hay, 
it  would,  of  course,  make  a  considerable 
difference  to  him.  Compensation  might 
also  be  given  for  com  consumed  during 
the  last  year  of  the  tenancy,  and  which 
had  been  grown  upon  the  farm,  due 
notice  being  given  to  the  landlord  that 
the  tenant  wished  to  consume  his  own 
home-grown  com.  Such  changes,  if 
made,  ought  to  apply  to  the  whole  of 
the  Kingdom,  and  not  merely  to  the 
Principality.  He  had  been  very  much 
surprised  at  the  picture  which  was 
drawn  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
last  spoken  of  the  condition  of  Wales, 
and  of  the  want  of  sympathy  between 
landlord  and  tenant  which  was  said  to 
exist  there.  He  had  lived  in  the  Princi- 
pality for  his  whole  life  almost,  and  had 
never  heard  of  the  terrible  state  of 
things  which  the  hon.  Member  had  de- 
scribed. He  believed  his  tenants  and 
himself  were  on  the  best  of  terms,  and 
that  the  same  was  the  case  with  the 
landlords  and  tenants  round  him  with 
very  few  exceptions.  When  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  whole  of  the 
landlords  of  Wales  were  out  of  sympathy 
with  their  tenants,  his  reply  was  that 
it  was  simply  not  the  case* 


Mr.  a.  H.  dyke  ACL  and  said, 
he  had  not  said  a  word  about  the  whole 
of  the  landlords.  He  had  stated  again 
and  again  that  many  landlords  were 
treating  their  tenants  as  well  as  the  best 
English  landlords.  

Colonel  CORN  WALLIS  WEST  said, 
he  was  very  ^lad  that  he  had  obtained 
such  a  disclaimer  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
her.  He  was  certainly  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  what  he  had  stated.  He  would 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  from  Wales 
wno  had  any  stake  in  that  country  as 
landowners  not  to  be  led  to  give  a  vote 
on  the  Motion  from  Party  motives  or  a 
desire  for  popularity,  but  to  tell  the 
House  whether  or  not  it  was  true  that 
the  tenure  of  land  in  Wales  was  so  dif- 
ferent from  what  it  was  in  England,  and 
BO  hard,  in  its  general  effect,  as  to  call 
for  any  special  legislation.  There  were 
many  in  that  House  who  could  give 
the  House  such  information.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr.  W.  Davies) 
would,  he  believed,  be  able  to  explain 
what  was  the  case  in  that  county,  and  two 
or  three  other  landlords  who  were  men 
of  position  in  their  counties  could  state 
that  the  fearful  picture  which  had  been 
drawn  of  the  relations  between  landlords 
and  tenants  was  entirely  imaginary.  He 
believed  there  were  some  seven  or  eight 
hon.  Members  who  were  connected  by 
ties  of  property  with  the  Principality. 
The  remaining  Welsh  Members  were 
not,  as  the  House  knew,  connected  by 
such  ties.  There  were  some  who  hailed 
from  the  exchange  and  some  who 
hailed  from  the  Law  Courts.  He  thought 
that  the  seven  or  eight  Members  who 
had  property  in  Wales  should  support 
him  in  his  contention  that  the  landlords 
of  Wales  were  not  the  tyrants  they  were 
made  out  to  be  by  those  who  spoke  on 
political  platforms.  He  challenged  such 
hon.  Members  to  make  out  a  case  for 
the  application  of  the  principles  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act  to  Wales.  If  they  could 
show  any  estate  where  the  tenant  had 
built  his  house  and  farmstead,  drained 
or  reclaimed  land,  bought  the  tenant- 
right,  or  fulfilled  any  other  of  the 
conditions  of  the  Irish  land  problem, 
they  would  no  doubt  make  out  a  case. 
He  said  none  of  'these  circumstances 
existed  in  Wales  at  the  present  time,  or, 
if  they  did,  it  was  in  some  portion  of 
the  Principality  with  which  he  was  not 
acquainted*     He  felt  copfide^t  that  any 


1819 


AgrtcuUwral 


{COMMONS} 


Tendnify  ( TTahs).  1820 


proposal  which  would  have  the  effeot  of 
withdrawing  the  capital  now  so  pro- 
fuselj  and  so  wisely  found  hy  the  land- 
lord on  every  large  estate,  and  in  most 
of  the  small  ones  too,  would  result  in 
the  ruin  of  all  classes  connected  with 
agriculture ;  and  in  the  severance  of 
those  ties  of  mutual  regard  and  reci- 
procal good  feeling  which  had  charac- 
terized the  relations  of  the  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Wales  for  many  years  past, 
and  which,  he  believed,  would  other- 
wise be  maintained  in  the  future. 

Mr.  OSBOENE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E. )  said,  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Denbigh  (Colonel 
Comwallis  West)  claimed  to  represent 
a  constituency  which  was,  perhaps,  more 
interested  than  any  portion  of  Wales  in 
the  Motion  before  the  House,  but  he  did 
not  think  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
could  point  to  a  dozen  men  in  his  own 
constituency,  except,  of  course,  landlords 
like  himself,  who  would  endorse  the 
sentiments  to  which  he  had  just  given 
utterance.  Indeed,  he  thought  that  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  himself  was  a 
very  recent  convert  to  the  views  he  had 
expressed.  Little  more  than  a  year  and 
a-half  ago,  on  the  28th  of  October,  1886, 
a  public  meeting  or  conference  was  called 
at  Denbigh  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
the  basis  of  a  Land  Bill  for  Wales, 
afterwards  embodied  in  the  Bill  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Eifion 
Division  of  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Bryn 
Eoberts),  and  which  Bill  was  lately 
before  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  was  not  present,  but  he  was 
told  there  was  a  discussion  lasting  for 
something  like  four  hours  on  the  sub- 
ject. In  the  evening  a  public  meeting 
was  held,  and  Colonel  Comwallis  Weirt 
proposed  the  following  resolution  : — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting,  the 
present  depressed  state  of  agricultare  deserves 
the  earnest  attention  of  the  Legislature,  and  it 
is  desirable  that  a  measure  should  be  prepared 
and  submitted  to  Parliament  next  Session,  with 
the  view  of  alleviating  the  distress  now  so 
generally  felt  among  the  agricultural  and  la- 
bouring population  of  the  country.*' 

This  was  followed  by  a  Motion  approv- 
ing of  the  Bill  to  which  he  had  already 
alluded.  Under  these  circumstances,  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Com- 
wallis West)  could  not  quite  claim  a 
monopoly  of  consistency  in  this  matter. 
He  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  had  taken 
great  pains  to  arrive  at  the  truth.  Some 
12  months  ago  he  sent  round  to  a  number 
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of  his  constituents  questions  as  to  the 
present  position  of  agriculture  in  North 
Wales.  He  received  a  nuoiber  of  answers, 
which  he  had  handed  to  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  for  the  purposes  of  hit 
speech.  As  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  forgotten  to  return  them,  he  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morg^)  could  not  quote  from 
them,  but  he  could  tell  the  House  that 
they  showed  the  depreciation  of  farm- 
ing stock  during  the  last  10  years  in 
Wales  to  have  been  enormous.  Not 
only  had  there  been  a  great  depre* 
elation  in  stock,  but  there  had  been  a 
still  greater  depreciation  in  the  price 
of  wool,  which,  in  a  country  where  by 
far  the  greater  number  of  the  farmers 
were  sheep  farmers,  was  a  very  serious 
matter.  The  hon.  Member  for  Merioneth- 
shire (Mr.  T.  £.  Ellis)  had  stated  this 
depreciation  at  something  like  60  per 
cent.  He  himself  should  have  put  it  at 
something  like  50  per  cent.  At  any  rate, 
the  fall  had  been  very  heavy.  Side  by 
side  with  the  great  depreciation  in  the 
value  of  farming  produce,  there  had 
been  an  increase  in  the  rates,  especially 
the  sanitary  rates.  The  wages  of  agri- 
cultural labourers  had  been  nearly 
stationary.  He  should  have  thought 
this  rather  a  matter  for  congratulation, 
but  unfortunately  the  cause  from  which 
it  had  arisen  was  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  agricultural  population  had  mig^ted 
to  the  already  over-populated  industrial 
centres  of  England.  With  regard  to 
rents,  as  far  as  he  could  gather,  there 
had  been  reductions,  but,  as  a  rule,  they 
had  been  spasmodic  and  temporary,  and 
certainly  inadequate.  In  some  cases,  no 
doubt,  they  had  amounted  to  20  percent, 
but  the  average  had  been  from  10  to  15 
per  cent.  The  tithe  rent- charge,  which 
he  could  only  describe  as  a  sort  of  run- 
ning  sore,  eating  into  the  rery  heart 
of  the  political  and  religious  life  of  the 
people,  had  not  been  reduced  at  all. 
If  matters  had  stood  there,  he  would 
have  agreed  with  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Denbigh 
(Colonel  Comwallis  West),  that  it  was 
difficult  to  establish  adistinction  between 
England  and  Wales,  because,  if  Wales 
had  suffered  much,  England  had  suffered 
much  also.  He  made  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  a  present  of  that  admis- 
sion. He  thought  it  quite  possible  that 
the  great  wheat  -  growing  dz6tri<^  of 
England,  such  as  those  of  Lincohishire 
and   Essex,    were   suffering   quite   a« 
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maoh  as  Wales.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  said  he  was  obliged  to  let  Eng- 
lish land  at  10«.  an  acre.  He  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  was  in  a  worse  posi- 
tion than  that,  because  he  had  an 
English  farm  which  he  could  not  let 
at  all.  But  his  hon.  Friends  who 
had  respectively  moved  and  seconded 
the  Motion,  had  referred  to  two  things 
which  materially  distinguished  the  case 
of  Wales  from  that  of  England,  and 
which,  he  thought,  called  for  the  special 
interference  of  Parliament.  One  of 
these  was  that  extraordinary  land-hunger 
which  seemed  to  be  common  to  all  Celtic 
nations.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  said  that  there  was  not  a  single 
farm  vacant  on  his  estate.  That  was 
extremely  probable.  But  why  was  that  ? 
It  was  because  the  farmer  had  nothing 
else  to  do  but  agricultural  work,  and 
nowhere  else  to  turn  to.  In  North  Wales, 
at  least,  they  had  no  large  towns  to  draw 
off  the  surplus  agricultural  population. 
Indeed,  the  Welsh  farmer  who  was 
deprived  of  his  holdinfic  was  the  most 
helpless  being  in  the  whole  world.  He 
could  not  go  to  England  on  account  of 
his  ignorance  of  the  English  lang^uage, 
and  he  could  not  engage  in  any  other  in- 
dustrial employment.  He  was  forced  back 
upon  the  land.  In  addition  to  this,  he  was 
strongly  attaohed  to  the  soil.  These 
facts  completely  disposed  of  the  argu- 
ment which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
based  upon  the  oircumstance,  that  there 
was  no  farm  to  let  upon  his  estate. 
There  was  another  material  difference 
between  the  Welsh  and  English  agri- 
culturists. Between  the  Welsh  land- 
lord and  tenant  there  was  a  ''  g^eat  gulf 
fixed."  Englishmen  did  not  understand 
this.  They  passed  through  Wales  and 
visited  watering  places  like  Llandudno 
and  Bhyl,  but  they  obtained  no  know- 
ledge whatever  of  the  condition  of  the 
people.  The  barriers  that  separated 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Wales  were 
almost  insurmountable.  There  were 
barriers  of  language,  barriers  of  race, 
religious  barriers,  political  barriers. 
The  Welsh  landlords  and  tenants  lived 
and  moved  in  entirely  different  worlds. 
They  spoke  different  tongues;  they 
attended  different  places  of  worship; 
there  was  no  common  ground  on  which 
they  could  meet.  Could  there  be  a 
gpreater  barrier  than  that  which  separa- 
ted them  in  regard  to  language  alone  ? 
Had  any  of  them  tried  to  drivo  i^  bar- 


gain in  a  language — such  as  G-erman  or 
Italian— K)f  which  they  had  but  an  imper- 
fect knowledge  ?  That  was  the  normal 
condition  of  the  Welsh  tenant-farmer. 
People  talked  of  freedom  of  contract, 
but  it  was  impossible  to  have  absolute 
freedom  of  contract  where  one  of  the 
parties  did  not  understand  the  language 
in  which  the  contract  was  written.  The 
matter  was  exceedingly  well  put  in  a 
pamphlet  written  by  Mr.  B.  A.  Jones, 
who  pointed  out  that  the  prevalence  of 
the  Welsh  language  in  itself  rendered  it 
impossible  for  the  two  classes  to  be  in 
sympathy  one  with  the  other.  The  re- 
sult of  these  differences  in  language, 
religion,  and  politics  was  practically  to 
place  the  Welsh  landlords  and  tenants 
at  arm's  length.  He  said  advisedly 
that  the  condition  of  Wales  in  this  re- 
spect was  far  more  like  that  of  Ireland 
than  that  of  England.  His  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  had  challenged  any  man 
to  say  whether  improvements  were  made 
by  the  tenants  in  Wales.  In  some  cases 
they  were,  but  it  was  perhaps  difficult 
to  lay  down  any  general  rule.  He, 
however,  relied  not  so  much  upon  that 
point  as  upon  the  faet  of  the  existence 
of  the  class- wall,  as  he  might  call  it, 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  This  was 
practically  equivalent,  in  its  effects,  to 
absenteeism.  As*  a  rule,  it  was  very 
difficult  to  convince  Englishmen  that  a 
Welshman  was  anything  more  than  a 
peculiar  kind  of  Englishman,  who  pre- 
ferred an  Eisteddfod  to  a  horse-race  and 
spoke  a  language  which  no  one  could 
understand.  It  was  refreshing,  there- 
fore, to  find  an  Englishman  like  the 
hon.  Member  for  Rotherham  (Mr.  A.  H. 
Dyke  Acland),  who,  if  he  had  lived  for 
50  years  in  Wales,  could  have  more 
accurately  stated  the  condition  of  the 
country  IJian  he  had  done  in  his  speech. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel 
Comwallis  West)  had  suggested  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr. 
W.  Davies)  should  tell  the  House 
something  about  the  condition  of  his 
county.  The  hon.  Member  for  Pem- 
broke, however,  could  scarcely  be  said 
to  represent  Wales  at  all.  Parts  of 
Pembroke  was  generally  known  as 
**  Little  England  beyond  Wales,"  and 
was  an  English  colony.  It  did  seem  to 
be  a  little  hard  that  because  one,  or 
possibly  two,  of  the  counties  in  Wales 
were  satisfied  with  the  present  condition 
of  things,  tbeother  10  counties  should  be 
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denied  the  justice  they  asked  for.  Of 
oourse,  the  House  would  be  told  that 
since  the  Union,  in  the  time  of 
Henry  VIII.,  Wales  was  politically  an 
integral  part  of  England.  That  was  the 
old  argument  which  one  always  heard 
on  these  occasions,  and  it  was  one  more 
worthy  of  a  lawyer  than  of  a  statesman. 
The  House  of  Commons  had  already 
knocked  a  good  many  holes  in  the 
Statute  of  Henry  YIII.,  and  they  hoped 
to  knock  a  good  many  more.  Two  or 
three  Statutes  had  been  passed  which 
applied  only  to  Wales,  and  when  the 
House  of  Commons,  by  allowing  it  to 
be  read  a  second  time,  put  its  seal,  as  it 
were,  on  the  Welsh  Intermediate  Edu- 
cation Bill,  it  practically  recognized  the 
fact  that  Wales  was  entitled  to  distinc- 
tive treatment  at  the  hands  of  Parlia- 
ment. But,  be  that  as  it  might,  they 
could  no  more  turn  Welshmen  into 
Englishmen  than  they  could  turn  Eng- 
lishmen into  Welshmen.  Say  what  they 
liked,  the  Welsh  people  were  a  distinct 
nationality.  If  their  laws  were  the  same, 
their  customs,  their  habits  of  life,  their 
language  were  different,  and  if  the  laws 
of  a  people  did  not  correspond  to  their 
requirements,  the  sooner  they  were 
altered  the  better. 

Mr.  KBNYON  (Denbigh,  &c.)  said, 
he  must  cougratulate  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Merioneth- 
shire (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  upon  the  exceed- 
ingly courteous  and  tolerant  way  in 
which  he  had  introduced  this  subject  to 
the  House.  He  felt  that  the  tone  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  such  that  it  rendered  it  somewhat 
difficult  for  anyone  who  differed  from 
him  in  many  points  to  make  his  views 
sufficiently  heard.  Though  he  agreed 
up  to  a  certain  point  with  the  last  words 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Denbighshire 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  with  regard  to 
the  question  of  national  sentiment,  he 
felt  the  remarks  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  with  regard  to  the  want  of 
sympathy  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
as  resulting  from  the  necessity  of  two 
languages  in  Wales,  were,  he  would  not 
say  overstrained,  but  exaggerated  and 
altogether  beside  the  question  at  issue. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  lived  in 
Wales  for  a  great  number  of  years,  but 
had  he  ever  found  a  landlord  in  Wales 
who  was  not  in  sympathy  with  his 
tenants  for  the  simple  reason  that  he 
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was  not  able  to  speak  to  them  in  thdr 
own  language  ?  He  (Mr.  Kenyon)  had 
lived  in  Wales  all  his  life,  and  had 
been  connected  all  his  life  with  the  land. 

Mb.  OSBOENE  MORGAN  said,  he 
did  not  attribute  any  blame  to  the  land- 
lords. It  was  their  misfortune,  not  thsir 
fault. 

Mb.  KENTON  said,  he  did  not 
accuse  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
doing  so.  He  was  about  to  say  that  he 
had  lived  all  his  life  in  Wales,  and  that 
he  had  been  connected,  perhaps,  more 
closely  with  land  in  Wales  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  For  20  years  he 
had  been  an  agent  of  a  larg^e  property 
in  Wales.  In  that  capacity  he  had  been 
brought  in  contact  with  the  tenant 
farmers  and  cottagers  in  Wales,  and 
now  he  was  a  trustee  and  managing 
owner  of  a  very  large  estate  in  Nortii 
Wales.  Never  in  his  experience  had 
there  been  any  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween him  and  those  with  whom  he  had 
had  to  deal  very  largely,  on  the  score 
of  language.  There  was  perfect  sym- 
pathy as  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
and  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
speaking  from  an  experience  both  as 
tenant  and  as  a  manager  of  estates — and 
as  a  tenant  he  had  no  doubt  he  had, 
perhaps,  as  much  experience  as  the 
Member  for  Merionethshire  (Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis),  for  he  had  farmed  350  acres  for  a 
considerable  number  of  years  at  a  con- 
siderable loss,  and  he  was  now  farming 
his  own  land  at  a  larger  loss  still — he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
question  of  language  or  the  question  of 
land  tenure  in  general  in  Wales  had 
had  no  diiferent  effect  upon  him  as  a 
tenant  or  as  a  land  agent  than  they 
would  have  had  if  he  had  lived  in 
Shropshire  over  the  Border.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  based  his 
Motion  upon  the  statement  that  there 
were  exceptional  circumstances  in  Wales 
which  required  exceptional  legislation. 
Now,  what  were  the  exceptional  circum- 
stances in  Wales  to  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman referred  ?  In  the  first  place,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  contended  that  there 
had  been  a  great  fall  in  prices.  Surely 
there  had  been  no  greater  fall  in  prices 
in  Wales  than  there  had  been  in  any 
county  over  the  Border ;  on  the  contrary, 
the  prices  in  Wales  had  been  less  affected 
by  the  general  depression  of  agriculture 
than  the  prices  in  the  Border  counties 
had  b^en  affected^  and  for  this  reaapUi 
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that  the  great  trade  which  was  done  by 
Welsh  farmers,  was  done  in  mutton  and 
in  wool.  No  doubt  the  fluctuations  in 
the  price  of  wool  were  at  one  time  very 
considerable;  but  wool  at  the  present 
time  was  one  of  the  very  few  things 
which  had  risen  in  price.  Meat,  too, 
had  risen  in  price.  Therefore,  at  the 
present  moment,  the  two  staple  articles 
upon  which  Welsh  farmers  depended 
were  actually  on  the  rise,  and  not  on  the 
fall  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  lead 
the  House  to  understand.  Cheese  was 
very  largely  produced  in  Wales,  but, 
possibly,  not  to  the  same  extent  in  the 
counties  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
T.  E.  Ellis)  was  particularly  acquainted 
as  in  the  counties  with  which  he  (Mr. 
Kenyon)  was  specially  concerned.  Now, 
the  value  of  cheese  had  actually  risen 
during  the  last  two  years  very  consider- 
ably, and  at  the  present  moment  was 
sold  at  a  higher  price  in  the  market  than 
it  had  been  sold  at  for  the  last  three 
years.  If  they  took,  therefore,  the  ques- 
tion of  price,  he  thought  the  average 
fall  in  prices  in  Wales  was  certainly  not 
greater,  but  if  anything  rather  leas  than 
in  the  Border  counties  in  England.  Then 
the  hon.  Gentleman  argued  that  the 
average  reduction  in  rent  had  not  been 
commensurate  with  the  fall  in  prices. 
He  (Mr.  Kenyon)  happened  to  know  a 
little  about  the  subject,  and  he  asserted, 
without  hesitation,  that  the  average 
reductions  in  rent  in  the  counties  in 
Wales  were  certainly  larger  than  the 
average  reductions  in  the  Border  coun- 
ties in  England.  The  average  reduc- 
tions in  rent  in  the  Welsh  counties  with 
which  he  was  acquainted  varied  from 
15  to  30  per  cent.  In  some  cases  they 
had  amounted  to  50  per  cent,  and  many 
cases  within  his  knowledge  there  had 
been  permanent  reductions  in  rent 
amounting  to  30  per  cent.  He  thought 
that  if  they  came  to  investigate  the 
question  carefully  it  would  be  found 
that  the  reductions  of  rent  in  Wales,  if 
not  far  in  excess,  were,  at  any  rate, 
quite  as  large  as  the  average  reductions 
made  in  England.  If  there  were  no  ex- 
ceptional circumstances  with  regard  to 
prices  and  reductions  of  rent,  were  there 
exceptional  circudistances  with  regard 
to  rates  or  agreements?  He  did  not 
know  what  the  average  rates  all  through 
England  were ;  but  he  knew  that  in 
Wales  they  were  extreinely  reasonable. 
The  average  rating  of  Welsh  parishes 
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was  2«.  3d,  in  the  pound,  while  the  rating 
in  many  English  counties  amounted  to 
Ss,  6d,,  48,  6a.,  and  5s,  6d,m  the  pound. 
The  Welsh  rates,  except  in  some  of  the 
mining  parishes,  where  there  had  been 
a  great  deal  of  pauperism,  and  where, 
perhaps,  there  nad  been  large  expendi- 
ture on  school  boards,  would  be  found  to 
be  no  higher  than  the  rates  in  the  rest  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  Now,  they  were 
told  that  the  landlords  in  Wales  bore 
some  resemblance  to  their  Irish  brethren, 
of  whom  he  wished  to  say  nothing  evil. 
They  were  told  that  the  Welsh  tenants 
made  improvements,  and  that  the  land- 
lords were  such  horrible  creatures  that 
they  sucked  up  all  the  improved  value 
after  the  improvements  were  made. 
Now,  as  he  had  said,  he  had  had  much 
experience  as  regarded  land  in  Wales, 
but  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  there 
was  never  made  an  observation  which 
was  so  absolutely  and  entirely  contrary 
to  the  facts  as  that  statement.  He  was 
well  acquainted  with  a  large  estate  in 
Wales  where,  for  many  years,  50  and  75 
per  cent  of  the  rental  of  the  property 
was  spent  in  making  permanent  im- 
provements upon  the  property,  and  that 
after  that  time,  and  ever  since,  25  per 
cent  of  the  rental  had  been  spent  upon 
the  property.  Upon  a  very  large  estate 
adjoining  the  one  he  had  just  spoken 
of,  they  spent  for  some  years  the  whole 
rent  upon  the  property,  and  within  his 
knowledge  as  a  land  agent  there  was  not 
a  single  case  in  which  a  tenant  had  ever 
erected  any  building,  or  had  ever  made 
a  permanent  improvement  upon  the  pro- 
perty with  the  single  exception  of  drain- 
age. Some  tenants  had  cut  the  drains, 
but  the  landlords  had  provided  the  pipes. 
To  compare  the  Welsh  landlords  with 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  was,  therefore, 
unreasonable.  He  thought  he  might 
fairly  say  that  the  landlords  had  done 
their  duty  in  expending  money  upon 
their  property,  and  that  they  were 
entitled  to  be  treated  with  justice  and 
respect.  There  was  one  other  point 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Denbighshire 
alluded.  In  Wales,  for  some  reason 
or  another,  a  great  deal  of  land  had 
changed  hands  during  the  last  30  or 
40  years.  There  had  been  cases  of  a 
certain  amount  of  hardship  to  the  ten- 
ants in  consequence  of  this  change  of 
proprietorship.  Where  there  was  an 
old  established  estate,  the  probability 
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was  that  the  landlord  had  no  doBire  to 
get  rid  of  his  tenant,  and  the  tenant  had 
no  desire  to  leave  his  landlord.  But 
there  came  a  change;  owing  to  some 
reason  or  other  the  land  changed  hands. 
Land  in  North  Wales,  particularly,  had 
recently  changed  hands.  The  new  land- 
lord, coming  in,  perhaps  from  Ireland  or 
Liverpool,  might  have  paid  a  good  price 
for  the  land.  It  had  happened  that  the 
farms  had  been  re-valued,  tenants  had 
been  asked  to  accept  the  new  valuation, 
and  on  their  refusal  to  do  so  had  been 
turned  out.  That  unquestionably  was 
a  hardship  which  the  tenants  suffered.  It 
was  a  hardship  which,  as  had  been  fairly 
pointed  out,  was  not  altogether  covered 
by  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act.  Some 
additional  clause  might  very  properly  be 
put  in  the  Act  to  cover  the  position  of 
the  sitting  tenant— say  of  a  man  who 
had  occupied  the  farm  for  a  certain 
number  of  years.  There  was  one  other 
matter  to  which  he  must  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  and  that  was  the 
Crown  rents.  There  was  a  quantity  of 
land  in  Wales  which  was  subject  to  cer- 
tain claims  on  the  part  of  the  Crown. 
Some  years  ago  the  Crown  came  down 
upon  a  little  village  in  Wales,  and 
claimed  from  the  tenants  19  years'  arrears 
of  Crown  rents.  For  19  years  the 
Crown  rents  had  never  been  asked  for ; 
but  then  the  Crown  came  down  upon  the 
people,  because  they  knew  the  thing  was 
getting  far  too  old.  It  was  very  hard 
upon  the  owners  that  thev  should  be 
asked  to  pay  these  rents,  of  which  some 
of  them  had  never  even  heard  a  syllable. 
The  same  thing  had  happened  in  parts 
of  Merionethshire.  He  thought  the 
House  was  entitled  to  hear  from  the 
Government  what  steps  the  Crown  in- 
tended to  take  in  the  future  with  regard 
to  its  rents.  He  did  think  that,  in 
the  interest  of  the  Welsh  farmer — 
and  no  man  had  more  sympathy  for  the 
Welsh  farmer  then  he  had — they  ought 
to  do  all  they  could  to  ameliorate  his 
condition.  The  Government  would  cer- 
tainly do  Wales  a  good  turn  if  it 
granted  a  remission  of  such  rents  and 
royalties  which  existed  at  this  moment. 
The  landlords  of  Wales  had  been  told 
that  they  were  out  of  sympathy  with  the 
tenants.  He  did  not  believe  it.  He  did 
not  believe  that  any  of  the  late  riots  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  He  believed  that 
landlord  and  tenant  were,  as  they  ever 
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had  been,  one ;  that  they  always  would 
pull  together  if  they  were  not  divoroedby 
a  foolish  and  one-sided  policy  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  of  the  day — Liberal 
or  ,Tory,  as  the  case  might  be— and  if^ 
on  the  other  hand,  they  were  not  led 
astray  by — could  he  say — agitators? 
He  would  not  use  the  term  in  reference 
to  any  friend  of  his  on  the  opposite 
Benches,  but  simply  in  reference  to 
certain  ambitions  Gentlemen  who,  per- 
haps, had  some  reason  in  putting  them- 
selves prominently  forward.  He  main- 
tained that  if  neither  of  the  two  elements 
he  had  mentioned  prevailed — if  the 
Welsh  were  treated  with  reason  by  the 
Government,  if  their  just  claims  to  legis- 
lation were  regarded,  and  if  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  would  refrain  from 
agitation,  from  stirring  up  strife  in  the 
country,  his  firm  impression  was  that 
the  traditional  loyalty  and  good  sense 
of  the  Welsh  people  would  re-assert 
itself,  and  that  Wales  would  still  re- 
main what  it  had  ever  been,  the  most 
law-abiding  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions. 

Mr.    STUART    RENDEL     (Mont- 
gomeryshire)  said,  he  did  not  rise  at 
this  late  hour  (11.20)  to  interpose  at 
any  length  in  the  debate ;    indeed,  he 
thought  that  the  Welsh  Members  wit^ 
whom  he  acted  had  very  little  occasion 
to  elaborate  their  case.  Even  the  speech 
to  which  the  House  had  just   listened 
proved  conclusively  the  justice    of  the 
case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Merioneth- 
shire (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis).     The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  (Mr.  Kenyon)  began  by  the  ad- 
mission, which  was  greatly  in  their  favour, 
that  so  far  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merionethshire  having  opened  the  dis- 
cussion in  the  spirit  of  an  agitator,  he 
had  opened  it  in  the  spirit  of  a  young 
and  promising  Welsh  statesman.     The 
Welsn  Members  certainly  owed  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  a  debt  of 
gratitude  for  the  exhaustive  statement 
he   had   made    on  their    behalf.     The 
unity  of  the  Welsh  Representatives  on 
this  question  was  considerable,  and  the 
Amendment    of  his  hon.   and   gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Denbigh- 
shire (Colonel  Cornwallis  West)  had  not 
given  them  much  alarm  or  anxiety.  That 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  should 
move  an  Amendment  at  all  was  a  surprise 
to  most  of  them .    He  had  always  looked 
upon  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  as  a 
more  advanced  land  reformer  than  bim- 


1829 


Agricultural  [ {  Jtjnb  29,  1 8BB )  Tenantry  ( Wales). 


l83d 


self ;  he  had  always  supposed  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  committed  to  a  yiew 
of  land  reform  from  which  he  (Mr.  Stuart 
Bendel),  with  his  poor  judgment,  shrank. 
But  the  hon.   and  gallant  Gentleman 
had  given  them  great  hope  and  satis- 
faction, for  he  had  pledged  himself  to 
the  desirability  of  the  appointment  of  a 
Boyal  Commission  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion of   agriculture   in   Wales.      They 
knew  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man did  not  want  to  give  to  his  Welsh 
tenants  what  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  confer    upon  his  English    tenants. 
With    that  species  of  opposition  they 
might  be  well  content.     His  hon.  and 
gaUant  Friend  made  some  statements, 
however,  upon  which  he  desired  to  com- 
ment for    a  moment.     The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  referred,  and  referred 
with  legitimate  pride,  to  the  fact  that 
on  many  large  estates  in  Wales  no  case 
arose  which  would  justify  an  application 
to  the  House  for  its  attention.     He  (Mr. 
Stuart  Bendel)  and  his  hon.  Colleagues 
admitted  it ;  they  always  would  admit  it. 
They  believed  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  case  was  a  case  in  point. 
But  their  complaint  was  not  against  the 
large  landlords  at  all.     Their  grievance 
rather  arose  from  the  fact  that  Wales 
was  peculiarly  a  country  of  small  land- 
lords, and,   unfortunately,  of  indebted 
landowners.     It  was  the  case  of  these 
which  was  in  question.     The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  also  gently  in- 
sinuated that  if  the  question  rested  with 
the  landowning  Eepresentatives  of  agri- 
cultural   constituencies   in    Wales,    no 
difficulty  would  arise.    The  case  which 
the  hon.   and  gallant  Gentleman  him- 
self adduced  was  one  which  sufficiently 
answered  that  argument.     The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  pointed  to  the  fact  that 
there  were  only  seven  landowning  Ee- 
presentatives of  agricultural   constitu- 
encies in  Wales,  though  there  were  at 
least  20   of  such    constituencies.     The 
mere  circumstance  that  Wales  returned 
from    agricultural    constituencies    men 
other  than  landowners  in  such  an  over- 
whelming degree,  the  very  fact  that  it 
rejected  its  natural  leaders,  the  very 
men  who  had  the  best  opportunities  for 
gaining  the  confidence  of  the  public  in 
such    constituencies,  was  surely  a  very 
solid  argument,  showing  that  there  was 
something  wrong  in  the  relations  between 
the  landlords  and  the  tenants  in  Wales. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  seemed 


to  be  under  a  strange  impression.     He 
stated  with  great  courtesy,  if  he  stated 
it  definitely  at  all,  that  persons  other 
than  landowners   were  not    altogether 
competent  to  discuss  this  question.    But 
it  did  not  present  itself  to  them  as  an 
agricultural  technical  question.     Many 
of  them  could  not  pretend  to  be  compe- 
tent judges  on  agricultural  matters,  but 
to  them  this  was  an  industrial  problem, 
and  he  thought  that  so  far  from  land- 
owners wishing  to  have  an  exclusive 
audience  in  the  House  and  the  country 
on  matters  in  which  they  were  supreme, 
it  surely  was  desirable  that  they  should 
refer  such   matters,   or  be  willing    to 
refer   such   matters,   not  only  to    dis- 
interested persons,  but  to  those  who  had 
an  outside  experience  of  the  other  indus- 
tries of  the  country.     He    thought  it 
was  possible  to  show  that  some  of  the 
errors  which  had  arisen  in  the  agricul- 
tural system    of  Wales  were  due   to 
the    want    of    elementary     knowledge 
on  general  industrial  questions  which 
the  landlords  unfortunately  displayed. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel 
Cornwallis  West)   cited    a    case.     He 
(Mr.   Stuart  Eendel)  would  take  that 
case,  not  because  it  was  a  strong  one, 
but  because  it  came  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  himself.     The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  said  the  fact  was 
that  the  mischief  was  largely  due  to  the 
circumstance  that  so  many  tenants  took 
farms    for  which  they  had  not  capital 
enough.     Surely  a  landlord  ought  not 
to  let  his  farms  to  tenants  without  suffi- 
cient capital.     Why  was  a  landlord  in- 
duced to  do  this?    Simply  because  he 
regarded  it  to  his  interest  to  have  as 
large   a  competition  for  his  farms   as 
possible.    If  a  landlord  would  only  see 
that  the  competition  was  narrowed  to 
men  he  knew  to  be  competent  to  take 
the,  farms  it  was  quite  certain  he  would 
get  rid  of  the  very  difficulties  to  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel 
Cornwallis    West)    had    attributed   so 
much   of  the  present  state  of  things. 
There  was  another  and  a  larger  question 
relating  to  rent  on  which  a  more  grievous 
error  was  frequently  made  by  landlords. 
Welsh  landlords  were  too  much  in  the 
habit  of  considering  that  a  fair  rent  was 
that  which  a  farm  would  bring.     The 
House  knew  that  that  unfortunately  was 
an  idea  which  was  a  great  deal  too 
commonly  held  as  to  what  was  a  fair 
rent.    A  fair  rent  was  certainly,  as  his 
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lion,  and  gallant  Friend  would  agree, 
not  what  a  farm  would  bring,  but  what 
the  land  could  fairly  earn   and    pay. 
The  contention  of  the  Supporters  of  the 
Motion  was  that  for  a  long  period  back 
the  tenants  of  Wales — than  whom  there 
were  no  tenants  in    the  world    more 
thrifty,  industrious,  and  frugal,  had  been 
required  to  pay  the  price  of  existence 
and  starvation  rents.     The  result  of  this 
had  been  a  more  general  depletion,  a 
more  widely  extended  condition  of  agri- 
cultural distress,  a  greater  depopulation 
of  whole  districts,  than   perhaps  could 
be  instanced  in  the  kingdom  anywhere 
out    of   the    Highlands    of    Scotland. 
Now,  the  idea  was  entertained  in  some 
quarters  that  the  effect  of  making  this 
Motion   would  be    mischievous    rather 
than  beneficial,  because  it  might,  to  a 
certain    extent,    shake    confidence    in 
capital,  and  might  disincline  investors 
to  come  to  Wales.     But  it  had  been  ad- 
mitted, and  admitted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   for   the  Denbigh   Boroughs   (Mr. 
Kenyon) — he  believed  it  was  also  ad- 
mitted by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Denbighshire  (Colonel  Cornwallis  West) 
— that  if  there  were  hardships  and  in- 
justice in  Wales,  it  was  constantly  occa- 
sioned by  investors  in  land  in  Wales. 
Strangers    came    to   Wales,   put  their 
money  in  land  as  a  mere  investment, 
and  often  acted  in  the  harshest  of  man- 
ners.   If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were 
not  aware  of  such  cases,  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  could  furnish  them  with 
plenty  of  them.     No  doubt  confidence 
m  capital  was  a  very  important  thing' 
for  any  industry  ;  but  what  was  wanted 
in  Wales  was  not  to  give  confidence 
to  capital,  but  to   give   confidence    to 
industry.     How    could    there    be   any 
confidence  in  the  agricultural  industry 
under  a  system  of  yearly  tepanoy,  and 
of  competitive  rent  exaggerated  to  the 
highest    point    by    the    necessities    of 
the  people  ?    That  the  competition  for 
rent  was    exaggerated   to   the  highest 
point  in  Wales,  the  House  of  Commons 
could   easily   satisfy    itself    upon  if  it 
would  only  take  the  trouble  to  inquire. 
Enough  had  been  said  about  severance 
between  the  people  and  the  landowning 
class — enough,  for  this  evening,  at  any 
rate,  but  it  was  as  well  the  House  should 
consider,  for  a  moment,  what  was  the 
position  of  a  Welsh   speaking  farmer 
ousted    from    his    holding.     A  Welsh 
speaking    farmer    had    absolutely    no 
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other  resource  open  to  him  in  Wales; 
he    could    not    go   out    of  Wales;  he 
was  simply   turned   out    on    the  road 
side.     If  the  landlords  chose  to  remit 
the  study  of  the  question  of  fair  rent  to 
agents,  if  they  would  not  look  into  the 
question  of  rental  for  themselves,  the 
result  inevitably  must  be  that  the  ooun- 
try  must  become  over  rented   as  it  was 
now.     Upon  the  question  of  rental  it 
was  as  well  to  point  out  that  in  Wales 
the  rise  of  rent  had  been  altogether  ex- 
ceptional.    As  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
the  Member  for  East  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  had  said,   Wales  wis 
a  pastoral  country,  and  depended  largely 
on  wool  and  mutton.     The   opening  up 
of  railways  in  Wales  brought  the  sheep- 
farming  industry  very   rapidly  to  the 
front.     Undoubtedly  it   gave    a    great 
stimulus   to   that   industry,    because  it 
secured    to    farmers    a   sale    for  their 
mutton  as  well  as  for  their  wool,  and 
this  led  to  a  very  large    rise   in  rents. 
It  could  be  shown,  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  House,  that  the  rise  in  rents  of 
some  hill  farms  in    Wales  was  nearer 
100  per  cent  than  35  or  40  per  cent 
He  could  adduce  a  multitude  of  cases 
where  the  rise  had  been  far  greater  than 
35  or  40  per  cent,  but  he  admitted  that 
they  would  be  isolated  cases.     All  these 
facts,   however,    a    jRoyal    Commission 
would   soon  discover.     There  was   un- 
questionably in  Wales  a  state  of  things 
which  required  the  serious  attention  of 
Parliament.     If  Parliament  would  not 
attend  to  this  matter  when  they  had  before 
them  clear  evidence  upon  which  to  go, 
there  was  only  one  course  for  the  people 
to  adopt.     If  there  was  no  other  method 
of  securing  an  adjustment  of  rent,  and  a 
better  system  of  tenure  than    that   of 
combination  on  the  part  of  the  tenants, 
that  combination  must  be  and  would 
be  sooner  or  later  brought  about.     He 
and  his  hon.   Friends  liked   agitation 
so  little  that  they  did  not  at  all  desire 
to  see  this  combination  stimulated,  and 
it  was  for  that  reason  mainly  that  they 
took  the  earliest  opportunity  of  appeal- 
ing to  the  House  to  seriously  consider 
the  case  of  Wales,  and  not  to  invite 
Wales  to  become  in  agricultural  revolu- 
tion a  half-way  house  between  Ireland 
and  England. 

Me.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  said,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  talked  of  the  land-hunger  in 
Wales  and  of  the  extraordiBary  oompeti- ' 


I8d3 


Agrieuiturai  [J'tmB  2d,  1886}  Tenantry  (tFales). 


1634 


tion  for   land  which    prevailed  there. 
But  did    hon.   Gbntlemen   speak  from 
experience  or  were  they  only  echoing  an 
old  Irish  cry  ?    Mr.  Doyle,  in  his  excel- 
lent Eeport  to  the  Eoyal  Commission 
of  1882,  said,  that  restricted  competi- 
tion   for    farms  in    Wales    compelled 
owners  in  many  oases  to  accept  undesir- 
able tenants — men  without  skill,  enter- 
prize,  or  capital.     How,  then,  could  hon. 
Members   speak  of  land-hunger  when 
persons  who  had  inquired  into  the  sub- 
leot  spoke  of  the  want  of  competition  ? 
Mr.   Doyle  had  shown  that  the  almost 
exclusive  use  of  the  Welsh  language 
gave  Welshmen,  especially  in  remote 
parts,  almost  an  exclusive  monopoly  of 
land-holding,  and  that  they  entertained 
a  great  jealousy  of  strangers.     But  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  East  Denbigh- 
shire (Mr.  Osborn  Morgan)  complained 
that  some  of   the    landlords    did   not 
know  Welsh ;  he  must  remind  the  House 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
could  only  communicate  with  his  Welsh 
constituents    through    an    interpreter. 
There    were    two    sorts  of  farmers  in 
Wales — farmers  of  land  and  farmers  of 
the  platform.     The  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  Amendment  was  one  of  the 
farmers  of  the  platform  ;  he  had  never 
had    anything  to    do  with   land ;    his 
occupation    was    of    a    very    different 
character.     The  leaders  of  this  Welsh 
agitation  were  persons  connected  with 
the  Press.     They  had  heard  a  good  deal 
about  politics  and  religion  in  this  debate. 
A  farmer  did  not  make  his  farm  pay 
by  politics,  nor  yet  by  religion,  but  by  a 
knowledge  of  agriculture.     The  land- 
owners, who  were  the  real  friends  of  the 
farmers,   had  reason  to  complain  that 
they  got  no  assistance  from  politicians  in 
anything  they  did  to  help  the  farmers. 
He  did  not  wish  to  minimize  the  mis- 
fortunes of  Wales,  but  the  reason  of 
their  existence  was  a  very  simple  one. 
They  were  due  to  bad   seasons,  high 
rates,    foreign    competition,    and  pro- 
fessional  agitators.     According  to  the 
Zand  AgenU^  Record^   which    had  been 
frequently    referred    to,    people    were 
afraid  to  invest  money  in  land.     What 
was  necessary  was  to  restore  confidence 
to  all  classes  of  the  people,  and  that 
could  never  be  done  so  long  as  some  hon. 
Members  encouraged  violence  and  class 
hatred.     The  payment  of  rent  was  not 
the  cause  of  the  Welsh  farmers'  mis- 


fortunes. There  were  in  Wales  a  large 
number  of  freeholders,  some  50,000, 
and  they  were  a  great  deal  worse 
off  than  the  tenants.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Merionethshire  made  a  whole 
string  of  statements  without  producing 
any  evidence  to  support  them.  He 
would,  however,  give  a  few  figures  in 
support  of  his  case.  In  1862  the  profits 
of  the  farmers,  as  appeared  from  the 
returns  under  Schedule  B  of  the  In- 
come Tax,  in  the  28th  Beport  of 
the  Inland  Revenue,  were  £2,659,000 ; 
in  1876  £3,183,000;  and  in  1883-4 
£3,214,000;  so  that  in  the  course  of  those 
years  there  was  a  continuous  increase. 
Again,  from  the  local  taxation  returns 
1884-5,  it  appeared  that  the  rateable 
value  of  property  had  increased  in  every 
county  but  one,  and  the  last  Return  of 
agricultural  statistics  for  1886-7  showed 
that  the  number  of  acres  under  corn  and 
under  green  grass  had  increased,  that 
the  number  of  horses,  sheep,  and  pigs 
had  increased,  and  that  the  land  under 
cultivation  had  increased.  In  fact,  every- 
thing had  increased  but  cattle,  which 
had  decreased  to  a  small  extent.  This 
was  an  organized  and  factitious  agita- 
tion. A  year  ago  there  was  a  great 
meeting  held  at  Khyl  to  inaugurate  a 
Land  League  for  Wales,  and  placards 
were  issued  headed  **  Farmers,  awake  !  " 
and  calling  on  farmers  to  attend.  They, 
however,  did  not,  and  one  Radical  news- 
paper the  next  day  had  to  lament  that 
"  Farmers  were  conspicuous  by  their 
absence,"  while  another  charged  Welsh 
farmers  with  '' cowardice  and  servility." 
The  fact  was  that  there  was  only  a 
minority  in  each  constituency  in  favour 
of  this  agitation,  but  this  minority  had 
to  be  satisfied,  and  so  as  to  satisfy  them 
hon.  Members  opposite  were  bound  to 
make  a  hubbub  in  the  House.  But  in 
so  doing  they  did  not  represent  the 
majority  of  the  Welsh  people.  There 
was  a  split  among  the  agitators  them- 
selves. In  Denbighshire  a  counter  as- 
sociation to  the  National  Radical  Federa- 
tion had  been  started,  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Merionethshire  took  a 
leading  part. 

Mk.  T.  £.  ELLIS  said,  he  was  not 
even  a  member  of  the  counter  associa- 
tion. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
at  any  rate,  there  was  a  counter  associa- 
tion, and  serious  differences  of  opinion 
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existed  eTen  amongst  the  Kadical  Mem- 
bers themselves  on  this  subject. 

MR.B0WENE0WLAND8(Cardigan- 
shire)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  seemed  to  possess  more 
wrong  information  on  this  subjeot  than 
he  could  have  believed  possible;  and 
between  this  inaccurate  information  and 
the  tortuous  windings  of  his  speech  had 
effectually  concealed  from  the  House 
the  course  of  what  he  (Mr.  Bowlands) 
supposed  was  intended  for  argument. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  hon.  Memoer  had 
spoken  of  a  factitious  agitation  and 
described  the  Welsh  Members  as 
agitators.  He  could  not  see  the  logic 
of  the  argument  that  their  action  was 
dictated  by  a  desire  to  please  their  con- 
stituents, and  that,  nevertheless,  they  did 
not  really  represent  their  constituents  in 
this  matter.  The  hon.  Member  had 
made  assertions  without  proving 
them.  He  had,  it  was  true,  quoted 
from  the  Eeport  of  Mr.  Doyle ;  but,  as 
had  already  been  shown,  the  inquiry 
upon  which  that  Beport  was  founded 
was  conducted  by  a  person  who  knew 
nothing  about  Wales,  and  who  obtained 
information  from  Poor  Law  clerks  who 
were  not  competent  to  give  it.  The 
difficulties  of  the  situation  in  Wales 
could  not  be  settled  by  mere  temporary 
reductions  of  rent.  In  order  to  inspire 
the  tenants  with  that  confidence  which 
was  essential  for  the  successful  practice 
of  agriculture,  rents  must  be  perman- 
ently reduced  or  the  land  must  be  re- 
valued and  security  of  tenure  with 
&eedom  of  sale  assured  to  the  culti- 
vators of  the  soil. 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  This 
has  been  an  interesting  debate  to  those 
who  take  any  particular  interest  in  the 
Principality  of  Wales;  but  I  think  it 
has  been  shorn  of  what  might  have  been 
its  most  interesting  feature,  and  reduced 
rather  to  the  position  of  **  Hamlet ''  with 
the  principal  figure  in  that  play  omitted. 
We  are  all  aware  that  on  the  Front 
Bench  opposite  generally  sits  that  emi- 
nent Member  of  this  House  best  qualified 
to  advise  bis  own  followers  on  the  ques- 
tion of  land  tenure  in  Wales,  and  I 
think  we  must  all  regret  that  the 
'^  Squire  of  Hawarden"  has  not  thought 
fit  to  give  his  followers  that  advice  he 
might  have  given  on  this  interesting 
subject.    But  in  his  absence  we  must  do 
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the  best  we  can.     I  hope  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Merionethahin 
(Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis),  who  brought  on  tliis 
Motion  in  a  speech  which,  I  think,  waa 
both    moderate  and    circumspect,  viH 
understand    that   on   this    side  of  tke 
House,  and  certainly  with  SerMajestj'i 
Government,  there  is   at    least   as  fall 
sympathy  with  all  the  trials  and  diffi- 
culties that  have  arisen  out  of  the  de- 
pression in  agriculture  as  he  or  any  of 
his  Friends  can  claim  to  show.  I  should 
be  sorry  it  should  be  supposed  that,  ia 
opposing  this  Motion,  the  Governmental 
acting  with  any  want  of  sympathy  with 
a  class  so  entirely  deserving  of  it  as  the 
farmers  of  Wales  are,  no  less  than  those 
of  England.   The  hon.  Member's  speech 
was  both  moderate  and  circumspect,  ex- 
tremely moderate  in  comparison  with 
utterances  of  advocates  oi  agricultural 
changes  outside  this  House ;  and  he  wae 
extremely  circumspect  in  his  instances, 
for  he  did  not  refer  to   any   particular 
case  in  the  course  of  his  argument,  with 
the  exception  of  one  annonymous  land- 
lord in  Cardiganshire.     But  the  House 
should  not  be  left  altogether  ignorant  of 
the  sort  of  language  used  in  connection 
with  this  subject  by  orators  who  speak 
with  more  freedom  and  less  responai- 
bility  than  Members  when  addressing 
this  House.    I  dare  say  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  may  have  seen  a  letter 
which  appeared  in  The  Timen  of  the  18th 
of  the  present  month,  and  signed  by  Mr« 
Gee,  President  of  the  Land  Ijeague  of 
Wales,  or  one  of  the  Land  Leagues  of 
Wales,  for  I  gather  there  are  more  than 
one.     In  this  letter  the  writer  defines 
the  attitude  of  himself  and  his  friends 
in  language  which  deserves  the  attention 
of  the  House  of  Commons.     Mr.  Gee  re- 
ferred to  an  occasion  when  he  was  re- 
ported to  have  spoken  about  "  rotten 
landlords,"  and  as  he  was  anxious  to 
disclaim  this  soft  impeachment,  he  wrote 
to  The  Times  to  say  that  he  did  not  speak 
of   '*  rotten  landlords,"  but  of  **  rotten 
land  laws."     That  is  a  very  easy  mistake 
for   a  reporter  to  make;  but  as  Mr. 
Gee  goes  on  to  point  out  that  he  ad- 
dressed   his    audience    in    the    Welsh 
tongue,  it  does  not  seem  quite  so  easy 
to  understand    how    the    reporter   fell 
into  the  error;  and  when  he  further  goes 
on  to    clinch  his  argument,  or,    as  I 
should  say,  judiciously  forgets  to  clinch 
his  argument,  by  any  reference  to  the  fact 
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that  some  persons  among  his  audience 
cried  out  **  Shoot  them !  "  he  wisely  dis- 
regards the  consideration  that  persons 
who  desire  to  shoot  usually  select  some- 
thing more  tangible  to  shoot  at  than 
laws.  Howeyer,  Mr.  Gee  j^oes  on  to  say 
what  was  the  language  ne  used,  and 
these  are  the  words  he  employs.  He 
said — 

"  The  changes  advocated  by  the  Welsh  Land 
League  will  of  necessity  cause  g^eat  disturb- 
ance among  landlords  and  their  families,  but 
that  no  social  revolution  of  the  kind,  however 
grave  and  unpleasant  it  might  be,  is  sufficient 
reason  why  these  reforms  should  not  be 
effected." 

He  also  stated,  he  says — 

*'  That  these  changes  should  be  effected  by 
Constitutional  means,  but  should  these  means 
fail,  the  responsibility  will  rest  on  our  op- 
ponents if  a  revolution  of  another  kind  should 
take  place,  as  it  was  impossible  the  country 
could  continue  subject  to  these  oppressive  laws 
for  many  years  longer." 

Well,  I  giTe  this  language,  not  only  be- 
cause it  is  well  that  Parliament  should 
be  made  aware  of  the  sort  of  propaganda 
going  on  in  Wales,  but  to  do  credit  to 
the  Tery  different  tone  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Merionethshire,  who,  in  intro- 
ducing his  Motion  to-night,  ''roared  as 
gently  as  any  sucking  dove."  Mr.  Gee 
goes  on  to  say  what  is  included  in  his 
programme.  He  wants  a  Land  Court 
established,  with  a  sliding  scale  of  rents, 
fixity  of  tenure,  compensation  for  im- 
provements, State  aid  to  tenants  for  the 
purchase  of  holdings  by  loans  spread 
over  50  years,  the  abolition  of  primo- 
geniture and  entail,  the  enfranchisement 
of  leaseholders,  the  transfer  of  royalties 
to  the  Grown — that  has  not  been,  I 
think,  a  very  popular  thing  in  Wales — 
the  abolition  of  the  Game  Laws,  the  re- 
valuation of  tithe  rent  charges,  free 
rivers,  paid  Members  of  Parliament-^ 
and,  of  course  what  seems  to  be  most  im- 
portant  of  all,  the  Disestablishment  and 
Disendowment  of  the  Church.  This  is  a 
large  programme,  and  I  will  not  now  at- 
tempt to  discuss  the  various  items  in  it ; 
but  I  mention  them  to  show  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  comes  with  an  extremely 
innocent- looking  Motion  inviting  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  legisla- 
tion to  meet  the  agricultural  depression 
in  Wales,  a  great  many  people  who 
act  with  him,  and  whose  spokesman  in 
the  House  he  is  presumed  to  be,  attach 
a  great  deal  more  meaning  to  the  Motion 


than  he  has  g^ven  in  his  colourless 
speech  in  introdusing  it.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  went,  first  of  all,  to  the 
Commission  of  1879,  and  referred  to  the 
Eeport  of  Mr.  Doyle.  Now,  I  do  not 
wish,  at  this  hour,  to  detain  the  House 
by  following  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
various  objections  he  took  to  that  Re- 
port— and,  indeed,  we  have  been  told 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cardiganshire  (Mr.  Bo  wen  Eowlands], 
that  the  Report  is  only  worthy  of  con- 
sideration when  it  expresses  his  view, 
not  when  it  expresses  the  view  of  any- 
body else — but  the  hon.  Member  men- 
tioned in  connection  with  the  Report 
that  the  late  Lord  Penrhyn — who  we 
may  accept  as  one  of  the  best  landlords 
that  ever  filled  that  position  in  Wales 
or  any  other  country — the  hon.  Member 
himself  did  full  credit  to  his  memory — 
that  the  late  Lord  Penrhyn  used  the 
phrase  "hereditary  tenantry."  What 
is  the  meaning  of  a  phrase  of  this  sort  ? 
It  was  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  made  a  great  deal  of  it.  Does  it 
point  to  bad  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant  ?  Does  the  fact  that  tenants 
occupied  holdings  on  which  their  fathers 
were  born  and  which  their  forefathers 
have  occupied  for  centuries,  does  that 
point  to  the  existence  of  so  much  bad 
blood,  the  absence  of  sympathy  and  want 
of  cordial  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  with  which,  according  to  hon. 
Members,  land  tenure  in  Wales  is  cursed  ? 
I  should  say  that,  as  regards  the  little 
hill  farmers  who  hang  on  to  their  hold- 
ings with  the  most  narrow  means,  with 
the  greatest  difficulty  scraping  together 
the  means  for  their  frugal  existence, 
who  cling  to  their  position  in  times  of 
the  greatest  difficulty  for  landlord  and 
tenant,  this  long  hereditary  tenure  of 
farms  is  as  good  testimony  as  we  can 
possibly  have  of  the  friendly  and  cordial 
relations  that  from  time  immemorial  have 
existed  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
Then  a  curious  point  came  out  in  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  and  others 
who  followed  him.  I  always  like  to  see 
a  man's  true  nature  appear  through  the 
artificial  layer  circumstances  impose  upon 
it.  I  believe  the  hon.  Member  believes 
himself  to  be  a  staunch  Free  Trader, 
yet  he  actually  told  us  that  one  of  his 
suggestions  for  improving  the  condition 
of  Welsh  farmers  was  that  Englishmen 
should  be  prevented  from  competing  for 
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the  purobase  of  land  in  the  Frinci' 
polity !  [Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis  :  Not  at  all.] 
Yes.  Did  he  not  say  that  tenants 
should  have  pre-emption  ?  What  is 
that  but  preventing  the  other  side 
coming  in  ?  If  you  say  that  two  parties 
may  competOi  but  on  the  condition 
that  one  of  them  shall  secure  occupa- 
tion, you  rather  neutralize  the  value  of 
the  competition  on  the  other  side.  I  do 
not  think  that  anyone  would  care  to 
engage  in. a  competition  if  he  knew  that 
his  opponent  would  be  certain  to  get  the 
lot  when  the  auctioneer  knocked  it  down. 
We  have  been  told  that  it  is  a  great 
hardship  that  a  premium  is  put  upon  the 
purchase  of  an  estate  when  it  comes  to 
the  hammer  because  wealthy  English- 
men bid.  The  hon.  Member  is  a  friend 
to  the  people  of  Wales ;  but  he  is 
actually  prepared  to  exclude  from  resi- 
dence in  Wales,  or  from  the  rights  of 
proprietorship  and  occupation  there,  the 
very  men  who  fertilize  its  barren  soil 
by  bringing  in  English  capital  and  Eng- 
lish custom.  Well,  I  never  heard  from 
any  Gentleman  who  professed  to  be  a 
popular  Bepresentative  a  more  extra- 
ordinary panacea  for  the  ills  of  his  coun- 
try than  this  proposal.  We  were  told 
in  one  breath  that  tenants  were  so 
anxious  to  purchase  that  they  were  pre- 
pared to  give  fancy  prices  for  property ; 
but  then  the  next  moment  we  were  told 
that  the  tenants  were  all,  without  excep- 
tion, insolvent.  We  were  told  that  these 
men,  who  were  prepared  to  give  for  the 
land  more  than  it  was  worth,  were 
actually  in  a  position  of  such  universal 
bankruptcy  that  they  were  unable  to 
meet  their  most  ordinary  engagements. 
I  leave  these  arguments  to  meet  each 
other.  I  do  not  see  that  he  can  maintain 
them  both,  and  the  hon.  Member  is  wel- 
come to  the  use  of  either  to  the  exclusion 
of  the  other.  We  have  been  told,  too, 
this  is  not  simply  an  agricultural  ques- 
tion, and,  in  fact,  there  has  been  very 
little  said  on  the  agricultural  aspect  of 
it.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
West  Denbighshire  (Colonel  Cornwallis 
West),  it  is  true,  did  endeavour  to  treat 
it  as  an  agricultural  question ;  but  al- 
though there  have  been  casual  allusions 
to  it  in  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members, 
we  have  been  constantly  treated  to  the 
old  story  of  the  necessary  separation  of 
landlord  and  tenant  by  language,  re- 
ligion, and  politics.    Weill  of  coursOi  I 
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do  not  deny  that  it  is  matter  of  regni 
that  landlords  and  tenants  in  Wales  m 
little  speak  in  the  same  language,  tad 
I  make  the  admission  frankly  that  land- 
lords would  do  better  if  they  did  spetk 
the  Welsh  language.  I  think  it  is  ex- 
tremely desirable  that  in  an  age  whn 
a  greater  sense  of  the  responsibUify  d 
property  is  growing  up  that  landloidi 
should  be  in  a  position  to  talk  to  their 
tenants  in  the  vernacular.  More  and 
more  I  think  this  will  be  done.  So, 
also,  as  regards  religion,  it  is  unfoita- 
nate  that  landlords  and  tenants  should 
be  separated  in  attending  places  of  wor- 
ship. But  I  have  always  thought  thai 
in  this  there  is  much  that  is  oreditabli 
to  both  parties.  It  is  creditable  to  th« 
independence  of  the  tenants  who,  wt 
are  told,  on  the  authority  of  Badieal 
papers,  are  reduced  to  a  condition  lo 
servile  that  they  have  not  the  courage 
of  their  opinions,  that  they  never  shrink 
from  following  that  form  of  religion 
which  is  consonant  with  tbeir  conscien- 
tious convictions.  Although,  as  a  role, 
landlord  and  tenants  go  to  different 
places  of  worship,  each  deserves  equal 
credit  for  going  to  the  place  which  he 
believes  is  on  the  whole  best  suited  to 
his  own  form  of  faith.  And  then  as 
regards  politics.  The  Welsh  are,  we 
know,  a  very  impetuous  race,  and  they 
take  the  keenest  interest  in  the  events 
of  the  day.  They  are  extremely  intelli- 
gent and  quick  to  follow  the  political 
movements  of  the  time.  Nothing,  then, 
is  more  likely  than  that  differences  of 
political  opinion  should  arise.  Bat 
admitting  all  these  facts,  what  possible 
connection  have  they  with  agricultural 
tenure  ?  What  in  the  world  is  there  to 
connect  this  question  with  acquiescence 
with  the  Thirty-Nine  Articles,  the  ex- 
pediency of  Free  Trade,  or  even  with 
differences  which  prevail  on  the  Irish 
policy ;  or  what  is  there  about  the  bi- 
lingual difficulty  which  should  lead  this 
House  to  make  a  new  and  separate 
agrarian  law  in  regard  to  one  integral 
part  of  the  Kingdom  ?  The  conditions 
under  which  land  is  held  are  conditions 
that  have  grown  out  of  old  custom  over 
a  long  time,  and  they  are  equal  in  Widen 
and  England.  There  is  a  great  deal  of 
human  nature  in  the  Welshman,  and 
he  is  not  so  unlike  the  Englishman  as  he 
is  said  to  be,  and  I  think  you  will  find 
that  there  is  no  practical  reason  why^  if 
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vou  make  a  change  in  the  relations  of 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Wales,  it  should 
not  equally  apply  to  the  relations  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  in  England. 
I  believe  the  House  would  do  very  poor 
service  to  Wales  if  it  made  Wales  the 
second  subject  of  an  experiment  such  as 
had  been  made  in  Ireland,  if  it  were 
to  extinguish  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
natural,  friendly,  andreasonablerelations 
between  landlord  and  tenant  in  Wales 
by  attempting  to  legislate  on  lines  which 
have  already  proved  so  disastrous  in  the 
Bister  Island.  We  were  told  that  until 
a  few  years  ago  rent  was  held  to  be  as 
sacred  by  the  tenant  as  by  the  landlord 
in  Wales;  and  I  will  go  further  and 
say  I  think  rent  is  at  the  present  time 
as  sacred  in  the  eyes  of  the  tenant  as  of 
the  landlord.  I  think,  in  the  enormous 
majority  of  cases  in  Wales,  the  Welsh 
tenant  is  quite  prepared  to  pay  his  rent 
as  far  as  he  can.  I  think  he  is  ex- 
tremely honest  in  his  relations  with  his 
landlord;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  I 
think  there  is  an  equal  disposition  to 
fairness  on  the  part  of  the  landlord, 
who  has  been  ready  and  willing  to  make 
such  abatements  as  appeared  necessary 
in  view  of  the  depressed  state  of  agri- 
culture at  the  time.  I  cannot  quite 
accept  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Botherham  Division  of  the 
West  Biding  of  York  (Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke 
Acland),  who  is  also,  1  believe,  Bursar 
of  Balliol  College,  and  who,  I  think, 
speaks  of  the  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant  from  the  point  of  view  of  a 
College  Bursar — the  most  unfortunate 
phase  of  the,  relations  that  exist  in  any 
part  of  the  Principality  between  land- 
lord and  tenant.  The  hon.  Member,  who 
has  lived  for  some  time  in  Wales,  gave 
us  with  the  greatest  care  the  result  of 
his  own  experience,  and  he  drew  a  very 
painful  picture  of  what  he  believed  to 
be  the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  I  am  quite  ready  to  admit  that 
in  the  case  of  Corporations,  necessarily 
an  absentee  proprietorship,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  cultivate  those  cordial  and 
friendly  relations  that  spring  up  be- 
tween man  and  man  in  the  position  of 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  it  is  extremely 
probable  that  the  Bursar  of  the  College 
found  there  was  not  that  spontaneous 
cordiality  that  meets  any  gentleman  who 
acquires  property  there.  I  do  not  my- 
self  speaik    as  a  landlord  in   Wales; 
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but  I  live  in  Wales,  and  have  lived 
there  not  quite  so  long,  perhaps,  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan),  but  very  nearly.  I 
know  something  of  the  Welsh  people  from 
the  point  of  view  even  of  a  landlord  on 
a  small  scale,  and  I  can  only  say  that 
I  never  found  the  slightest  difficulty 
in  dealing  with  my  tenants  on  account 
of  difference  in  language,  politics, 
or  religion.  If  I  may  do  so  without 
being  open  to  a  charge  of  egotism, 
I  would  relate  an  incident  from  my 
personal  experience  that  will  illustrate 
m  some  degree  what  are  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  even  when 
the  landlord  is  what  some  hon.  Members 
call  an  alien.  A  few  years  ago  I  had  a 
tenant  on  a  small  farm,  a  widow,  and 
she  came  to  me  in  great  trouble  and  was 
very  anxious  that  I  should  put  in  a  dis- 
tress for  the  rent.  I  said — **  Surely  this 
is  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  requests 
ever  made.  I  do  not  believe  the  rent  is 
due."  **  Oh,  yes  ;  it  is,"  she  said — **  it 
was  due  last  week,  and  I  have  come  to 
ask  you  to  put  in  a  distress."  Then, 
when  I  came  to  inquire  the  reason,  she 
told  me  that  the  village  usurer — he  hap- 
pened also  to  be  a  popular  Nonconformist 
preacher — had  a  oill  against  them. 
Years  before  they  had  borrowed  £20 
from  him,  and,  though  he  had  been  paid 
twice  over,  yet  still  he  made  a  claim  for 
more  than  the  original  sum  ;  ^^  and  he  is 
sure,"  said  she,  '*to  put  in  an  execution 
if  you  do  not  protect  your  tenant. * '  Well, 
I  did  what  I  could.  I  went  to  the  usurer, 
and,  after  listening  to  some  bad  language, 
got  him  not  to  press  his  claim.  I  only 
mention  this  to  show  the  sort  of  relation 
that  exists  in  my  part  of  Wales,  when 
a  tenant  of  the  poorest,  feeblest  class 
comes  to  the  landlord  as  his  natural 
protector  and  friend  in  any  difficulty 
that  may  threaten  him.  I  do  not  wish 
to  detain  the  House  further.  I  only 
wished  to  show  that  there  is  no  want  of 
sympathy  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  those  who  sit  on  this  side, 
with  the  difficulties  that  are  allowed  to 
have  arisen  from  agricultural  depres- 
sion ;  but  we  believe,  at  the  same  time, 
that  nothing  could  be  more  fatal  to  the 
true  interest  of  Wales,  and  especially  of 
Welsh  agriculturists,  than  for  us  to  yield 
to  an  agitation  got  up  by  two  or  three 
incendiary  newspapers,  however  mildly 
the  case  may  be  presented  to  the  House, 
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M».  BRYN  KOBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire,  Eifion)  said,  he  would  only  make 
a  Tery  few  observations  on  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Kaikes).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  to  the 
full  the  differences  of  race,  language, 
politics,  and  religion  that  existed  in  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant ; 
but  he  asked  what  possible  connection 
could  there  be  between  these  matters 
and  agriculture  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  not  have  paid  much  atten- 
tion to  the  speeches  delivered,  because 
that  connection  was  shown  in  the  olearest 
manner  possible.  The  English  land 
system  was  such  that  it  could  not  be 
applied  with  success  unless  there  was  an 
entire  community  of  feeling  between 
landlord  and  tenant  on  theee  subjects ; 
because  the  power  given  to  the  landlord 
was  so  omnipotent  that  it  could  be  used, 
and  was  used,  to  the  injury  of  the  ten- 
ant where  these  antagonisms  prevailed. 
This  was  the  strong  ground  for  land 
tenure  reform  in  Wales  rather  than  in 
England.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  never  found  any  difficulty ;  but 
though  he  actually  lived  in  Wales  he 
was  only  just  within  the  Welsh  Border, 
where  not  a  word  of  Welsh  was  spoken, 
and  where  the  people  were,  practically 
speaking,  English,  though  Welsh  by  de- 
scent, and  geographically  inhabitants  of 
Wales.  Such  also  was  the  case  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Denbigh  Boroughs 
(Mr.  Kenyon),  who  lived  on  the  Border, 
where  Welsh  views,  habitSi  and  lan- 
guage did  not  exist. 

Mr.  KENYON  said,  he  begged  to  be 
allowed  to  correct  the  hon.  Member. 
He  had  spoken  not  of  his  own  locality, 
but  also  of  the  constituency  he  repre- 
sented in  the  very  heart  of  North 
Wales. 

Mr.  BRTN  EGBERTS  said,  he  only 
spoke  of  where  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
sided. He  only  wished  to  say,  from 
what  he  knew  of  the  Welsh  farmers, 
that  they  would  be  satisfied  with  a  Bill 
of  a  very  moderate  character — a  Bill 
that  he  vas  certain  no  reasonable  land- 
lord could  take  exception  to.  They  did 
not  want  even  complete  fixity  of  tenure, 
but  only  rcEisonable  protection  against 
capricious  evictions.  They  would  re- 
quire also  fair  rents,  and  this  no  land- 
lord would  object  to.  No  landlord  would 
confess  he  desired  other  than  a  fair  rent. 


A  Bill  conceding  these  two  points  would 
give  complete  satisfaction.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  language 
of  orators  out-of-doors;  and  if  strong 
language  was  used  by  a  few  people,  was 
it  not  a  strong  argument  for  doing  some- 
thing to  meet  the  views  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  in  the  House, 
before  agitation  increased  and  the  vio- 
lent language  of  the  few  was  generally 
adopted? 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : —  Ayes  146  ; 
Noes  128:  Majority  18.— (Div.  List, 
No.  182.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  ''That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND). 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
he  had  given  Notice  to  call  attention  to 
a  most  important  subject,  the  Beport  of 
the  Koyal  Commission  which  was  ap- 

Eointed  to  inquire  into  Drainage,  Har- 
ours,  and  Hallways  in  Ireland.  It  was 
a  question  of  which  he  might  say  the 
Government  had  lived  upon  it  for  the 
last  two  years.  There  was  a  solemn 
promise  from  the  noble  Lord  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  that  great  things 
would  be  done  for  Ireland  by  this  Com- 
mission, or,  at  any  rate,  if  the  Commis- 
sion reported  the  possibility  of  doing 
g^eat  things,  the  Government  would 
undertake  them.  This  was  22  months 
ago,  and  it  was  a  promise  not  of  the 
noble  Lord  as  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington,  but  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  Eepresentative  of  the  Cabinet. 
Of  course,  it  was  not  possible  at  that 
hour  to  go  into  the  subject  properly ;  but 
he  would  point  out  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  made  a  valuable  Eeport 
recommending  that  great  changes  should 
be  made  in  the  railway  system  ;  that  the 
present  system  of  guarantees  was  abso- 
lutely futile ;  that  money  onered  at  2  per 
cent  was  not  worth  more  than  l^  per 
cent ;  and  they  also  made  recommenda- 
tions for  deep  sea  harbours  in  connec- 
tion with  railways,  and  that  drainage 
should  form  part  of  the  scheme.  Of  the 
latter  he  need  not  say  much,  as  the  Go- 
vernment were  going  to  introduce  Bills 
on  the  subject.     He  wa^  afraid  they 
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would  be  useloss  measures,  for  the  Go- 
vernment were  attempting  the  most 
difficult  task  in  engineering  to  drain 
rivers  and  make  them  navigable  at  the 
same  time.  It  might  be  easy  to  drain 
a  river,  not  so  easy  to  make  it  navigable, 
but  to  combine  the  two  was  one  of  the 
most  difficult  engineering  feats  in  the 
world.  Unless  the  Government  would 
find  a  substantial  part  of  the  money,  it 
was  not  likely  to  be  a  profitable  imder- 
taking  for  the  Irish  taxpayers.  It 
was  of  no  use  attempting  to  explain  this 
subject,  which  was  of  a  somewhat 
technical  character,  to-night ;  but  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  say  at 
what  time  would  they  allow  this  Report 
of  the  Commission  to  be  discussed ; 
would  they  bring  it  forward  themselves, 
or  allow  Irish  Members  to  bring  it  for- 
ward in  some  fashion  ?  He  was  afraid 
the  Government  were  purposely  leaving 
the  question  of  arterial  drainage  to  the 
end  of  the  Session.  Some  £3,000,000 
or  £4,000  000  were  to  be  transferred  to 
the  relief  of  local  taxation  in  England, 
and  what  was  presumed  to  be  a  pro- 
portionate amount  was  to  be  allocated 
to  Ireland;  but  he  was  afraid  that 
various  Commissions  would  try  to  secure 
much  of  the  money  that  ought  to  go  to 
the  relief  of  local  rates  as  in  England. 
He  was  afraid  that  at  the  end  of  the 
Session  the  Drainage  Bills  would  be 
rushed  through  without  proper  discus- 
sion, the  engineers'  reports  would  not  be 
properly  considered,  and  this  money 
would  be  diverted  from  its  proper  desti- 
nation, the  lightening  of  the  rates,  and 
turned  to  some  such  purpose  as  this 
drainage  scheme.  However,  what  he 
desired  now  was  to  elicit  from  the  Go- 
vernment a  statement  of  when  they 
would  allow  this  important  Report  to  be 
discussed,  and  state  what  they  proposed 
to  do  to  redeem  the  pledges  of  the  noble 
Lord  when  he  held  Office  as  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer. 

Thb  chief  secretary  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  he  scarcely  anticipated 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would 
have  raised  a  discussion  on  this  question, 
and  the  time  was  not  favourable  to  it. 
As  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was 
aware,  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  proposed 
to  bring  forward  the  Drainage  Bills  on 
Monday,  and  it  would  then  be  his  duty 
to  submit  the  Government  proposals  on 


this  point.  But  he  could  assure  the 
hon,  and  gallant  Gentleman  now  that 
the  Government  did  not  propose  to  allo- 
cate any  part  of  the  sum  to  be  given  for 
the  relief  of  local  taxation  in  Ireland  to 
drainage  purposes.  As  to  the  other 
matters  dealt  with  in  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  he  must  remind  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  in  the 
present  condition  of  Public  Business  it 
was  not  possible  to  deal  with  more  than 
this  portion  of  public  works.  If  they 
succeeded  in  passing  three  Drainage 
Bills,  that,  he  thought,  was  very  well  for 
one  Session,  and  they  could  hardly  be 
expected  to  do  more. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  Oh,  yes.  Rail- 
ways. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  if  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  thought 
that  more  could  be  done  than  passing 
three  such  Bills  brought  in  in  the  month 
of  July,  he  was  of  an  extremely  sanguine 
disposition.  But  he  reminded  the  House 
that  the  Commissioners  themselves  had 
given  some  opinion  as  to  the  compara- 
tive importance  of  the  various  subjects 
on  which  they  reported.  Of  the  three 
subjects  they  treated — drainage,  har- 
bours, and  railways — they  were  unani- 
mous in  placing  drainage  first.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  Government 
did  not  think  they  would  be  justified  in 
running  counter  to  the  opinion  of  the 
Commissioners,  their  advisers  in  the 
matter;  and  on  that  ground  the  Go- 
vernment had  determined  to  deal  with 
drainage  before  touching  harbours  and 
railways. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  he  appreciated  the 
skill  with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  talked  on  the  matter  for  a  few 
minutes,  and  really  said  nothing  about 
it.  He  could  not  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Commissioners 
made  any  such  distinction  in  the  sub- 
jects they  referred  to.  Let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  read  the  Report  with  an 
Irish  eye,  and  he  would  not  find  any  such 
classification  as  he  represented.  True, 
drainage  happened  to  be  mentioned 
first,  but  not  as  first  in  importance.  For 
his  own  part,  he  did  not  much  believe 
in  improvement  of  land  by  drainage  for 
the  Irish  landlords,  and  he  hoped  some 
day  to  convince  his  hon.  Friends  that  it 
amounted  to  taxing  the  general  com- 
munity for  the  benefit  of  a  few  indivi- 
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duals.  But  in  the  matter  of  increasing 
accommodation  for  the  fishing  industry, 
and  bringing  railways  into  connection 
with  harbours,  there  was  work  that 
would  be  of  great  material  benefit  to 
the  country.  He  hoped  that  the  oppor- 
tunity would  come  for  a  more  adequate 
discussion  of  the  subject.     He  had  but 


inadequately  expressed  bis  own  riei 
but  in  that  respect  he  had  only  imitat 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chi 
Secretary  for  Ireland. 

It  being  Odo  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speal 
adjourned  the  House  without  Questi 
put  till  Monday  next. 
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Anstruther,  Mr.  H.  T.,  St.  AndrewU 
Sfe, 
Church  of  Scotland,  Res.  1099 


Arotll,  Duke  of 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland)  Act,  1874,  Mo 
tion  for  a  Select  Committee,  947,  950,  956 
House  of  Lords  (Life  Peers),  IR.  399,  401 

Army  ( Questions) 

Contrctets— Supply  of  Army  Accoutrementt^ 
Questions,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Hanbary , 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  Wa] 
(Mr.  £.  Stanhope)  June  26,  127S;  Ques 
tlons,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  June  28.  1560 
TKe  Srd  Bedfordihire  Reaiment  —  Vklises^ 
Questions,  Mr.  Henniker  Ileaton  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  June  14, 
94 ;  Question,  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton ;  An* 
iwer.  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell  (A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury)  June  22,  970 

Folkeetone  Jubilee  UoipiUd^SaU  of  Land  if 
the  Bayle,  Question,  Sir  Edward  Watkin 
Answer,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell  (A  Lord  o 
the  Treasury)  June  19, 584 

B,R,H,  the  Commander-in-Chief -^Paienste^ 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Robertson ;  Answer,  Sii 
Herbert  Maxwell  (A  Lord  of  the  Treasury] 
June  22, 989 

Preliminary  Examinations — Errore  in  SxawU- 
nation  Papers,  Question,  Colonel   Dunoan 
Answer,    The   Secretary  to  the    Treasurj 
(Mr.  Jackson)  June  26, 1277 

Bavenseourt  Park,  Hammersmith,  Question 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  ol 
State  for  War  June  21,  816 

Royal  Military  Academy,  TFoolwieh — EnireMet 
Examinationtf  Question,  Sir  Henry  Rosooe 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  Wai 
June  18,422  ;  Question,  Sir  flenry  Roeooe; 
Answer,  The  Fmancial  Secretary,  War  De- 
partment (Mr.  Brodriek)  June  25, 1113 

Personnel 

Clothing  Factory,  Pimlieo-^Pieee  Workers 
Question,  Mr.  Broadhurst;  Answer,  Th< 
Financial  Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr 
Brodriek)  June  21,  795 

bth  Battalion  Royal  Scotcti  Funliere — ^eJoi 
Roe,  Question,  Mr.  Tomlinson  ;  Answer,  Th< 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  June  14,  93 
Question,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland ;  Answer 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  June  38 
1543 

Fortrees  Engineers  at  Edinburgh  and  Leith 
Question,  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Answer,  Ttie  Se< 
oretary  of  State  for  War  June  21,  821 

National  Rifie  Association — Rema9al  fro* 
Wimbledon  —  New  Sites,  Question,  Mi 
Norton  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  th 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Jwte  14, 130 
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Remowd  of  the  Ayrthire  Artillery  to  Plymouth, 
Questions,  Mr.  Mao  Neill,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor; Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  June  2\,8\2 

Retired  Medical  Ofieert,  Employment  of,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  Jtmtf  26,  1265 

Royal  Military  Academy,  Woolwich — Poit  of 
Chaplain,  Questions,  Lord  Henry  Bruce, 
Mr.  Howorth ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  Jwte  18,  4S2 

Superintendent  of  the  Carriage  Department, 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  June  28. 1568 

AUXIUABT  FOBCIB 

The  Militia 

Fines  for  Drunkenneet,  Question,  Sir  Joseph 
Bailey  ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary, 
War  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick)  Jume  18, 
426 

The  Militia  {Ireland) 

Sligo  Artillery  MKtia — Equipmenle,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  P.  M*Donald,  Colonel  Waring ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
June  26, 1271 

The  Volunteers 
Engineeer    Volunteer    Corps,   Questions,  Sir 

Uharlcb   Palmer;  Answers,  The  Secretary 

of  Stote  ior  War  June  21, 805 

The  Yeomanry 

Limitation  of  Age,  Questions,  Viscount  Ebring- 
ton ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
Warytmtf  14,  118 

AsHBOTT&NB,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor  of 

Ireland) 
Local  Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  4,  697 

Abquith,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Fife,  K 
Criminal  Law  (Scotland) — Suspicioui  Death  of 

D.  Ballingall,  Co.  Fife,  422 
Local   Go?emment    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  a.  7,  547 ;  d.  8, 1084,  1035 

Attorney  Qenebal  (see  WsbstxBi  Sir 
B.  E.) 

Augmentation  of  BenefloeB  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill  [H.L.] 

{The  Lord  Chaneellor) 

I.  Read  2*  June  U,  77  (No.  78) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  15 

Read  S*  *  June  18 
c.  Read  l^'*  (Mr,  Attorney  Oenerat)  June  26 

[BUI  808] 

Australian  Colonies — Chinese  Immigrants 
Questions,  The  Earl  of  Carnanron  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Lord  Knutsford)  June  15,280;  Question, 
Mr.  Henniker  Heaton  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron 
Henry  de  Worms)  June  15,  253 ;  Question, 
Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  ior  the  Colonies  June  18, 
453 


Australia  ( Western)  —  Sir   F,   Napier 
Broome  and  Chief  Justice  Onslow 
Question,  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms)  June  21,  808 

Baden-Powell^  Sir  Q.,  Liverpool^  Kirk- 
dale 
Africa  (South) — Amandebele  Country,  427 

Zululand,  1556 
Colonial    Government  Securities,  Res.  660, 
682 

Bailey,  Sir  J.  B.,  Hereford 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) ^Militia^Fines  fo 

Drunkenness,  426 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  cl.  15, 1751 

BaU  (Scotland)  BiU 

(The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Solicitor  General, 

Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland) 

c.  Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  June  14, 
220  [Bill  286] 

Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  June  25, 
1252 

Baibd,  Mr.  J.  Q.  A.,  Glasgow,  Central 
Church  of  Scotland,  Res.  Amendt.  1070 

Balfour,  Lord 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland)  Act,  1874,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Select  Committee,  044 

Factory  and  Workshops  Act  (1878)  Amend- 
ment (Scotland),  Comm.  cL  2,  1255  ;  cl.  3, 
1256 

Balfoitb,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Ohief  Secre- 
tary to   the  Lord  Lieutenant    of 
Lreland),  Manchester y  E, 
Ireland  —Questions 

Arms    Act— Mr.  W.  Cotter^Refusal   of 

Licence,  89 
Bankruptcy  Act— J.  R.  Guy  and  Thomaa 

Moroney,  242 
Crime   and    Outrage  —  Roman    Catholic 

Church  of  Boher,  Go.  Limerick,  811 
Criminal  Cases  (Increase  of  Sentences  on 

Appeal)— The  Return,  1147 
Ezecutifc— Rumoured  Resignation  of  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 

781,782 
Horse  and  Cattle  Breeding— Royal  Dublin 

Society— Grant  of  £5,000,  1118 
Labourers   Act —  Erection  of  Labourers 

Cottages— Fermoy  Board  of  Guardians, 

251 
Land    Law   Act,    1881  —  Section    19  — 

Labourers'  Dwellings— Applications,  1542 
Local  Go?ernment — A  Town  Hall,  Ac.  for 

BslUnasloe,  580 ;— Public  Nuisance  at 

Ballinasloe,  581 
Municipal  Boroughs — Ballinasloe,  105  ; — 

Toils  and  Customs,  105 
Parliamentary  Franchise— Disqualiilcation 

of   Voters  by  Medical  Relief.    1554  ;— 

South- West    Di?ition   of   Dublni  — Re- 

Tision  Courts,  1554 
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Baltoub,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.— «onl. 

PreTeniion  of  Crime  Act,  1882— Mr.  Peter 

Sweenj,  1562 
Public  Worki,  1845, 1846 
Riots    and    Distarbanoea  —  Kilmsb,    Co. 

Clare,  972,   973  ;— Mr.  Dillon,  M.P.— 

DIstarbance    at   Dandalk,   lUO,   lUl, 

1142,1664,1565 
Tramways  Acts— Pro?isional  Orders,  248 

Ireland—Criminal  Law  and  Procedure    Act, 

1887— Questions 
Administration  of  the  Act,  985, 1059 
ArresU  at  Curass,  Kantork,  589,  590, 818, 

814 
Employment  of  Con?ict  Prisoners,  975 
Ennis  Meeting — Remarks  of  County  Court 

Judge  Kelly,  981.  1134 
Imprisonment  of  Members,  1146 
Imprisonment  of  Mr.   Dillon,  M.P.  825, 

826,827,1120 
Persons    Proceeded    Against,   Ac.    1724, 

1725 
Prison    Regulations  —  Mr.    Dillon,    M.P. 

1120;— Picking  Oakum,  1131 
Proceedings  at  Laoesborough,  100 
Proceedings  against  Cornelius  Curtain  and 

others— Dublin   Court    of    Exchequer, 

1722,  1723 
Refusal  to  giTC  E?idence,  119 
Resident  Magistrates,  440 
Secret  Inquiry  at  Falcarragh,  Co.  Donegal, 

239,  240,  436,  437 
Section  1 — State  of  Dublin  County  Court, 

113.  114,  448 
Thomas  Barry,  Con?icted  of  Conspiracy, 

429,  430 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  at  Loughrea,  257« 

442,  443 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 

1 887 —  Conspiracy 
Charges  of,  97  ; — Evidence  on,  95,  96 
Judgments  in  the  Killeagh  Case — Notes  of 

the  Judge's  Decision,  1059,  1060,  1572, 

1578 
Release  of  the  Killeagh  Prisoners,  781, 986, 

987,  988 
Ireland — Evictions— Questions 

Evictions  at  Clogher,  587,  817,  978,  970, 

980 
Hugh  Bogue — Alleged  Harshness,  1555 
Return  of  Caretakers,  115,  116 

Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission — Questions 
Appeals  at  Dundalk,  1714,  1715 
Appeals  Listed  at  Belfast,  1552, 1553 
Sub- Commissioners  for  Westmeatb,  1551, 

1552 
Sub-Oommission— Sittings  in  Keady,  1551 

Ireland — Irish     Land    Commission — Applica- 
tions for  Fair  Rents — Questions 
Ballyoastle  Union,  1549,  1550 
Bantry  District.  584 
Co.  Antrim,  101 
Bdenderry  Union,  1127 

L'cland — Law  and  Justice— Questions 
Arrests  at  Loughrea,  798,  799 
Chancery  Division  (Land  Judges)  Court — 

Mr.  P.  M'Dermott,  J. P.  989,  990 
Conviction  of  Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.P. — The 

Plan  of  Campaign,  1727 
Killainey  Petty  Sessions — Charge  against 

Constable  Kearney,  09,  100 

[eont. 


Balfoub,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.- 
Mr. Hogan  at  Sorrha  Pelt  j  SenioDS,  Cs. 

Tipperary,  447,  448.  449 
Mr.  J.  H.  Atkinson,  Petty  Sestiona  Clsrfc, 

Maryborough,  Queen's  Co.  1121 
<<  Smyth  V.  Madden  and  Carrey,"  98, 99 
Ireland — Law  and  Police — Qaestiona 

Instructions  to  Prevent  Anemblietiitk 

Streets  at  Trials,  989 
John  Maguire,  115 

Refusal  of   Refreshment    to    TrmveUert— 
Case  of  Mr.  Noad,  of  Roscommon,  1588 
Ireland — Magistracy — Qaestioos 
County  Court  Judges.  1718 
Limerick   Magistrates— Sale  of    Indescsi 

Photographs,  798 
Messrs.  Gardiner  and     Redmond,  KM^ 

Castlemartyr,  587 
Mr.  Cecil  Roche.  R.M.  994 
Resident  Magistrates,  1717,  1718 
Ireland — Poor  Law — Qaesticns 

Athy  Board  of  Goardians,  1115,  1116 
Ballinasloe  Board  of  Guardians,  983, 091, 

992 
Ballinasloe  Poor  Law  Board,  1136 
Bally mena  Board   of  Goardians — Colood 

Studdert,  102,  808 
Cork  Board  of  Guardians — Case  of  WillisB 

Robinson,  1545 
Dismissal    of   Mr.    P.    Loughrey — TiBs 

Union,  444,  800,  801,  802,  1133 
Indebtedness  to  Contractors  for  Food,  iU 
Kilkenny  Dispensary  District,  1548 
Loughrea  District,  1425,  1426  ; — Board  of 
Guardians— Sanitary     Officer — Eleetioa 
of  Mr.  Peter  Sweeney,  796 
Removals — J.  Waters  and  T.  Moroney,  91 
Ireland — Prisons — Question  s 

Dismissal  of  John  Daly,  Sliffo  Prison.  425, 

797 
Londonderry  Gaol,  807 
Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.P.  1566 
Ireland* Royal   Irish    Constabulary — Qoes* 
tions 
Constable  Curry,  1555 
Dismissal  of  Constable  Deans,  90 
District  Inspector  Tilly,  074 
Interference  with   Newsvendors  at  Cork, 

108, 109,  577,  579 
Street  Assemblies,  1127,  1128 
Ireland — Criminar  Law  and   Procedare   Act, 
1887,  Res.  1149,  1330,    1360,   1364,  1368, 
1370, 1371,  1372,  1373,  1374.   1375.  1376, 
1377,  1383, 1384,  1386, 1388,  1389 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1573 
Public    Business  —  Bann,     Barrow,    and 
Shannon  Drainage  Bills,  456 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Amendment,  Comm.  987 

Babing,  Mr.  T.  C,  London 

Customs  (Wine  Duty),  Comm.  d.  2,  373 :  el,  3. 

378 
Local    GoTcrnment    (England    and     Walos), 

Comm.  el.  3,  Amendt.  484,  485 

Baetley,  Mr.  G.  0.  T.,  Islington,  H. 

Excise  Duties  (Local  Purposes),  124 
National  Debt  (Supplemental),  SR.  261 
Parochial  Expenditure  (Metropolis) — St.  Mar- 
garet and  St.  John,  Westminster,  1114 
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Babttblot,  Oolonel  Sir  W.  B.,  Sutssx^ 
N.W. 

Armj  Estimatei — Ordnanoe  Faotoriei,  903 

Warlike  and  other  Storei,  890, 893 
Libel  Law  Ameodment,  Comm.  eU  6,  16 
Local    GoTemment   (England    and    Wale«), 

Comm.  el,  2,  275  ;  el,  3,  479 ;  el,  6,  620 ; 

€l   7,  552;   Amendt.  593;    d,   15,  1670; 

Amendt.    1751,   1756,   1761.   1766,    1767; 

el  16, 1786 

BAsmo,  Lord 

Coroneri,  Comm.  el,  1, 968 

Battkakn,     Mr.    A.    A.^     Camb$rw$U^ 
Piokham 
Local    Ch>?ernment    (England    and   Walei), 

Comm.  el,  8,  1046  ;  el,  16,  1789, 1790 
Parks  (Metropolis)— Hyde  Park— Bathing  in 
the  Serpentine,  444 

Beaoh,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioks- 

(Fresident  of  the  Board  of  Trade), 

Bristol,  W. 
Board  of  Trade  (Working  of  Railways),  430 
Channel  Tunnel  (Experimental  Works),  2R. 

1444, 1445,  1448,  1451  ;  Amendt.  1452 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights — Tory  Island 

Lighthouse  —  Telegraphic   Communication 

with  the  Mainland,  1275 
Dominion  of  Canada — Immigration  of  Destitute 

Labourers,  581 
Local    Go?ernment    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  tl,  2, 271 
Loss  of  Life  at  Sea — Eiaminationt  for  Boat- 
swains, Ac.  247 
Merchandise   Marks   Act,    1887— Section  3, 

Sub-section  2,  106 
Merchant  Shipping  (Life  Sa?ing  Appliances), 

2R.  562,  1672 
Passenger    Acts  —  Hospitals   of   Passenger- 
Carrying  Steamers,  576,  577 

The  Transatlantic  Steamers  from  Lifer- 
pool,  435 
Patents— Specification  of   Colonial   Patents, 

423 

Beauohamp,  Earl 
House  of  Lords  (Life  Peers),  1513 

Beckett,    Mr.  E.    W.,     Ywrh^  N.R., 
Whithy 
Imperial  Defence— Guns  at  Aden,  424 

Beokett,  Mr.  W.,  N0U9,  B<U9$tlaw 
Local    Go?emment    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  d,  3,  488  ;  el,  7,  545 
National  Debt  (Supplemental),  3R.  259 

Bentinck,  Bight  Hon.  G.  A.  0.,  WhiU- 

haven 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  2R.  139,  140;  Comm. 
eL  2,  368,  369«  373  ;  el.  4,  556;  el.  10,  559 

Beresfobd,    Lord   0.   W.   De   La  P., 

Marylehone,  E. 

Naval  and  Military  Departments— Composi- 
tion of  the  Royal  Commission,  453 

NaTy  Estimates— Victualling  and  Clothing 
lor  the  NaTy,  922,  926 


Bbthell,  Commander  Q.  B.,  Yark,E.E.f 

Sold&mes» 
Local    GrOTemment    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el,  2,  294  ;  el,  15,  1767 
Post  OflBce — Letters  from  the  Squadron  in 

Chilian  Waters,  433 

BiooAB,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan,   W. 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2),  3R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  1428 
Ireland — Tramways  Act— Pro? isional  Orders, 
242 


Bishop's  Anfhority  Begalation  Bill 

(Colonel  Sandy tf  Mr,  WardU,  Mr,  Joieey, 
Colonel  Smunderson) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  June  19  [Bill  300] 

Blundell,    Colonel    H.  B.  H.,  Zan» 
eashtrs,  8.  W. ,  Ince 
Army  Estimates— Ordnance  Factories,  902 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  896 

BoAED  OF  Trade  —  President  («m 
Beach,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E. 
Hicks-} 

BoAED  OF  Tbade — Secretary  to  («m 
Okslow,  Earl  of) 

BoETHWiCK,  Sir  A.,  Kensington,  8. 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  5, 6,  7  ;  el.  6, 
11, 18, 19  ;  d.   7,  Amendt.   23  ;  el,  8,  45  ; 
Coosid.  add,  el,  726,  730;   Amendt.  732, 
750  ;  el,  5,  772 

Beadlauoh,  Mr.  0.,  Iforthampton 

Army  Estimates — Warlike  and  other   Stores, 

855, 859,  870,  887 
Colonial  OoTemment  Securities,  Res.  681 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  2R.  147 
Dominion  of  Canada — Immigration  of  Desti- 
tute Labourers,  581 
India^Indian  Budget,  993 

The  Irrawaddy  Flotilla  Company,  802, 1126 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and    Procedure  Act, 
1887 — Proceedings     against    Cornelius 
Curtain  and  others — Dublin  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer, 1722 
Local  Govemment'A  Public  Nuisance  in 
Ballinasloe,  581 
Law  and  Justice — *<  Inferior  Courts  of  Record  *' 

—The  Returns,  440 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  8,  46,  48  ; 

Coosid.  add,  el.  738,  755,  756 
Local     Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  cl.  2,  155 ;  el.  8,  648  ;  el.  16, 1781, 
1790 
Oaths,  Comm.  el,  1,  73,  74, 1510,  1511 
Parks  (Metropolis)— Greenwich  Park,  802 
Refreshment  Stand  in  the  Victoria  Park, 
1128 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  322,  I2S9, 

1290 
Perpetual  Pensions,  1670 
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Bkadlauqh,  Mr.  C. — cont. 

Public  Meetings  (Metropolis) — Colleotions  of 
Money— The  Parks  and  Open  Spaces,  437, 
438, 439  :— HospiUl  Sunday  Fund,  249, 250, 
201 
Trade  and  Oommerce^Goanty  Court  Depart- 
ment, Warwick— Failure  of  Messrs,  Green- 
waj's  Bank,  685 

War  Office— EUTenscourt  Park,  Hammerimith, 
616 
Superintendent  of  the  Carriage  Depart- 
ment, Woolwich  Arsenal*  1558 

Bbamwzll,  Lord 
Companies,  2R.  1514 

Bristol  Part  ExtenBum  Railways  [C7a»- 

ceUation  of  Band'] 
e.  Resolutions  considered    in    Committee,  and 
agreed  to  June  14,  229 

Bbistowb,  Mr.  T.  L.,  Lamhsth,  Norwood 

Brixton  Park,  Consid.  cl.  15, 1536 

Bbitish  Gttiana 

Mtdical  Jntpeetor  of  Ertaiet  BotpiUl,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Farquharson  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron 
Henry  de  Worms)  June  18,  434 

The  fiilver  Currency,  Question,  Mr.  Watt; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  (Baron  iienry  de  Worms) 
June  14, 106 

Brixton  Park  Bill  [hy  Order) 

e.  As  amended,  eonsidered  June  28,  1528 

Bboadhurst,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham^  W. 
Army      Estimates  —  Ordnance      Factories, 

Amendt.  896,  90S 
Brixton  Park,  Consid.  eU   15,  Amendt.  1528, 

1529.  1536 
Education   Department — Nottingham    School 

Board,  1126 
Factory  and  Workshops  Act— r Vacancies  in 

the  Staff  of  Inspectors,  439 
Local    GoTemmeot    (England   apd    Wales), 

Comm.  el,  3,  Amendt.  466,  469  ;  c/.  6,  521 
War  Office— Army  Clothing  Factory,  Pimiico 

—Piece  Workers,  795 

Brodriok,  Hon.  W.  Sfc.  J.  F.  (Financial 
Secretaiy,  War  Department),  Sur- 
rey^ (hiildford 

Army— Auxiliary  Forces— Militia— Fines  for 
Drnnkfinness,  426 

Royal  Military  Academy,  Woolwich— En- 
trance Examinations,  1118 

War  OfBce— Array  Clothing  Factory,  Pim- 
iico— Piece  Workers,  796 

Army  Estimates— Warlike  and  other  Stores, 

885 
Chelsea  Hospital— George  Williams— Arrears 

of  Good  Conduct  Pay,  432 
Waltham  Abbey  Gunpowder  Factory,  2R.  1252 


{INDEX}  BEO  BtJX 

say- 

Bbown,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Shropshire^  Welling- 

ton 
Local     GoTcrnment    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el.  S,  628 


Bbown,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Sawick,  SfO, 
Inland  Fisheries  (Scotland) — Assault  at   St* 

Bosweli's,  1985 
Local    GoTemment    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  cl.  8, 1035 

Bbownlow,  Earl  (Paymaster  Qeneral) 

Habitual  Drunkards  Act  (1879)  Amendment 

(No.  2),  2R.  1514 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  1 R.  1676 

Bbuob,  Lord  H.,  WiUSf  Chippenham 
Royal  Military  Academy,  Woolwich— Poet  of 
Chaplain,  432 

Bbuoe,  Hon.  E.  P.,  Fifeshirs,  W. 

Post  Office  (Scotland)— Sorting  Vans  between 
Burntisland  and  Dundee,  112 

BBiTVirEB,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Cheshire,  Narthwich 

Admiralty— Torpedo  Net  Defence  Committee 
—Experiments,  819 

Clerks  of  the  Peace,  Comm.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 227 ;  BAotion  for  reporting 
Progress,  ib. 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  eU  3,  483  ;  Amendt.  485,  486,  491, 
493,  494,  498,  499,  500,  504;  el,  4,506; 
el,  7,  547  :  el.  8,  659,  1047.  1055  ;  el.  15, 
Amendt.  1666, 1667,1758. 1761,  1763, 1765, 
1771,  1773;  el.  16,  Amendt.  1778,  1784, 
1791 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales)  — 
Representation  on  Board  of  Improvement 
Commissioners,  446 

Bbyoe,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  S. 
Turkey  (Asiatic  Provinces)  —  Armenia — Ar- 
rests, 1266, 1267 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Edinburgh,  W. 

War  Office  ^Fortress  Engineers  at  Edinburgh 
and  Leith,  821 

Bmldiugg  (Metropolifl)  BiU 

(Mr.  Whitmore,  Mr.  Tatton  Egerion,  Sir  Alger^ 
non  Borthwiek,  Mr,  Lawton,  Mr.  Forreet 
Fulton) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  June  25  [BiU  305] 

BuBT,  Mr.  T.|  Morpeth 

Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el.  2,  163 
Mines— Certifi^jates  of  Under  Mana^rs,  116 

Buxton,    Mr.  8.  C,    Tower   Bamlet^, 

Poplar 
Law   and  Justice — Coroners'    Inquests^Re- 

moval  of  a  Corpse,  1132 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  cl.S,  1030,  1087 

leant. 
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Buxton,  Mr.  S.  C. — coni. 

Metropolitan    Board    of  Works  —  Blackwall 
Tunnel,  243 
Isle  of  Dogs— Rain  Floods,  1718 
National  Debt  (Supplemental),  SR.  261 
Parliament — House  of  Commons — Debates  of 
tbe  House — Lengtb  of  Speeches,  1728 

Oadogan,  Earl  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Fisheries  ( Ireland  )~Sooth  and  West  Coasts, 

Res.  965 
Parliament — Standing  Orders  of  the  House  of 

Lords,  Nomination   of   Select  Committee, 

674 
Timber  Acts   (Ireland)  Amendment,  Conim. 

el,  1,  Amendt.  1522  ;  el,  8,  1523 

Caine,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Barrow-in-Fumeu 
Inland  Retenue — Receipts  from  Licences  and 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  975,  976 
Law  and  Police  (Metropolis) — Arrest  of  John 

Mara,  117, 118,  247,  248,  455 
Local    Government    (England     and    Wales), 
Comm.  el  9,  1590,  1594,  1598,  1599,  1608 

Oaldwell,  Mr.  J.,  Olasgoto^  St  Rollox 

Education  Department  (Scotland)  —  Senior 
School  Inspectors — Appointment  of  Mr. 
Stewart,  1720 

Oambbidqb,  Duke  of   (Field  Marshal 
Oommanding  in  Chief) 
Imperial  Defence— Organisation  of  our  Naval 
and  Military  System — Possibility  of  Inva- 
sion, Res.  1695 

Oambbon,  Dr.  0.,  Glasgow ,  College 
Church  of  Scotland,  Res.  1060,  1077 
Ecclesiastical   Assessments  (Scotland),   Res. 

708,  710 
Scotland — Island  of  Lewis — Payment  of  Rates, 
428 
Law  and  Police — Suspicious  Death  of  John 
Maokay,  South  Harris,  799 

Oamebon,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Wick,  Sfo. 
Ceylon — Gold  Discoveries,  1711 
Post  Office— Savings  Bank  Department,  992 
Scotland — Education  Department^Mr.  T.  A. 
Stewart,  Inspector  of  Schools,  970 
Public  Health  Act— The  Burgh  of  Tain, 
1712 

Oampbell,  Sir  A.,  Renfrew^  W. 

Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland), Res.  695 

Oamfbbll,  Sir  O.,  Kirkcaldy y  Sfc. 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  2R.  147 
Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland),  Res.  707 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Consid.  add,  el.  757 
Local    Government    (England    and     Wales), 
Comm.  e/.  2,  214,  218;  el,  3,  490;  ek  8, 
649,  9»9,  1025,  1035,  1036, 1580 
Oaths,  Comm.  el,  1,  1510 

Oampbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Glasgow  and  Aber- 
deen  Universities 
Ecclesiastical    Assessments  (Scotland),    Res. 
Amendt.  687 


Oahfbell-Baitnebman,  Eight  Hon.  H., 
Stirling^  ifc. 
Army   Estimates — Ordnance  Factories^  905, 
906 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  893 
Navy  Estimates — Victualling  and  Clothing  for 
the  Navy,  921,  926 

Oahpebdowk,  Earl  of 

Universities  (Scotland),  Report  of  Amendts. 
d,  3,  Amendt.  564  ;  el,  6,  569  ;  el.  8, 
Amendt.  570  ;  el,  14,  ib, ;  eL  20,  Amendt. 
572 

Canada,    Dominum    of— Immigration   of 
Destitute  labourers 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach)  June  19,  581 

Oabew,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Kidare^  N. 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887 — Secret  Inquiry  at  Falcarragh,  Co. 
Donegal,  238 

Oarlisle,  Bishop  of 

India — Hindoo  Marriage  Law— Rukhraabai's 
Case,  941 

Oabmabthbic,    Marquess    of,    Lambeth^ 
Brixton 
Brixton  Park,  Consid.  el,  15, 1534 

Oabnabvok,  Earl  of 

Australian  Colonies  —  Chinese  Immigrants, 
230,  232 

Defences  of  the  Empire— Fortified  Ports- 
Entry  of  Foreign  Ships  of  War  and  Trans- 
ports, 785 

Oauston,  Mr.  B.  K.,  Southwark,  W. 
Switier land— English  Doctors,  588 
Trade  and  Commerce — British  and   Foreign 
Ministries  of  Commerce,  120 

Oeylon 

Oold  Diseovertes,  Question,  Mr.  Macdonald 
Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
June  29, 1711 

Ohambeblain,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Birming* 
ham,  W, 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el,  8, 1028,  1576  ;  el,  9, 1594 
Parliament — Business    of  the   House — Small 
Holdings,  452 

Ohanoe,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Kilkenny,  8. 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2),  3R.  1423 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice—  Chancery  Division 
(Land  Judges)  Court — Mr.  P.  M*Der- 
mott,  J.P.  989,990 
Poor  Law — Ballinasloe  Poor  Law  Board, 
992 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature   (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Amendment,  Comm.  937 
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Ohajjobllob,  The  Lord  (m^  Halsbuby, 
Lord) 

Ohanobllob  of  Irslaicd,  The  Lokd  (w# 
AsHBouBNS,  Lord) 

Ohancellob  of  the  Exohequbb  (w^ 
GoscHBN,  Kight  Hon.  O.  J.) 

Channel  Tunnel  {JCxperimental  Wbrh) 
Bill  {hy  Order) 

e.  Moved,    "  Thnt    the  Bill  be   now   read  2« " 
(Sir  Edward  Watkin)  June  37, 1426 

Ameodt.  to  leave  oat "  now/'  add  "  apoo  this 
dnj  three  months"  (Sir  Michael  Bieke- 
Beach)  ;  Qoestion  proposed ,  "  That '  now,' 
Ae. :  '*  after  debate,  <^ueation  pot ;  A.  166, 
N.  307;  M.  U2 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1502 

Words  added  ;  Main  Question,  as  amended,  pat, 
and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  pot  off  for  three  months 

Ohannino,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton^  E, 

Board  of  Trade  (Working  of  Railwajs),  430 
Loeal    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  cL  2,  205,  369 ;   cL  7,  547 ;  cL  8, 
640,    1025,    1026,  1031  ;    Amendt.    1037, 
1042;  C/.15,  1748 

OHAPLiify  Bight  Hon.  H.,  Lincolmhire, 
Sleaford 

Criminal  Law  and  Prooedare  (Ireland)  Aot, 
1887,  Res.  1303,  1307 

Local  GoTernment  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el,  2,  173,  389  ;  cL  3,  485,  493 ; 
el.  7,  531,  532,  547,  551  ;  Motion  for  re- 
porting Progress,  554,  601  ;  cL  8,  Amendt. 
623,  646,  656,  657,  659,  996,  1000, 1001, 
1019,  1024,  1025,  1033,  1042,1044,1047, 
1574 

CheUea    Hoepitd^  George    Wilaliame,  a 
Pensioner — Arrears    of   Good    Con- 
duct Fay 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  0* Connor  ;  Answer,  The 
Financial  Secretarj,  War  Department  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  June    18,    431  ;    Question,   Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  June  21 ,  823  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer, 
The    Chancellor    of   the   Ezohequer    (Mr. 
Goschen)  June  25, 1125 

Ohilders,  Eight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.,  Edin» 
burgh,  S. 

Customs   (Wine   Duty),  2R.  133,  135,  ISO ; 

Comm.  cL  6,  557;  el  10,  560;  «/.  11,  i5.; 

3R.  828 
National  Debt  (Supplemental),  3R.  261 

Ohubohill,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  E.  H.  S., 

Faddington,  S, 
Army  Ebtimates— Ordnance    Factories,    892, 
904,905,906,912,918 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  861 
Channel  Tunnel  (Experimental  Works),  2R. 

1491,  1492,1495 
Ro/al   College  of  Surgeons  of    England— A 
SupplemcnUl  Charter,  1568,  1569 


Civil  List  Pemiona — Lit&rarff  Pennoners 
Questions,  Mr.  Summers,  Mr.  Johnston  ;  An- 
swers. The  First  Lord  of  the  Treatorj  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  June  38,  1570 

Civil  Service 
Examinationt — Error    in    cm     EmaminaUtm 
Paper  fer  Female  Clerkekipe^  Qnastion,  Mr. 
Hunter ;  Answer,  The  Seeretarj  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson)  June  15«  246 
ExaminationM  for  Firet  Close    Civil  Senriee 
Clerkshipe,    Question,   Sir   William   Cro»- 
roan ;    Answer,    Sir  Herbert    Maxwell    (A 
Lord  of  the  Treasurj)  June  21,  796 
RegieiroHon  of  Retired  Civil  ServanU^  Qaee- 
tion,  Mr.  Kimber  ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goeohen)   June  28, 
1547 
Royal  Ccmmietum  on  Civil  Service  EHaJbUek" 
mentt^Mtendanie,  ire.  ai  tka  &nUh  Ken* 
iinffton  Mutcum,  Question,  Mr.  Whitmore ; 
Answer,  The  Secretarj  to  the  Treasarj(Mr. 
Jackson)  June  14,  93 

Seven  Sour  Scale  of  Service^  Qaeation,  Mr. 

J.  Rowlands ;  Answer,  The   First  Lord  of 

the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  June  IS, 

452 

Report  of  the  Royal  Commieeian,  Qoettioo, 

Mr.  Tuite  ;  Answer,  The  Secretarj  to  the 

Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  June  26,  1116 

Olasoy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co,j  Jf. 
Ireland—  Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedare  Aot,  1887— 
Charges  of  Conspiracy,  97  ; — Efideooe 
on,  96;— Section  1— Sute  of  Doblin 
County,  112, 113, 114,  448,  449 
Bxecutife— Rumoured  Resignation  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieotenant, 
781,  782 
Law  and  Justice — "  Smyth  v.  Madden  and 

Currey,"  99 
Law  and  Police— John  Magoire,  114,  115 
Local    GoTcrnment    (England    and    Walea), 
995 

Olabk,  Dr.  O.  B.,  Caithnese 

Africa  (South)— Zululand,  1557,  1558 
Scotland — Efictions  and  Pauperism,  821 
Poor  Relief— Poor  Law  Act,  1846,  822 

Olabks,  Sir  E.  O.  (Solicitor  Qeneral), 
Plymouth 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Consid.  add.  el.  761, 

753,  756 
Local    GoTcmraent    (England    and     Wales), 

Comm.  el.  7,  587 ;  el  9, 1618,  1649,  1653 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  987 
Oaths,  Conim.  el  1,  1510 

Clerks  of  the  Peace  Bill 

{Hr.  Brunner,  Mr,  Tatton  Sgcrton,  Captain 
Cotton,  Mr.  Walter  M' Larcn) 
e.  Committee— B.P.  June  14,  227       [Bill  186] 

Olintok,  Lord 
Parliament — Evidence    before    Select    Oom- 
mittoes,  1257 
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Coal  Mines 

Colliery  AecideiU  at  Udston^  LanarJuhire, 
Question,  Mr.  D.  Crawford  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  June  14, 106 

Explosions  —  Evidence  before  Vie  Coroners' 
Juries — The  SI.  BeUns  Explosion,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  Crawford  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart, 
ment  (Mr.  Matthews)  June  U,  109 

Coal  Mines,  See.  Regulation  Act,  1887 
Certificates  of  Under  Managers t  Question,  Mr. 
Burt ;  Answer,  The  Secretarj  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
June  H,  11« 
Special  Rules  —  The  Leicestershire  District, 
Question,  Mr.  Fenwick  ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
eretarj  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Jufitf  14, 110 

OoBBy  Mr.  n.  P.,  Warwick  J  S.E,,  JRugbg 

Labourers  Allotments  Act,  1887 — Banbury 
Board  of  Guardians,  794 

Law  and  Justice  ( England  and  Wales)— Mid- 
land Summer  Assiies  —  Aylesbury  and 
Leicester,  1567 

Local  Gofemment  (England  and  Wales)— 
Licensing  Clauses  —  Suspension  of  New 
Licences,  122 

Rugby  Habitation  of  the  Primrose  Leagues- 
Objectionable  Sports,  794 

CoGHiLL,  Mr.  D.  H.|  Neweastls'Under' 

Zgme 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Consid.  add,  el,  719 

OoLEBiDGE,  Hon.  B.,  Sheffield,  Attereliffe 
Libel    Law    Amendment,  Consid.  add.  el,  4, 
Amendt.  761 

CoLOHB,  Sir  J.  C.  B.,  Towor  Hamlets, 

Bow^  Sfc, 
Admiralty  and  the  War  Office— Hypothetical 
Inrasion  of  this  Country,  121 

Colonial  Oovernment  Securities 
Mo? ed,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  suitability  of  Colonial  Gofernment  In- 
scribed Stocks  for  Trust  in? estments  should 
be  more  adequately  recognised  "  (5tV  Oeorge 
Baden- Powell)  June  19,  660 ;  after  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

OoLOKDSs  —  Secretary    of    State     {sec 
EInutsfobd,  Lord) 

Colonies — Under  Secretary  of  State  {sec 
Dx  WoRMS^  Baron  H.) 

GoMMiNS,  Mr.  A.,  Roscommon,  S, 

Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887— Conspiracy — Release  of  Killeagh 
Prisoners,  781 
Law  and  Police — Refusal  of  Refreshment 
to  Tra Tellers— Case  of  Mr.  Noud,  of 
Roscommon,  1558 


GoMMiNS,  Mr.  A. — covU. 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  Consid.  add,  cl,  740, 

765.  757  ;  d,  5,  778 
Local    GoTernment     (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  cl,  6,  522 

OOMMITTEB  OP  OoUWOIL  ON  EdUOATIOW— 

Vice  President  {see  Dtke,  Hight 
Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 

Commons  Begnilation  Provisional  Order 
(Therfield  Heath)  fiUl 

(Mr,  Stuart'Wortley,  Mr,  Seeretary  Matthews) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  June  20  [Bill  301] 

Compa  08  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  l\  after  abort  debate  June  li, 
77  (No.  158) 

Read  2%  after  short  debate  June  28,  1514 

Companies   Clauses   Consolidation   Act 
(1845)  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Arthur  Acland,  Sir  William  Eouldsworth, 
Sir  Frederick  Mappin,  Mr,  Robert  Eeid) 

e.  Committee  *~&.p.  June  20  [Bill  280] 

Committee  *  ;  Report ;  read  8®  June  21 

I,  Read  1«  •  (E,  Rosebery)  June  22   (No.  170) 
Read  2*yun0  26, 1268 
Committee  discharged*  June  89 

Consolidated  Fond  (Ko-  2)  Bill 

(Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Jackson) 

c.  Resolution  in  Committee  June  15 

Resolution    reported,    and  agreed    to;     Bill 
ordered ;  read  1**  June  18 

Read  2«,  after  short  debate  June  21,  936 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  25 

3R.,   after   short  debate.  Debate   adjourned 
Jane  2^,  1419 

Read  3«  *  June  28 
I,  Read  1*  •  (M,  Salisbury)  June  28 

Read  2*  * ;  Committee  negatiyod  June  29 

Consolidated  Fnnd  (So-  3)  Bill 

(Mr,  Courtney,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  t 

Mr,  Jackson) 

0.  Resolution  in  Committee  June  25 
Resolution   reported,   and   agreed    to ;    Bill 
ordered  June  28, 1673 

Constabulary  Force  ( England  and  IVales) 

— The  First  Report  of  the  CommiS" 

sioners  in  1839 

Question,  Mr.  Stanley    Leighton;    Answer, 

The  Under  Secretsry  of  State  for  the  Home 

Department  (Mr.  S tnart-Wonley )JuiM  19, 

586 

Contagious    JJtiseases    {Animals)    Acts^» 
Importation  of  Dutch  Cattle  and  Sh$ep 
Question,  Mr.  Montagu  ;  Answer,  Viscount 
Lewisham  June  29, 1713 
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Conway,  Mr.  M.,  Leitrim,  N, 

Ireland  —  Irish  I.nnd  Commission — Judicial 
Rents — Sab-Commissionert  at  Manor- 
bamiUon,  814,  815 
Land  Law  Act,  1881— Case  of  <*Owen 
Wynne.  Landlord,  t^.  James  M*Keown," 
Manorhamilton,  1288 ; — "  Sarah  Maguire 
V.  Owen  Wynne/'  Manorhamilton,  1289 


(INDEX}  COR  COX 

Com  Betums  Bill 

{Mr.  Jasper  More,  Mr,   Charles   Gray,   Colonel 

Comwallis  West) 
e.  BUI  withdrawn  •  JuM  18  [Bill  177] 


CoNYBEARB,  Mr.  C.  A.  V.,    ComwaU, 

Camborne 
Admiralty  —  Defonpori  Dockyard  —  Pay  of 
Labourers,  1139 

Her  Majesty's  Birthday  and   Coronation 
Day  at  the  Dockyards,  1138 
Brixton  Park,  Consid.  el,  15,  1640 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2),2R.936;  8R.  1421 
Criminal  Law — Release  of  Albert  Travis,  Coo- 

Ticted  of  Murder,  104 
Customs   House  —  Statistical    Department — 

Special  Pay  of  Writers,  815 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  Comm.  el,  S,  376,  379 
Indian  Budget,  993 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887  —  Employment  of  ConTict 
Prisoners,  975  ;  —  Imprisonment  of 
Members,  1147  ; — Secret  Inquiry  at  Fal- 
carragh,  Co.  Donegal,  240 

Magistracy— Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M.  994 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment, 

Lords*  Amendts.  Consid.  940 
Local    GoTcrnment    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el,  2,  184,  190,  199 ;  Amendt.  210, 

211,  213,  216,  221,  222,  223;  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  ib,  225  ;  Amendt.  316  ; 

el  3,  Amendt.  463.  465,  469,  472,  473,  486, 

488,  489,  494,  495,  498,  600,  501  ;  el,  6, 

518,  519  ;  el.  7,  619  j  el.  8,  650,  663,  1042, 

1048,   1055,   1068:    Amendt.  1574,    1575, 

1577  ;  el,  9,  1626, 1627 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  937 
Merchant  Shipping  (Life  Saving  Appl^aiices), 

2R.  1672 
Navy— Seamen  of  H.M.S.  "  Ajia  "—Payment 

of  Wages,  1144 
Navy  Estimates — Victualling  and  Clothing  for 

the  Navy,  Amendt.  932,  934,  935 
Parliament — Adjournment,  1254 
Poor   Law   (England    and    Wales)— Medway 

Union  Workhouse — Case  of  Thomas  Ward, 

107 
Sugar  Bounties — The  Negotiations,  806 
Supply,  Report,  1261,  1252 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1251 

CooKE,  Mr.  C.  W.  R.,  Newington^  W, 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el.  5,  5 ;  el.  6, 

20;  cl,  7,  27,  28;  el,  8,  54;  Coniid.  cM, 

cl,  721,728,744 
Local    GoTernment   (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el,  2, 176 
Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Consid.  add.  el,  778 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Act 

(1877)  Amendment,  Comm.  937 

Copyliold  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Ualdane) 
c.  Head  1»  •  June  14  [Bill  298] 


Coroners  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chaticellor) 
I  Committee  June  22,  956  (No.  86) 

Coroners'  Elections  Bill 

{Mr.  Wootton  Isaacson,  Mr.  Oourley^  Mr,  Am^ 

brosSf  Colonel  Hug hei) 
e.  2R.  deferred  June  25, 1252  [Bill  178] 

CossHAM,  Mr.  n.,  Bristol,  E, 
Local    GoTcmment    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el.  2,  220;  el,  8,  483,  497,  498; 

el.  9,  1624 
Vaccination  Acts — Convictions  at  Bath,  973 

Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D.,  Cheshire,  Wirrat 
Local    Government   (England    and    Wales )» 
Comm.  el.  7,  541 

Connty  Conrts  Ireland  Bill 

{Mr,  T,  M.  Oealy,  Mr,  Clancy,  Mr,  Chance, 
Mr,  Maurice  Bealy) 
e,  2R.  deferred  June  26,  1419  [Bill  166] 

CoiTBTNEY,    Mr.  L.    n.    (Chairman  of 
Committees  of  Ways  and  Means  and 

Deputy  Speaker),  Cornwall,  Bodmin 
ktmj  Estimates— Ordnance  Factories,  916 

Warlike  and  other  Stores,  889 
Brixton  Park,  Consid.  el.  15,  1628, 1538 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  Comm.  cl,  2,  369 
Distress  for  Rent  (Dublin),  Comm.  el.  5,  778 
Enniskillen,   Bundoran,    and    Sligo    BLailwaj 

[Repayment  of  Deposit],  237 
Libel    Law    Amendment,    Comm.  el^   5,   7; 
el.  10,  56,  57 ;  add,  el.  62  ;  Consid.  742, 
754 ;  el.  4,  763 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el.  2, 173,  176,  187,  188,  194,  221, 
222,  223,  225 ;  el,  3,  468,  469,   485,  486, 
488,  489,  493,  501 ;  d,  5,  508,  509  ;  el,  6, 
513,  515,  519  ;  el,   7,  546,  547,  562,  592, 
612;   el,  8,  647,   663,  659.    1018,    1031; 
c^  9,  1616,  1644  ;  d,  18,  1666 ;  el.  16,  1791 
Kavj  Estimates— Victualling  and  Clothing  for 

the  Navy,  923,  926,  935 
Oaths,  Oomm.  el,  1,  73,  74 
Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Comm.  el,  7,  71 
South  Staffordshire  Water,  Motion  for  an  In- 
struction to  the  Committee,  418 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1261 

CowFEB,  Earl 

Coroners,  Comm.  el,  1, 957 

Cox,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Clare,  E. 

Ireland — Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887 — 
Employment  of  Convict  Prisoners,  975  ; 
— Ennis  Meeting — Remarks  of  County 
Court  Judge  Kelly,  980, 1134 
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Cox,  Mr.  J.  K,'—cotU, 

Poor  Law — Dismiisal  of  Mr.  P.  honghrj, 

Tulla  Union,  444.  800,  802,  1122 
Rojal    Irish   Constabularj — Dismissal    of 
Constable  Deans,  90 ; — Dietriot  laspeotor 
Tilly,  974 
Thames  Embankment— Subway  from    Palaoe 
Yard,  441 

Orakbobne,  Viscount,  Zaneashire,  N.JS,, 
Dartom 

Local  GoTemment  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el,  2,  179,  180,  186 ;  cl,  7,  646 ; 
cl.  15,  1740 

Obanbbook,  Yisoount  (Lord  President 
of  the  Council) 
Parliament — E?ideiM6   before    Select    Com- 
mittees, 1262 

C&AWFOBD,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark^  N.B. 

Coal   Mines^-Collierj    Aooident   at    Udston, 

Lanarkshire,  106 
Local    GoTcrnment   (England    and     Wales), 

Conim.  el,  2,  287,  289 

Cbawfobd,  Mr.  W.,  J)urham,  Mid 

Coal  Mines — Explosions — Evidence  before  the 
Coroner's  Juries — St.  Helen's  Explotion,  109 

Cbembb,  Mr.  W.  B.,  8har$d%ioh^  Hag- 

g&reton 
Local    GoTemmeot    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  d,  2, 184,  190 
Local    GoTemment    (England    and    Wales), 

Clause   120,  Sab-seetion    2— Main    Roads 

(Metropolis),  1273 
NaT/  Estimates^ Victualling  and  Clothing  for 

the  Na?7,  922,  923 
War  OflUce  (Contracts) —Army  Aooontrements, 

1273, 1274 

Cbilly,  Mr.  D.,  Miasfo^  N, 

Inland  ReTenne— English-grown  Tobaoco,  082 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and   Procedure  Aot, 
1887— Arrests  at  Corass,  Kantork,  690 

Cboss,  Viscount  (Secretary  of  State  for 

India) 
Education— Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 

— Premature  Publication,  1612 
India — Hindoo  Biarriage  Law— Rukhmabai's 

Case,  942 
Trade  of  India  and  the  Colonies,  Motion  for  a 

Return,  789- 

Obosslbt,  Mr.  E.,  York,  JF.R,,  Sowerby 

Navy — ^Photographic  Charting  of  the  UeaTens, 
820 

Obossman,  Major  General  Sir  W.,  PoriS' 

mouth 
Army  Estimates — Warlike  and  other  Stores, 

893 
Civil  Servants — Examinations  for  First-Class 

Civil  Service  Clerkships,  796 
Greenwich  Hospital — Appropriation  of  Funds, 

824 


Customs 
Board   of  —  The    Seerelary   and   Surveyor 

^«n«rtf 2,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

(Mr.  Goschen)  June  28,  1669 
Customs  ffouse^  The  StatisltieaX  Depaxtment-^ 

Special   Pay   of   Writers t    Question,   Mr. 
*    Conybeare;  Answer,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell 

(A  Lord  of  the  Treasury)  June  21,  816 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1888 — 

Remission  of  Stamp  Penalties 
Questions,  Mr.  Whitley  ;  Answers,  The  Chan, 
oellor  of   the   Exchequer   (Mr.   Goschen) 
June  26,  1124;  June  28,  1666 

Customs  (Wine  Duly)  BiU 

{Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Stehequer, 

Mr»  Jackson) 

c.  Read  2«,  after  debate  June  14,  127  [Bill  293] 

Ckmimittee—  r.p.  June  16,  367 

Committee ;  Report  June  18,  666 

Considered  *  June  19 

Read  3*"  June  21,  828 
I.  Read  1«  •  ( F.  Cross)  June  21         (No.  169) 

Read  2*  * ;  Committee  negatived  June  22 

Read  8*  *  June  26 

Royal  Assent /mim  28      [61*62   FtVl.  c.  14] 

Dalbtmfle,  Sir  C,  Ipswich 
Ecclesiastical   Assessments  (Sootland),    Res. 
689,  690 

Dablxng,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Deptford 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  domm.  el,  6,  7  ;  el,  6, 
Amendt.  44,  61  ;  el,  10,66,  67 ;  add,  el,  68  ; 
Consid.  add.  el,  734,  764,  768 

DAYENPOBTyMr.H.T.,  Staffordshire,  Leek 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  cl.  2,  209 ;  cL  16, 1760 

Db  La  Wabb,  Earl 

Malta — New  Constitution,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 969,  961 

DsmcAir,  Lord 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland)  Act,  1874,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Select  Committee,  963 

Debby,  Earl  of 
Coroners,  Comm.  el.  1,  968 

De  Wobms,  Baron  H.  fUnder  Secretary 

of  State  for  the  Colonies),   XtW- 

pool.  East  Toxteth 
Africa  (South)— Amandebele  Country,  428 

Zululand,  1666,  1667 
Africa  (West  Coast)-^Ad ministration  of  Jus« 

tioe  at  Sierra  Leone— Execution  of  Natives, 

810 
Australian    Colonies  —  Chinese    Immigrants, 

264,  464 
Australia  (Western)— Governor  Broome  and 

Chief  Justice  Onslow,  803 
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Db  ^yoBM8,  Baron  H. — eant, 

British  Goiana— Medical  Inspector  of  Estatei 
Hospital,  434 
SiWer  Correnoy,  107 
Sogar  Bounties — Decision  of  the  Gonference, 

828 
Sugar  Manufiustare — New  Zealand,  1561 
Vonesnela — Reduction  of  Trade,  445 

DiLLOK,  Mr.  J.,  Maf/0,  E. 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887~Section  1— SUte  of  Dublin  Co. 
lis,  114 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  at  Loughrea,  Vifiy 
257 

DiLLWTK,  Mr.  L.  L.|  Swantea,  Town 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el,  15, 1751 

DiMSDALE,  Baron  B.,  JSitrts,  Hitehin 
Colonial  Govemment  Securities,  Res.  677 
Local     Government    (England    and    Wales], 
Comm.  cL  3,   Amendt.  601,  502;    c/.   4, 
Ameudt.  506  ;  cl.  15,  Amendt.  1746 

Liplomatie  and  Comular    8§rviee9 — The 
Engluh  Consul  at  JjaceiOf  Coniea 
Question,  Dr.  Tanner;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  June  18,  446 

Distress  for  Aent  (Dablin)  Bill 

(Mr,  Murphy,  Mr,  Jehmton,  Mr,  Dwyer  Oray, 
Mr,  T,  L,  SuUivan,  Captain  M'Calmont,  Mr, 
T,  Harrington) 

e.  Committee  ;  Report  June  20,  778      [Bill  159] 

Considered*  ;  read  8*  June  21 
/.  Read  1*«(L.  HerecheU)  June  22        (No.  171) 

Read2«*/tfff0  26 

Dixon,  Mr.  O.,  Birmingham,  Edghastan 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el,  3,  503 

Dixok-Habtlakd,  Mr.  F.  D.^  Middlesex, 

Uxhridge 
WarOfflce~5th  BatUlion  Royal  Fusiliers- 
Major  Roe,  1548 

DoBiNGTON,  8ir  J.E.,  Oloueeeter,  TewkeS' 

hury 
Local    GoTomment    (England   and    Wales), 

Comm.  el,  3,  484  ;  cl,  6,  513,  516 ;  el,  15, 

Amendt.  1668,  1730,  1736 
Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Comm.  c^  4,  Amende.  69 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Bill 

(Mr,  Jaekim,  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 

e.  Read  2^  •  June  15  [Bill  277] 

Report  *  June  25 

Read  S*"  *  June  26 
.  Read  1*  *  {M.  Salisbury)  June  26       (No.  179) 

Read  2*  *  June  29 


Dotp,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Banffshire 

Kavy  Estimates — Victaallinf  and  Clothing  fer 
the  NaT/,  925,  926 

DuoDALB,  Mr.  J.  S.y  Warwieishire,  iiTiflh 

eaton 
Local     GoTcmmont    (England     and    Wales), 

Comm.  el,  2,  265  ;  el.  8,  Amendt.  463,  464, 

465 
Reformatory  SchooU  Aot(1866)  AnMndassBt, 

Comm.  el,  3,  63,  65,    66,  68  ;  eL  4,  69,  70; 

el,  7,  71,  72 ;  Consid.   eutd.  cL  777 ;  €i  4, 

Amendt.  778 

DxJifOAN,  Colonel  F.,  I^nsiury^  Sblhom 
Armj — Preliminarj  Examinations— Error  ia 

Examination  Papers,  1377 
Army  Estimates — Warlike  and  other  Stoies, 

863 
Local  Government  (England   and    Wales)— 

School  Board  for  London — Transfer  to  ths 

London  Countj  Conneily  248 

DtmRAYBN,  Earl  of 

Uoase  of  Lords  (Life  Peers),  IR.  407,  408 

Dtkb,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.    (Vi66 
Prosident   of    the    Oomxnittoe    of 
(Dounoil  on  Education),  Kent,  DerU 
ford 
Edacation  Department  (England  and  Wales)— 
Questions 
Nottingham  School  Board,  1126 
Unifersities  and  Colleges — Finanoiai  Con- 
dition, 1668 
Withholding     Grants      from     Voloniary 
Schools,  424 
London    School    Board  —  Amalgamation   of 

Boroughs,  816 
Pharmacj^Accidentai  Poisoning  at   Lewis- 
ham,  1544 

Ebrinoton,  Viscount,  Devon,  Tavistoek 
Local    Government   (England    and     Wales), 

Oomm.  el,  8,  1013  ;  d,  15, 1749,  1755,  1772 
War  Office  (Auxiliary  Forees) — Yeomanry— 

LimtUtion  of  Age,  118 

Eduoation  DsPABTMsirr  (England  and 
Wales)  {^tesiians) 

London  School  Board  —  AmalgamatioH  of 
BoroughSt  Question,  Mr.  Lawson  ;  Answer, 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Connoil  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  June  21,  810 

Nottingham  School  Board,  Question,  Mr. 
Broadharst;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
of  the  Conncil  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke) 
/ttfitf25, 1126 

Royal  Commisnenon  Edueation — The  Report'-' 
Fremature  Diseloture,  Observations,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  ( Visoonnt  Gross) 
June  28,  1512;  Questions,  Mr.  Mondella, 
Mr.  Picton,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot,  Mr.  lUing- 
worth ;  Answers,  The  SecreUry  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
June  28,  1571 

Universities  and  Colleges —Financial  Con^ 
dition.  Question,  Sir  John  Lubbock;  An* 
swer.   The   Chancellor  of  the   Eicheqner 
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Eduoatioit  DiPARTicvvT  {England  and  Walet)^" 
cont. 

(Mr.  Gotohen)  June  18,  430  ;  Question,  Sir 
Henrj  Rosooe ;  Answer,  The  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Connoil  (Sir  WiUiam  Hart  Djke) 
June  28, 1563 
Withholding  Grants  from  Voluntary  Schools, 
Question,  Sir  Charles  Palmer;  Answer, 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  June  18,  423 

EoEBTON,  Hon.  A.  de  T.,  Ch$8hir$, 
Knutsford 

Criminal  Law — Release  of  Albert  TraTis,  Con- 
victed of  Murder,  103 

Housing  of  the  Working  Class— Coster- 
mongers'  Dwellings — St.  Luke's,  94 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works — Blackwall  Tun- 
nel, 243  ;— Isle  of  Dogs— Rain  Floods,  1719 

EaYPT 

Mission  of  Muhhtar  Pasha,  Question,  Mr. 
Legh;  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretarj  of 
Stato  for  Foreign  AflTairs  (Sir  James  For- 
gusson)  June  18,  437 

Railway  between  Wady  Haifa  and  Sarras, 
Question,  Sir  Edward  Watkin ;  Answer, 
The  SeoreUrj  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  June  14,  109 

Electric  Lighting  Act  (1883)  Amendment 

Bill  [H.L.]  (Mr.  MundeUa) 

e.  Considered  * ;  read  3*  June  14      [Bill  233] 
I,  Royal  Assent  June  28  [51  <b  62  Viet.  o.  12] 

Elementary  Education  ProviBional  Order 
Conflrmation  (Birmingham)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{I%e  Lord  Prssidtnt) 

t.  Committee  *  ;  June  18  (No.  101) 

Report  *  June  19  (No.  160) 

Read  3"  ^  June  21 

e.  Read  1«  •  June  22  [Bill  304] 

Read  2»  *  Juns  27 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  B.  D.,  Roxhurgh 

Eoclestastical   Assessments   (Scotland),  Res. 

690,  712 
Scottish  Salmon  Fisheries,  819 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham^  Ruaheliffe 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2),  3R.  1428 
Ireland — Magistracy  —  Countj  Court  Judges, 
1718 ;— Resident  Magistrates,  1717, 1718 
Royal    Irish    Constabulary  —  Interference 
with  NewsTendors  at  Cork,  109 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887,  Res.  1332,  1361 

Ellis,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Merionethshire 

Agricultural  Tenantry  (Wales),  Res.  1792, 
1834, 1839 

Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887  —  ConTictions  at  Killeagh  for  Con- 
spiracy, 987 

Local  QoTemment  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el,  2,  Amendt.  193,  194,  195  ;  el,  7, 
Aroendt.  524,  547,  592  ;  el,  8,  Amendt. 
103J,  1033,  1045 

Parliament — Bosiness  of  the  House,  1574 


Elphinstonb,  Lord 

Defences  of  the  Empire— Fortified  Ports- 
Entry  of  Foreign  Ships  of  War  and  Trans- 
ports,  787 

Imperial  Defence — Organisation  of  our  Na?al 
and  Military  System— Possibility  of  Inva- 
sion. Res.  1710 

Employers*  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Mr,  Byrne,  Mr,  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Mr,  W,  A,  MacdonaU,  Mr. 
Chanest  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Se»ton) 

e,  BUI  withdrawn  •  June  25  [Bill  26] 

Empli^ers*  Liability  for  Injuries  to 
Workmen  Bill 

{Mr,  Seeretary  Matthsws,  Mr,  Attorney  General, 

Mr,  Sitehie,  Mr,  Fortsood) 

c.  Mof  ed,  *<  That  the  Order  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  said  Bill  be  discharged,  and 
that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Law,  Ac.'*  {Mr,  Stuart* 
Wbrtley)  June  14,  226  ;  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to  [BiU  146] 

EnniskiUen,  Bundoran,  and  Sligo  Railway 

Bill  [Repayment  of  Deposit'] 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  June  13,  2 

Moved,  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
repayment  of  the  sum  of  Three  thousand 
two  hundred  and  se?enty-fiTe  pounds  Throe 
pounds  per  Centum  Consolidated  Annuities, 
being  the  sum  deposited  in  respect  of  the 
application  to  Parliament  for  *The  Ennis- 
killen,  Bundoran,  and  Sligo  Railway  (Done- 
gal Extension)  and  Enniskillen  and  Bundo- 
ran Extension  Railway  (Abandonment)  Act, 
1870,'  which  in  pursuance  of  section  thirty- 
six  of  that  Act  is  now  forfeited,  together 
with  any  interest  or  dividends  thereon  ;  " 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Resolution  reported  June  14,  229 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution ; "  Debate 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  June  Iff,  236 :  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Enniskillen,  Bundoran, 
and  Sligo  Railway  Bill,  that  they  have 
power  to  make  provision  therein  pursuant 
to  the  said  Resolution 

Esmonds,  Sir  T.  O.  H.,  Dublin  Co.,  8. 

Admiralty-^  H.M.S.  "  Belleisle,"  436 
Ireland— Questions 

Law  and  Justice—*'  Smythet/.  Madden  and 

Currey,"  98 
Parliamentary  Franchise — Disqualification 
of  Voters  by  Medical  Relief,  1354  ;— 
South- West  Division  of  Dublin^- Revision  * 
Courts,  1354 
Royal     Irish    Constabulary  ^  Constable 
Curry,  1554 
Post  OflBce— Letters  of  Irish  Members,  1568 

EssLBMONT,  Mr.  P.,  Aberdeenshire,  E. 
Church  of  Scotland,  Res.  1068 
National  Debt  (SupplemenUl),  3R.  262 
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Evans,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Southampton 
Colonial  GoTernment  Secarities,  Ret.  079 

Excise  Duttet  {Local  Furpoiu)  Bill 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Hartley  ;  Aoswer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosoben) 
Jane  14,  124  ;  Question,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay- 
Shattleworth ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Looal  GoTemment  Board  (Mr.  Ritohle) 
June  26«  1370 

Factory  and    Worhhope  Aet — Vaeaneiee 
in  the  Staff  of  Inspectori 
Question,  Mr.  Broadhurtt ;  Answer,  The  He- 
oretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  June  18,  489 

Factory  and   Workshops    Act    (1878) 
Amondment  (Scotland)  Bill 

( V,  OoTdon,  E,  Aberdeen) 
I.  Committee  June  26. 1265  (No.  7«) 

Fabquharbon,  Dr.  B.,  Aberdeenshire^  W, 
British  Goiana — Medioal  Inspector  of  Estates 

Hospital,  434 
Parliament— Bnslness  of  the  House,  405 
Rules  and  Orders  of  this  House— DiTisions, 
1728 
Pharmaoy — Aocidental  Poisoning    at    Lewis- 
ham,  1544 

Frllowbs,  Hon.  A.  E.j  Jlitntingdonshirif 

Ramsey 
Local    Gofemment    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el.  8,  Amendt.  1040 

Fbnwiok,    Mr.     0.,      Northumherlandj 
Wansleek 
Coal    Mines,   Ao.    Regulation    Aot,   1887  — 

Special  Rules,  110 
Local    Gofernment   (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el.  2,  168 
Post  OflQce  (Central  Telegraph  Oflloe)— Pay- 
ment of  Salaries,  HI 

Ferottsoit,  Mr.  B.  O.  Munro,  Leith^  ^c. 
Turkey   (Asiatic    Provinces)— A ttaok    on    a 
British  Subject  at  Aleppo,  983 

Fergusson,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  (Under 

Secretary    of    State    for  Foreign 

Affairs),  Manchester^  N.E, 
Abyssinia — Mr.  Portal's  Mission,  445 

Rumoured  Russian  Aggression,  445 
Africa  (Central) — Consul  Johnston,  of  Opobo, 

1288 
America— North   American   Fisheries  —  Seal 

Fishing  In  Bebring  Sea,  421 
Church  of  Scotland,  Res.  1096 
Diploroatio  and   Consular  Seryices— English 

Consul  at  Ajaccio,  Corsica,  447 
Ecclesiastical    Assessments  (Scotland),    Res. 

Amendt.  707 
Egypt— Mission  of  Mukhtar  Pasha,  487 
Sugar  Bounties — Questions 

Conference — The   Papers,  807  ;  —  United 
States  GoYcrnment,  1119 

^conf« 


FiBoussoir,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.— mm^. 

Negotiations,  806 

Proteetife  Duties  of  Foreign  Coan tries, 
1119 
Switserland — English  Doctors,  588 
Turkey    (Asiatic     Provinoes)— Armenia — Ar- 
rests, 1267 
Attack  on  a  British  Subject  at  Aleppo,  988 
Western  Pacific — Expulsion  of  tbo  Rot.  John 
Jones  from  Mah6, 441 

FiVSBSHAH»  Earl  of 
Coroners,  Comm,  eh  I,  958 

Field,  Admiral  E.,  Stusex^  ^asihoume 
Admiralty — Torpedo  Net  Defence  Oommittee 
— Experiments,  818 

FiELDEN,  Mr.  T.,  Lancashire,  8.E,,  MU- 
Melon 

Law  and  Justice— Courts  of  Sammary  Juris- 
diction— Prisoners  awaiting  Trial,  1566 

Police  Courts  (Metropolis)  —  Accommodation 
for  Prisoners  awaiting  Trial,  585 

m 

FnTLAT,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Invemasa,  ^e. 

Post  OflQce— OouTeyanoe  of  Hails-^North  of 
Scotland,  430 

FiNTTOAini,  Mr.  J.,  Limenck^  S. 

Iroliind^-Crime  and  Outrage — Roman  Oatho- 
lie  Church  of  Boher,  Q^,  Limerick,  811 

Firth,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,  Dundee 
Ecolesiastioal    Assesimsntt  (Sootlaad)^  Ros. 

687 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Consid.  add.  eL  744, 

757 
Local    Goremment    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el,  2,  187, 188, 218  ;  ei.  B,  465,  499, 

500,  501  :    cl    4,  505 ;   el.  7,   536.   619 ; 

Amende  622;  el.  8,  Amendt.  1045.  1046; 

el.  9, 1634 
United  Telephone  Company,  3R.  415 

FzteOerald,  Lord 

Local    Bankruptcy   (Ireland),   Comm.   d.    4, 
Amendt.  966 

Flynw,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Cork,  N. 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  Comm.  el.  8,  879 
Ireland — Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Aot«  1887— 
Admission   to    Bail,    805  ; — Arrest   at 
Curass,  Kantnrk,  589, 690,  814 
Law  and  Justice — Arrests    at   Longhrea, 

799 
Magistracy — Complaint  against    Rcaidenl 

Magistrates,  1268 

Royal  Irish  (Constabulary — Instruetion  as 

to   Admission  of   the  Public   to  Court 

Houses,  1267,  1268 ;— Interference  with 

NewsTcndors  at  Cork,  108, 577, 578,  579 

Lreland— Criminal  Law  and  Procedure   Act, 

1887,  Res.  1200 

Foreign  Affairs — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Sali8bi7RT|  Marquess  of) 
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FoEBiGN  Apfairs — ^Uiider  Secretary  of 
State  (iee  Febousson,  Eight  Hon. 
Sir  J.) 

FoBTESOUB,  Earl 

Open  Spaces  (Metropolis) — The  Law  Courts 
Site;  Westmioster  Abbey  (Parliament 
Square) ;  The  British  Museam,  78, 81 

FoBWOoD,  Mr.  A.  B.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Lancashire,  OrmtJtirk 
Admiralty — Channel  Fleet — Belfast  Lough — 

Anchorage  in  Bangor  Bay,  1542 
Navy  Estimates^Victnalling  and  Clothing  for 
the  Navy,  936,  938,  939,  934 

FosTBB,  Sir  B.  W.,  Derhy,  Ilkeston 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  Comm.  el,  3,  380 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  ch  2,  319,  377,  386  ;  el.  8,  1058 

FowLEB,    Eight  Hon.  H.  H.,   Woher- 
hampton^  E. 
Army  Estimates — Ordnance  Factories,  Motion 
for  reporting  Progress,  900,  901,  903, 
907,909,910,914,016 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  855 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3),  3EI.  1433 
Ireland — Criminal    Law  and   Procedure   Act, 
1887 — Secret  Inquiry  at  Faloarragfa,  Co. 
Donegal,  240 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  7, 43 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  cl,  3,  363,  396;  eh  3,  465,  474,  478, 
493,  503,  503  ;  el,  5,  Amendt.  507  ;  el,  7, 
538,  503 ;   el,  8,  630,  644 ;  el.  15,   1744, 
1764,  1765,  1767. 1770, 1771 
Parliament^  House     of   Commoni — Reading 
Room,  118 

FowLEB,  Sir  E.  N.,  London 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3),  3R.  1431 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  Comm.  el,  3,  373;  c/.3, 

376  ;  add,  el,  561 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Consid.  eidd,  el.  748 
Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Comm.  el,  3, 68 

Fox,  Dr.  J.  F.,  KingU  Co.,  TuUamore 
Ireland— Land    Law    Act,    1881— Edenderry 
Union— Fair  Rents,  1137 

Fby,  Mr.  T.,  Darlington 

Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.c2.  9,  1614,  1616 

FuLLBB,  Mr.  G.  p.,  WiUe,  JTesthury 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el,  8,  654 ;  el,  15,  1763  ;  Amendt. 
1764 

Galloway,  Earl  of 

Universities  (Scotland),  Report  of  Amendts. 
el,  3,  566 

Gabdxeb,  Mr.  H.,  Fssex,  Saffron  Walden 
Local    Government   (England     and     Wales), 
Comm.  el.  8, 1044 


Oas  and  Water  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

{Sir  Miehael  Siekt^Beaeh,  Mr,  Jackson) 

e.  Considered  •  June  13  [Bill  347] 

Read3<»*  JtfiM  14 

1,  Read  1*  •  ( fi.  Onslow)  June  15      (No.  156) 
Read  3''  *  June  38 

Ghts  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  1)  Bill 

(Sir  Miehael  Hieks*B$aeh,  Mr.  Jaekton) 

e.  Considered  •  June  35  [Bill  344] 

Read  3'*  *  June  26 

2.  Read  1«  •  (B,  Onslow)  June  36       (No.  180) 
Read  3*  *  June  29 

Oas  Provisional  Orders  OITo*  2)  Bill 

(^t>  Miehael  Siekt'Beaeh,  Mr,  Jaekton) 

e.  Read  3*  •  June  13  [Bill  345] 

L  Read  1«*  (/?.  Onalow)June  14      (No.  148) 
Read  3«  *  June  33 

Gathobitb-Habdy,  Hon.  A.  E.>  Sussex, 
East  Qrinstead 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el.  8, 1013 

Gathobne-Habdy,  Hon.    J.    S.,  Kent, 

Medway 
Local    Government    (England    and     Wales), 
Comm.  el.  3,  Amendt.  170, 173 

Gedge,  Mr.  S.,  Stockport 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)   Act, 

1887,  Res.  1339 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  add,  el,  57 

Gbbicany 
Lords 

Sis  Imperial  Majeety  the  Late  German  Em- 
peror, Notice  of  Motion,  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter and  Secretary  of  Scate  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(The  Marquess  of  Salisbary^  June  15,  332 

Moved,  '*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  to  express  the  deep  sorrow 
of  this  House  at  the  great  loss  which  Her 
Majesty  has  sustained  by  the  death  of  His 
Imperial  Majesty  Frederick,  (German  Em- 
peror, King  of  Pmssia,  and  to  condole  with 
Her  Majesty  on  this  melancholy  occasion 

To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  will 
ever  feel  the  warmest  interest  in  whatever 
concerns  Her  Majesty's  domestic  relations, 
and  to  declare  the  ardent  wishes  of  this 
House  for  the  happiness  of  Her  Majesty  and 
of  Her  family  "  ( The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
June  18,  383 ;  on  Question,  agreed  to, 
nemine  dissentiente 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  white  Staves 

Moved  to  resolve,  '*  That  this  House  do  con- 
dole with  Her  Imperial  ACajesty  Victoria, 
German  Empress,  Queen  of  Prussia,  Prin- 
cess Royal  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  on 
the  great  loss  which  she  has  sustained  by  the 
death  of  Ills  Imperial  Msjesty  "  (The  Mar* 
quest  of  Salitbury) ;  on  Question,  agreed  to, 
nemine  dissentiente 

Ordered,  that  a  message  of  condolence  be  sent 
to  Her  Imperial  Majesty,  and  that  the  Lord 
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Cbaooellor  do  oommnnicjite  the  said  mes- 
M^  to  Her  Majesty's  AmlwsBador  at  Berlin, 
with  a  request  that  he  will  attend  the  Em- 
press Victoria  for  the  purpose  of  conToying 
It  to  Her  Imperial  Majesty 

Moved  to  resolve,  "  That  this  Hoose  desire  to 
express,  their  profonnd  sympathy  with  the 
Imperial  and  Royal  Family  and  with  the 
Government  and  people  of  Germany  "  (  The 
Manputt  of  Saliilmry) ;  on  Question,  agreed 
to,  nemine  dissentiente 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  of  Con- 
dolence reported  June  26, 1108 

ComcoNB 

Mealth  of  E%9  Imperial  Majeity  Frederick 
fTt^^iam,  Question,  Mr.  Iloworth;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith):  Observations,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 
June  14, 128 

Death  of  Sit  Imperial  Majetty,  Observations, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),    Sir  William    Haroourt   June    10, 

257 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Mftjesty,  to  express  the  deep  conoern 
and  sorrow  of  this  House  at  the  great  loss 
which  Iler  Majesty  has  sustained  by  the 
death  of  His  Imperial  Majesty  Frederick 
William,  German  Emperor,  King  of  Prussia, 
and  to  condole  with  Her  Majesty  on  this 
melancholy  occasion,  and  to  pray  Her  Ma- 
jesty that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to 
express  to  His  Majesty,  the  present  Emperor, 
the  profound  sympathy  of  Ibis  House  with 
the  Imperial  and  Royal  Family,  and  with 
the  Government  and  People  of  Germany. 
To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  will 
ever  feel  the  warmest  interest  in  whatever 
concerns  Iler  Majesty's  domestic  relations, 
and  to  declare  the  ardent  wishes  of  this 
Hoose  for  the  happiness  of  Her  Majesty  and 
of  Her  Family.  That  the  said  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty  by  such  Members 
of  this  House  as  are  of  Her  fiCajesty's  Privy 
Council.  That  this  Hoose  doth  condole 
with  Her  Imperial  Majesty  Victoria,  German 
Empress,  Queen  of  Prussia,  Priooeas  Royal 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  on  the  g^eat 
loss  which  she  has  sustained  by  the  death  of 
His  Imperial  Majesty.  That  a  Message  of 
Condolence  be  sent  to  Her  Imperial  Ma- 
jesty, and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do oommunioate 
the  said  Message  to  Her  Majesty's  Ambas- 
sador at  Berlin,  with  a  request  that  he  will 
attend  the  Empress  Victoria  for  the  purpose 
of  conveying  it  to  Her  Imperial  Majesty  " 
{Mr.  W.  E.  Smith)  June  18,  457;  alter 
short  debate,  Address  agreed  to 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 
/Mn#  25,  1112 


GiLHOOLYy  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  W. 

Ireland — Questions 

Arms  Act — Mr.  W.  Cotter— Refusal  to 

Licence,  89 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887 — 

Admission  to  Bail,  804,  805 
Irish  Land   Commission — Application   for 

Fair  Rents  in  Bantry  District,  683, 584 


Gladstone,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.,  JSftii* 

hurgh,  Hid  Lothian 
Channel  Tunnel  (Experimental  Worka),  2R. 

1435,  1448,  1454 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  2R.  140,  142 
German   Emperor,   Death  of.  Motion  for  ao 

Address,  459 
Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Proooduro   Act, 
1887— Qaettiona 
905 
Evidenoe  on  Chargea  of  Conspiraoj,  M, 

96 :— Thomas  Barry,  429 
Imprisonment  of  Mr.  Dillon,  M.P.  825, 
826, 1120 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Prooedure  Aet, 
1887,  Res.  1170,   1171,  1307,   1312,  1314, 
1325,  1330,  1336.  1337,  1370,    1372,  1378» 
1374,  1375, 1376,  1377 
Ireland— Magistracy — Messrs.  Gardiner  and 
Redmond,   R.M.,    Castlemartyr,    Penonal 
Explanation,  790 
Local    Government    (England    and    Walea), 
Comni.  eL  2,  281 ;  el.  10, 1657 

Gh)LD8W0BTHY,  General  W.  T.,  Hammer' 
smith 
Army  Estimates — Warlike  and  other  Stores, 
884 


Gt>BBTy  Sir  J.  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India),  Chatham 

C«yloa — Gold  Discoveries,  1712 

Civil   Service— Registration  of  Retired   Civil 

Servants,  1547 
East  India  (Contagious  Diseases  Aots),  1727 
East  India  (Mr.  William  Tayler,  of  Patna). 

Res.  338,  340,341,360,  456, 1284,  1717 
India — Questions 

Aden  Harbour  Trust,  982 

Circular  No.  5,  Issued  by  the  Inspector 

General  of  Police,  Bengal,  809 
Frontier  Defenoes — Rumoured  Loan,  98 
Irrawaddy  Flotilla  Company,  802. 1126 
Mr.  J.  T.  Fernandei,  Civil  Engineer,  443 
Sikkim  Ezpedition-i-Military  Operations- 
Deaths  of  Colonel  Battye  and  Captain 
Urmston,  1546 
Uncovenanted  Civil  Service— Furloughs, 

426  :— Pension  Rules,  427,  1716 
Water  Supply  at  Rawul  Pindi,  1132 
Peru  and  Chili— Peruvian  Bondholders,  253 
Trade  and  Commerce — British  and  Foreign 

Ministries  of  Commerof,  1120 
United  States— Shipping  Charges— Declara- 
tion Fee,  119 
Yenesuela— Duties  ad  Valorem,  120 

Gh>scHEN,  Bt.  Hon.  G.  J.  (Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer),  St.  OeorgeUf  Haiu 
over  Square 

Army  Estimates- Ordnance  Factories,  913, 
914,  916,  917 

Chelsea  Hospital — George  Williams,  a  Pen- 
sioner, 1125 

Civil  Service— Registration  of  Retired  Civil 
Servants,  1647 

Colonial  Government  Securities,  Res.  672» 
683 
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GotOHBV,  Right  Hon.  O.  J. — cant, 

Criininal  Law  and  Prooedore   (Ireland)  Aet, 
1887.  Ret.  1169.  1170,   1171,  1177,1178, 
1179,  1180, 1182, 1101, 1836,  1337 
Customs  and  Inland   Refenue  Aet,    1888 — 

Stamp  Penalties,  1124,  1555 
Castoros,  Board  of— Secretarj  and  SurTejor 

Genera],  1559 
Customs  (Wine  Dutj],2R.  135, 136, 146, U8  ; 
Comm.  el,  1,  367 ;  el.  2,  370, 374,  375  ;  el  3, 
376,  378,  380,  381,  382 ;   el.  4,   Amendt. 
556 ;  el.  6,  557  ;  el  8,  Amendt.  558  :  el  10, 
559,  560  ;  0/.  11,  Amendt.  ib. ;  add.  el  561 
English  Uniforsity  Colleges,  431 
Exoise  Duties  (Local  Purposes),  124 
Finance,  Ao.— Scotch   Contributions  to  the 

Exchequer,  1287 
Inland  ReTenue— Questions 
English-grown  Tobaooo,  582 
Exemption  from  Inhabited  House  Duty, 

588, 1713 
Receipts    from    Licences   and    Inhabited 

House  Duty,  976 
Remission  of  Penalties  on   Stamping  In- 
struments, 1719 
Revenue  Office,  LiTerpool— Stamping,  972 
Ireland— Criminal  Law  and   Procedure   Act, 
1887 — Judgment  in   the  Killesgh   Case — 
Shorthand  Writer's  Notes,  1578 
Literature,     Science,    and     Art  —  National 

Gallerj— Renewal  of  the  Grant,  244,245 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  e/.  8,  1015,1037 
National  Debt  (Supplemental),    Consid.  125, 

126;  3R.  259,  261,  262 
Revenue  of  the  Crown  (Scotland)— The  An- 
nual Feu  Duties,  791 

GouBLEYi  Mr.  E.  T.y  Sunderland 

America — North  American  Fisheries — Seal 
Fishing  in  Behring  Sea,  421 

Oraham,  Mr.  B.  0.,  Lanark,  N,  W, 

Local  Gofemment  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el.  3,  479,  480,  491  ;  el.  7>  618 

Metropolis — Public  Meetings — Collections  of 
Money — Parks  and  Open  Spaces,  437  ;— 
Hospital  Sunday  Fund,  251 ; — Southwark 
Park,  111 

Oramyille,  Earl 

Companies,  2R.  1519 

Coroners,  Comm.  el.  1, 957 

Uis  Imperial  Majesty  the  late  German  Em- 
peror, Motion  fer  an  Address,  385 

House  ot  Lords  (Life  Peers),  IR.  413 

Imperial  Defence — Organization  of  our  Naval 
and  Military  System — Possibility  of  Inva- 
sion, Res.  1703 

Open  Spaces  (Metropolis) — Law  Courts  Site  ; 
Westminster  Abbey  (Parliament  Square) ; 
British  Museum,  78, 81 

Q&AY,  Mr.  C.  W.,  EB9$Xf  Ifaldon 
Colonial  Government  Securities,  Res.  681 

Or$mto%eh  Ho^tal 
Ajapr^priaHon  of  Fundt-^The  Seamen  Fen- 
tioner    Reserve,    Question,     Sir    William 
Crossman ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

YOL.  OOOXXyn.  [tHZSD  8SRIS8.]  [!SO}H. 


Oreenwkh  ffotpUal^^eont 

Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  June  21,  824 1 
Question,  Captain  Price  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) Jtme  25.  1131 
The  FsHmatet,  Question,  Captain  Price  :  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  June  14, 123 

Obimstok,  YiBCOunt^  Eerifordihire,  8t, 
Allan' e 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el  7,  606 

GuNTEB,  Colonel  B.,   Yorhhire,   JT.R., 
BarJuton  Ash 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el  15,  Amendt.  1776, 1778 

Habitual  Dmnkards  Act  (1870)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2)  Bill 

(F.  Gordon,  S.  Aberdeen) 
I  Read  2«  June  28, 1518  (No.  138) 

HALDAini,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Haddington 
Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland),  Res.  897 

Hall,  Mr.  0.,  Cambridge,  Chesterton 
Local    Government    f England   and    Wales), 
Comm.  el  3,  Amendt.  499 

Halsbubt,  Lord  (Lord  OhanceUor) 

Augmentation  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  77 
Companies  Acts,  IR.  82;  2R.  1519 
Coroners,  Comm.  el  1,  656, 658 
Open  Spaoes  (Metropolis) — Law  Courts  Site ; 

Westminster  Abhey  (Parliament  Square) ; 

British  Museum,  79 
Suffragans*  Nomination,  2R.  1263 

Halsey,  Mr.  T.  F.,  Eerts,  Watford 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el  15,  1671 

Hahbro,  Oolonel  J.  0.  T.,  Dorset,  8. 
Local     Government    (England    and   Wales), 
Comm.  el  15,  1668, 1670 

Hamilton,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  O.   F. 
(First    Lord   of   the   Admiralty), 
Middlesex,  Ealing 
Admiralty—  Questions 

Devonport  Dockyard— Pay  of  Labourers, 

1189 
Her  Majesty's  Birthday  and  Coronation 

Day  at  the  Dockyards,  1139 
U.M.S.  «  Belleisle,"  436 
Navy  —  Photographic    Charting    of    the 
Ileaveos,   820 ;  —  Seamen   of    H.M.S, 
<*  Asia  "—Payment  of  Wages,  1144 
Torpedo  Net  Defence  Committee— Experi- 
ments, 819 
Greenwich    Hospital   Funds  — The   Seamen 

Pensioner  Reserve,  1131 
Navy  Estimates— Viotualling  and  Clothing  for 
the  Navy,  920,  926,  929,  930,  932 
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Hamley,    General  Sir  E.  B.,  Birken- 
head 
Ghannel  Tonnel  (Experimental  Works),  2R. 
1469 

Hanbury,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Pretton 

Army  Estimates — Warlike  and  other  Stores, 

829,  833;  Amendt.  839.  854,  859,  860,  887 
Navj  Estimates— Victaalling  and  Clothing  for 

the  Navy,  921 
Public  Officials — Disclosure  of  Official  Secrets, 

1569 
War  Office  (Contracts) — Army  Accoutrements, 

1274,  1560,  1561 

Haeooubt,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V., 

Derby 
Criminal  Law— Release  of  Albert  TraTis,  Con- 

▼ioted  of  Murder,  1 04 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  2R.  151 
Germany— Death    of    His    Imperial    Majesty 

Frederick  III.  267 
IreUnd — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887 — Questions 
Con  fictions  at   Killeagh  for  Conspiracy, 

985,  086,  987 
Imprisonment  of  Mr.  Dillon,  M.P.  827 
Judgments  in  the  Killeagh  Case — Notes  of 
the  Judge's  Deoinion,  1060, 1282,  1573 
Thomas  Barry,  ConTioted  of  Conspiraey, 
420 

Ireland— Criminal  Law  and   Procedure   Act, 

1887,  Res.  1170.  1367,  1372,  1375,  1376 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  c/.  2,  166, 167, 168,  178,  179,  186; 

cl,  3,  476,  477,  479 ;  cl  7,  529,  532,  550. 

552,  554;  el.  8,    1000,   1001,  1004,   1005, 

1024, 1028,   1032,  1035,  1036,  1052,  1578  ; 

el.  9,  1581,   1584,  1590,  1592,  1598,  1652, 

1653 
Local   Government  (England    and    Wales) — 

Licensing   Clauses  —  Suspension    of    New 

Licences,  123 
National  Debt  (Supplemental),  Consid.  185 ; 

3R.  258 


flABBiKQTON,  Mr.  E.,  JTdfTy,  jr. 

Customs  (Wine  Duty),  Comm.  el.  3,  379 

Ireland— Law  and  Justice — Killarney   Petty 
Sessions  -~  Charge    against    Constable 
Kearney,  99 
Public  Works,  1846 

Ireland — Criminal    Law  and   Procedure  Act, 

1887,  Res.  1383 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  10,  57 
Parliament^- Adjournment,  1254 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1250 

Harbington,     Mr.     T.     0.,     Dublin^ 

Harbour 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act, 
1887,  1376; — Proceedings  against  Cornelius 
Curtain  and  others^Dublin  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer, 1722,  1723 

Ireland — Riots,  4(o. — Disturbance  at  Dundalk 
Railway  Station,  1565 


Habbis,  Lord  (Unddr  Secretary  of  State 

for  War) 
Imperial  Defence— Orgaoiaatioo  of  oar  Nanl 
and  Military  System — PoastbilUj  of  Idti- 
sion.  Res.  1688,  1693 

Habbis,  Mr.  M.,  Oalway,  B!. 
Ireland — Questions 

Municipal    Boroughs  —  Balllnadoe,   104, 
105:— Agriealtural  HaU,  1264,  1365;- 
Toils  and  Customs,  105 
Poor  Law — Ballinasloe  Board  of  Gnardiau, 

983,990,992,  1135 
Prisons— Prisonert  at  Loughroa,  442 

Habtzngton,  Bight  Hon.  Marquess  of 

Laneashiref  JttoeeenddU 
German  Emperor,  Death  <^,  Moium   for  si 

Address,  162 
Local    GoTCrnment    (England    and    Walss) 

Comm.  el.  7,  660 

HASTDras,  Mr.  G.  W.,  WoreeMtereMn,  E 

Local  Government  (England  and  WsJsi] 
Comm.  el.  S,  478 

Hayelook-Allan,  Sir  H.  M.,  Durham 
8.E. 
Army  Estimates— Warlike  and  other  Stores 

896 
East  India  (Mr.   William  Taylor,   of  Patos] 
Res.  329,  341, 456 

Hatne,  Mr.  0.  Seaub-,  D&pon,  AMurtm 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales) 
Comm.  c{.  2,  174  :  Amondt.  176,  186,219 
el.  16,  1767 

Healy,  Mr.  M.,  Corh 
Inland  Re?enue— Remission  of  Penalties  « 

Stamping  Instruments.  1719 
Ireland— Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Prooedaro  Aefc,  1887- 

Persons  Proeeeded  Againet,  te.  1724 
Irish  Land  Commission-* Appeals  Liatedal 
Belfitst,    1662  ;— Dandalk,   1715  .—Fail 
Rent    Applications,    BallyoaaUe  Uiiioa 
1649,  1660 
Law  and  Justice— ConTietion  of  Mr.  Job 
Dillon,  M.  P.— The  "  Plan  of  Campaiga,' 
1726, 1727 
Poor  Law — Ck>rk  Board  of  Goardtans^Jas 
of  William  Robinson,  1544, 1545 
Land  Uw  (Ireland)  Aot  (1887)  Amendment 
Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  938 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford^  N, 

Bail  (Scotland),  Consid.  1252 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3),  3R.  1420,  142^ 

1425 
Coroners'  Elections,  2R.  1252 
County  Courts  (Ireland),  2R.  U19 
Ireland — (Questions 

Criminal    Law  — Untried    Prisoners   an 

Uandouffs,  982 
Inland  Navigation— (.agan  NaTigation  (Ton 

pany,  976, 977 
Irish  Land  Commission — Appeals  Listed  s 
Belfast,  1662 
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HiALT,  Mr.  T.  M.'-eont, 

Law  and  Jattioe— ArreiU  at  Longhrea, 

798 
Law  and  Police — Amitt  for  Oontpirao/ — 

Handcuffing,  1130 
Magistracy — Appointments,  1278,  1379  ; — 

Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M.  993,  994 
Poor  Law—Dismissal  of  Officials — Case  of 

P.  Looghrj,  Rate  Collector,  803 
Riots,  Ac. — Affray  at  Mitohelstown — Com- 
pensation to  a  Policeman,  1371 
Ireland— Criminal   Law  and  Prooednre  Aot, 
1887~Qnestions 
Administration  of  the  Act,  984,  985 
Convictions  at  Killeagh    for   Conspiracy, 

988 
Convictions  forConspiraoy — Judges' Notes, 

1140,1146 
Imprisonment  of  Mr.  Dillon,   M.P.  837, 

838 
Judgments  in  the  Killeagh  Case  -Notes  of 
the  Judge's  Decision,  1059, 1280,  1281, 
1383, 1383 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and   Procedure  Act, 
1887,  Res.  1178,  1183,  1300,  1203,  1325, 
1226, 1307, 1373,  1388,  1389 
Land   Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment, 
Lords  Amend ts.  Consid.  Amendt.  938,  939, 
940 
Legal  Business  of  the  Gk>Ternment,  1253 
Parliamentary     Franchise     (Extension      to 

Women),  2R.  1418 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  NaTigation,  1279 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1249,  1250 

HsATHCOTEy  Oaptain  J.   H.   Edwards, 

Staffordshire,  N.  W. 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  tl,  9, 1633 

Heaton,  Mr.  J.  n.,  Canterbury 
Australian  Colonies—Chinese  Immigrants,  253 
Australia  (Western)— -GoTcrnor  Broome   and 

Chief  Justice  Onslow,  803 
Excise  Department — Pay  and  Promotion  of 

Assistants,  1114 
War  Office— Army  Aocoutrements— 3rd  Bed- 
fordshire Regiment,  94,  970 

Hbnbaob,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Great  Orimehy 
Looal    GoTcrnroent    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  cl.  2.  213,  219  ;  Amendt.  220,  221, 

268,  274,  278,  313  ;  cl  3,  491 ;  tl,  8,  639  ; 

el,  15,  1671,  1733,  1734. 1740, 1766,  1769; 

Amendt.  1774, 1775;  el.  17, 1792 
Marriage    with   a    Deseased  Wife's    Sister, 

Comm.  75 

HsNKiEEB,  Lord 

Metropolis  (Street  ImproToments)— Proposed 
New   Street  from  Pall  Mall  to  Trafalgar 
Square  through  Spring  Gardens,  784,  785 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolis)^ Law  Courts  Site  ; 
Westminster  Abbey  (Parliament  Square) ; 
British  Museum,  79,  81,  82 
Pro? ision  for  Seats  in  Parliament  Square, 
783 

Herbies,  Lord 

Universities  (Scotland),  Report  of  Amendts. 
el.  15,  570 


Herring  Fisbery  (Scotland)  Bill 

(CeUmel  MaUolm,  Mr.'^Finlay) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  June  25  [Bill  75] 

Hebsohell,  Lord 

Companies  Acts,  IR.  87;  2R.  1517 

Coroners,  Comm.  el.  1, 957 

Limited  Partnerships,  2R.  1524 

Open  Spaces  (Metropolis) — Law  Courts  Site  ; 

Westminster   Abbey  (Parliament  Square); 

British  Museum,  80 
Parliament— Standing  Orders  of  the  Ilouse  of 

Lords,  Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  573 

High  Courts  in  Lidia  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Vitcount  Cross) 
i.  Presented ;  read  1««  Jutie  26        (No.  184) 

Hnx,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  A.  W.  (Comp- 
troller of  the  Household),  Down,  N. 
Death  of  the  German  Emperor— Her  Majesty's 
Answer  to  the  Address,  1112 

Hnx,  Oolonel  E.  S.,  Bristol,  8. 

Navy  Estimates— Viotualltng  and  Clothing  for 
the  Nary,  923 

Hill,   Mr.  A.  8.,  Staffordshire,  King- 

swinford 
Local    Gorernment    (England    and    Wales}, 
Comm.  d.  8, 1017 

HiNOLEY,  Mr.  B.,  Worcestershire,  N. 
South  Staffordshire  Water,  Motion  for  an  In* 
Btruction  to  the  Committee,  418 

H.R.  H.    the    Commander 'in-  Chief— I%e 

Patent 
Question,    Mr.   E.   Robertson;    Answer,  Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell  (A  Lord  of  the  Treasury) 
June  22,  989 

HoABB,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Sampstead 

Loeal   GoTemment    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  cl,  7,  549 

HoARB,  Mr.  8.,  Normeh 

Local    GoTcmment    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el,  7,  608 

HoBHOUSE,  Mr.  H.,  Somerset,  E. 

Local    GoTcrnment    (England    and    Wales), 
*      Comm.  d.  2, 193  ;  el.  3,  Amendt.  497  ;  el.  7, 
541  ;  el  8,  641,  648 

Home  Dbfabthent — 8ecretar7  of  8tate 
{see  Matthbwb,  Bight  Hon.  H.) 

HoMB  Dbfabtmbnt — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Woetlby,  Mr.  0.  B. 
Stuabt-) 
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JTospitak — Fteiorta  Park  Botpital  for 
Comumption — Alleged  Illegal  BiS' 
eeetion 

Qaestion,  Mr.  Pickersgill  ;  Aniwer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  June  21,  792 

HoTJLDSWORTH,    Sir  W.  H.,   Uanohee- 
itr,  N.  W. 
Local    Gofemment    (Bngland    and    Walee), 

Gomm.  0^.  9,  1611 
Local    Gofemment    (England  and    Walec)— 
Licensing    Claoses  —  Saspeniion    of    New 
Licences,  122 

House  of  Lords  (Discontmnance  of  Writs) 
Bill  [HX.J 

(The  Marqueee  of  Saliibury) 
I.  Pnisented ;  read  1  >  •  June  18         (No.  162) 

House  of  Lords  (Life  Peers)  Bill 

(The  Marquest  of  Salitbwry) 

t.  Presented ;  read  1%  after  debate  June  18,  887 

(No.  161) 
Question,    Earl    Beaachamp;    Answer,  The 
Prime  Minister  and  Secretarj  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bnrj)  June  28,  1518 

Soueing  of  the   Working    Claes — Coeter- 
monger^  Dwelltngi—St,  Luke*i 
(^estion,  Mr.    J.    Rowlands;    Answer,  Mr. 
Tatton  Egerton  June  14,  93 

Howell,  Mr.  O.,  Bethnal  Green,  N,B. 
Libel    Law    Amendment,    Comm.  eL  8,  51 ; 

Consid.  el,  6, 770 
Metropolitan    Board  of  Works— Transfer  of 

Powers,  1144 
Yeneiuela— Duties  ad  Valorem,  120 

HowoBTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Salford,  8. 

Abyssinia — Mr.  Portal's  Mission,  445 

Rumoured  Russian  Aggression,  445 
Germany — Health  of  His  Imperial    Majestj 

Frederick  III.  123 
Local    GoTernment    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  d.  8,  653  ;  el.  9,  1636 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1289 
Royal  Military  Academy,  Woolwich— Post  of 

Chaplain,  432 

HowTH,  Earl  of 

Fisheries  (Ireland)— South  and  West  CoasU, 
Res.  962,  966 

HoziSB,  Mr.  J.  H.  0.,  Zanarhhirey  S, 
Church  of  Scotland,  Res.  1074,  1077 
Parliament — PriTate    Bill    Legislation— EtI- 
dence  before  the  Joint  Committee,  582 

HuoHEs,  Colonel  E.,  WooUotoh 

Army  Estimates— Warlike  and  other  Stores, 
880 


HuKTEB,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen^  N* 
Cifil  Servioe    Examinations  —  Error   in    aa 

Examination  Paper,  245 
Ecclesiastieal   Assessments   (Scotland),    Res. 

683,  690,  703,  707 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Conun.  cZ.  7, 88 ;  d,  B, 

ib. ;  Consid.  <idd,  el,  758 
Oaths,  Comm.  el,  1,  Amendt.  1508 
Peru  and  Chili — Peruvian  Bondholders,  253 
Trawling  (Scotland)— Beam  Trawling,  246 

iLLDfawoRTH,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford^  W. 
Army  Estimates — Ordnance  Factories,  910 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Irelaod)  Aei, 

1887,  Res.  1372 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  2R.  145 
Local    Gofemment    (England   and    Walea), 
Comm.  d,  2,  183 ;  el  8,  1080, 1031,  lOil  ; 
el,  9,   1617,  1619;  eh   10,   1654;   d.  18, 
1665,  1666 
Royal  Commission  on  Education— The   Ro* 

port— Premature  Disclosure,  1572 
Sugar  Bounties  Conference— The  Papers,*  BOO* 
807 
United  States  Goyemment,  1119 

Imperial  Befenee 

Bermuda — Cable  CommunieeHon,  Qneeiioni, 
Sir  Edward  Watkin;  Answers,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Raikes)  June  6,  1275 

Defence  of  EtquimauU  Barbour,  QoMtion, 
Obserrations,  Lord  Sudeley :  Reply,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Lord 
KnuUford)  June  28,  1524 

Formed  PorU—Eniry  of  Foreign  8hipe  of 
War  and   Tramporte,  Question,  Obserra- 
tions.  The  Earl  of  CarnarTon ;  Reply,  Lord 
Elphinstone  June  21,  785 

The  Admiralty  and  the  War  Offiee — Poeti" 
biUty  of  Jnvation,  (^estion.  Sir  John 
Colomb ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  June  14,  121 

The  Oune  ai  Aden,  Question,  Mr.  Ernest 
Beckett ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
fer  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  June  18,  424 

Imperial  Befenee — Organitatum  of  our 
Naval  and  Military  Syetem — Poeei' 
bility  of  Invasion 
MoTcd  to  resolve,  "  That  liaTing  regard  to  the 
recent  statements  of  His  Royal  Uighoess 
the  Commander-in-Chief,  of  the  Adjutant 
General,  and  of  high  na?al  authorities,  as 
to  our  defective  armaments,  and  having  also 
regard  to  the  increased  armaments  of  foreign 
nations  on  sea  and  land,  this  House  wel- 
comes the  proposals  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment for  an  increase  of  our  defensive 
means,  and  confidently  looks  to  their  forth- 
with taking  suoh  further  measures  as  will 
give  ample  security  to  our  Empire  and  just 
confidence  to  the  country '*  {The  Earl  of 
Wemyee)  June  29,  1677  ;  after  debate.  Mo- 
tion agreed  to 

Ikdla — Sooretary  of  State  {see  Oboss, 
Viscount) 

Iin)iA — TTnder  Secretary  of   State  {see 
GK)B8T,  Sir  J.  E.) 
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Aden  Sarbour  Trust,  Qaettion,  Mr.  T. 
Sotberland  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  June  22, 
982 

Circular  No,  5,  Issued  by  the  Inspector  General 
of  Police,  Bengal,  Question,  Mr.  Slagg; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  June  21, 809 

Frontier  Defences — Rumoured  Loan,  Qoes- 
tions,  Mr.  Slagg;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  June  14,  98 

Hindoo  Marriage  Law^RukhmabaVs  Case, 
Question,  Obsertations,  The  Bishop  of 
Carlisle  ;  Reply,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Viscount  Cross)  June  22,  941 

Indian  Budget,  Questions,  Mr.  King,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  June  22, 
993 

Irrawaddg  Flotilla  Company,  Questions,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  June  21, 
802;  June  26,  1126 

Mr.  J.  T,  Fernandei,  Civil  Engineer,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Pioton ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  June  18,  443 

The  Sikkim  Expedition — Military  Operations 
— Deaths  of  Colonel  Battye  and  Captain 
Drmston,  Question,  Sir  Edward  Watkin ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  June  28,  1546 

The  Uneovenanted  Civil  Serviee^'FurUmghs, 
Question,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  June  18,  426 
Pension  Rules t  Question,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  June  11,  427 
Payment  of  Pensions,  Question,  Mr.  King ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  June  29,  1713 

Water  Supply  at  Rawul  Pindi,  Question,  Dr. 
Tanner;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  June  25, 
1132 

India — Hast  India  (Coniagioue  Diseases 

Acts) 
Question,  Mr.  James  Stuart  ;   Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for   India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  June  29, 1727 

India — JEast  India  {Mr.  William  Tayler, 
late  Commissioner  of  Fatna) 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
June  15,  to  leave  out  from  **That"  add 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable, 
with  a  view  to  the  settlement  of  a  long- 
standing controTersy  as  to  the  wrong  stated 
to  have  been  suflfered  by  a  meritorious  ser- 
vant of  the  Crown,  that  a  Select  Committee 
should  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  case 
of  Mr.  William  Tayler,  late  Commissioner 
of  Fatna  "  {Sir  Roper  Lethbridge)  v.  322  ; 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words,  Ac. ; " 
after  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  184,  N.  20 ; 
M. 164 (D.  L. 155) 

[ootif. 


India— East  India  {Mr.    William  Tayler,  late 
Commissioner  of  Patna) — cont. 

Question,  Sir  Henry  Havelock- Allan  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  SecreUry  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  June  18,  455  ;  Question,  Mr. 
J.  M.  Maclean ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
Ury of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
Jttne  26,  1284  ;  Questions,  Sir  Roper  Leth- 
bridge ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  June  29, 
1716 

India  and  the  Colonies^  IVade  of 

Moved  for,  **  Return  showing  the  amount  of 
trade  between  India  and  each  of  the  Colonies 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  following  coun- 
tries:— Equador,  Greece,  Italy,  Montenegro, 
Paraguay,  Portugal,  Roumania,  Salvador, 
Servia,  Uruguay,  during  the  year  1886" 
{The  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderlcy)  June  21, 
788  ;  Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Hew  Licences)  Bill 

{Sir  William  Houldeworth,  Mr.  W.  F.  Law- 
rence, Colonel  Bridgeman,  Mr.  Mobhouse,  Mr, 
Samuel  Smith) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l«  •  June  26  [Bill  306] 

Ibblakd  {Questions) 

Arms  (Ireland)  Act'-Mr.  W.  Cotter^ Refusal 
of  Licence,  Questions,  Mr.  Gilhooly  ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  June  14,  80 

Bankruptcy  Act  {Ireland) — /.  R.  Ouy  and 
Thomas  Moroney,  Question,  Mr.  Murphy  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  June  15,  242 

Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights — Tory  Island 
Lighthouse  —  Telegraphic  Communication 
with  the  Mainland,  Question,  Sir  Edward 
Watkin ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Uicks-Beaoh) 
June  26,  1 275 

Borse  and  Cattle  Breeding^ Royal  Dublin 
Society— The  Grant  of  £5,000,  Question, 
Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary June  25,  1118 

Inland  Revenue  —  Publicans*  Licences  — 
Ennis  Quarter  Sessions,  Question,  Mr.  P. 
M'Donald  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  June  26,  1272 

Parliamentary  Franchise — Disfuali^cation  of 
Voters  by  Medical  Relief,  Question,  Sir 
Thomas  Esmonde  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary June  28, 1554 

South' West  Division  of  Dublin— Revision 
Courts,  Question,  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  June  28,  1554 

Prevention  of  Crime  {Ireland)  Act,  1882— 
Mr.  Peter  Sweeny,  Question,  Mr.  Sheehy  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  June  28, 1562 

Tramways  Acts  ( Ireland) — Provisional  Orders, 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
SecreUrj  June  15,  242 

The  Executive-^  Rumoured  Resignation  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  LieuUnant, 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Clancy ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  SecreUry  June  20,  781 
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Irilahd — eont. 

Criminal   Law  and  Pbocbdube  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887 

ImprUotunent  of  Afemben,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
W.  A.  Maedonald  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
oreUry  Jutie  26,  1146 

Impriioninent  of  Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.P.t 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Mr.  John 
Morlej,  Sir  WilllAm  Harcourt,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
June  31,  825 ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  June  25, 
1120 

Prison  ReguJaiiont^  Mr,  John  Dillon,  M.P., 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Joieey  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  June  25,  1120;  Questions,  Mr. 
W;  H.  James,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Sexton)  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary/un#  28,  1566 

Conviction  of  Mr,  John  Dillon,  M.P,'~The 
Plan  of  Campaign,  Questions,  Mr.  James 
Stuart,  Mr.  Maurice  Ilealy,  The  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton);  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden), 
The  Chief  SecreUry  June  2d,  1725 

Admimttration  of  the  Act,  Questions,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden),  The 
Chief  Secretary  June  22,  984 ;  Questions, 
Mr.  John  Morley ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
SecreUry  June  22,  1057 

Admiition  to  Bail,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Gilhooly, 
Mr.  O'Hea,  Mr.  Flynn :  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden) 
•/tcffe21,804 

Arretti  at  Curate,  Kawturk,  Questions,  Mr. 
Flynn,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Sexton),  Mr.  Crilly;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  June  19,  589 :  Questions,  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton),  Mr. 
Flynn  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
June  21,  813 

Employment  of  Convict  Prieonert,  Qaestions, 
Mr.  W.  H.  James,  Mr.  Oox  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  ;  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare 
[no  reply]  June  22,  975 

Per  tone  Proceeded  againet,  |>6.,  Qaestions,  Mr. 
John  Morley,  Mr.  Maurice  Uealy,  The  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton):  Answers, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  June  29,  1724 

Proceedinge  againet  Cornelius  Curtain  and 
othere—The  Dublin  Court  of  Exchequer, 
Questions,  Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr.  T.  C. 
llarrington,  Mr.  BradUagh  ;  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden), 
The  Chief  SecreUry  June  29,  1720 

Proceedinge  at  Lanetborough,  Question,  Mr. 
Mac  Neill  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
June  14,  100 

Prison  Regulations  ^Picking  Oakum,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Joicey  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
creUry June  25,  1131 

Refusal  to  give  Evidence,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Redmond  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
June  14,  119 

Resident  Magistrates,  Question,  Mr.  Mac 
Neill ;  Answer,  The  Chief  SecreUry  ^Mtitf  18, 
410 

Secret  Inquiry  at  Falearragh,  Co,  Donegal, 
Questions,  Mr.  Carew,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Henry  11.  Fowler,  Mr.  Conybeare;  Answers, 

[cent. 


IwxLAsm— Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Jrr- 

laiuQ  Act,  1887— ooDt. 

The  Chief  Secretery  June  15,  238 ;  Qoes. 

tions,  Mr.W.  Redmond  ;  Answen,  The  Chief 

SecreUry  June  18,  486 
Section  I— Proclamation  of  the  City  ofDMa^ 

Questions,  Mr.  Clancy,    Mr.    Dillon,   Kr. 

Murphy,  The  Lord    Major  of  Dublin  (Kr. 

Sexton) ;    Answers,   The    Chief    SeereUrr 

Juneli,  113;  Qaeations,    Mr.  Clancy,  Mr. 

Murphy,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 

Sexton);    Answers,    The    Chief  Seeretaiy 

June  18,  448 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  at  Lou^urea^  Qosi- 

tions,    Mr.    Dillon ;    Answers,    The  Chisf 

SecreUry  June  15,  256 
The  Ennie  Meeting— Remcarks  of  County  Cemi 

Judge   Kelly,    Questions,     Mr.    Cox,  Mr. 

Jordan  ;     Answers,     The    Chief  Seeretary 

June  22,  980— TVui/  and  SenUnce  on  Mr. 

J,  Balpin,    Question,    Mr.  Cox ;    Answer, 

The  Chief  SecreUry  Juno  25»  1134 

Com^ietions  for  Conspiracy 

Charges  of  Conspiracy,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Joka 
Morley,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  An- 
swers, The  Solicitor  General  for  Irelasd 
(Mr.  Madden), The  Chief  SeereUry  June  II, 
96 

Evidence  on  Charges  of  Conspiracy,  Qoestioiiii 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Mr.  Claney  ;  Answen, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Juno  14,  95 

Judges*  Notes,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Qealj ; 
Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Irelaad 
(Mr.  Madden)  June  25,  1 1 45 

Thomas  Barry,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone, Sir  William  Harconrt,  The  Lor4 
Mayor  of  Dublin  ( Mr.  Sexton)  :  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  June  18,  429 

The  KiUeagh  Case 

Release  of  the  Prisoners,  Questions,  Mr.  Jobs 
Morley,  Mr.  Commins ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  June  20,  780  ;  Qaestions,  Sir 
William  liarcourt;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  June  22,  985 

Judgments  in  the  Case — Notes  of  the  Judgei 
Decision,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy; 
Answer,  The  Chief  SeoreUry  June  ti, 
1059 

Shorthand  Writer's  Notes,  Quest  ions,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Ilealy,  Sir  William  llaroonrt,  Mr. 
Anderson,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dohlin  (Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answers,  Ths  Soliottor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden),  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  June  26, 
1280;  Question,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Sexton),  Sir  William  ilaroourt;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary,  The  Chaaoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen)  Juns  29, 
1572 

Local  Gotbbnmbkt  (Irblaxd) 
A  Town  Hall,  if^.  for  BaUinasloe,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Harris ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
June  14,  104;  Question,  Mr.  Sheehy;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  SecreUry  June  19,  579; 
Questions,  Mr.  Uarris ;  Answers,  The  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  (Mr,  Madden) 
/un«  20, 1264 
A  Public  Nuisance  in  BalUnasloe,  Qaestions, 
Mr.  Sheehy,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  Ths 
Chief  SeoreUry  June  19,  580 
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Ibbland— IfoeoZ  Oovemment-^eont, 

ToVs  and  Customs  of  BaUinasloe^  QuestioD, 
Mr.  UarrU :  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretarj 
Juns  14,  lOff 

Public  Wobks  (Ibeland) 

ObserTations,  Colonel  Nolan ;  Reply,  The 
Chief  Seoretary  ;  ObserTations,  Mr.  Edward 
Uarrington  June  29,  18i4 

Laboubbbs'  (Irblanb)  Acts 

Erection  of  Labourers*  Cottages  -«-  F&rmoy 
Board  of  Guardians,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner  ; 
Answer^  The  Chief  Seoretarj  June  10,  361 

Land  (Ibblaxd) 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 

Case  of  *'  Owen  Wynne,  Landlord  r.  James 
M*Keownj"  Mdnorhamilton,  Question,  Mr. 
Conway ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  June  26, 1288 

Case  of  **  Sarah  Maguirs  y.  Owen  Wynne^** 
Manorhatnilton,  Question,  Mr.  Conway  ;  An- 
swer, The  Solicitor  General  June  26,  1289 

Section  19 — Labourers*  Dwellings — Appliea- 
tions,  Question,  Sir  Charles  Lewis ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  June  28,  1041 

The  Edenderry  Union — Fair  Rents,  Question, 
Dr.  Fox;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
June  20,  1 127 

Land  Law  (Ibbland)  Act,  1887 

Section  29 — Adjustment  of  Bents,  Question, 
Mr.  M'Cartan ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  June  28, 1063 

Land  Pubouasb  (Ibbland)  Act,  1880 

Arrears  of  Rates,  Question,  Mr.  Sheehy  ;  An- 
swer, The  Solicitor  General  June  20, 1121 

Irish  Land  Commission 

Appeals  Listed  at  Belfast,  Questions,  Mr.  T* 
M.  Dealy,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy  :  Answers, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  June  28,  1002 

Appeals  at  X>ii»(2a/A;,  Questions,  Mr.  M'Cartan, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  June  29,  1714 

Fair  Rents 

Applications  —  Co.  Antrim,  Question,  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  June  14,  101 

Rallycastle  Union,  Questions,  Mr.  M*Cartan, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  W.  Redmond; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
June  28. 1048 

Bantry  District,  Questions,  Mr.  Gilhooly ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  June  19,  683 

Judicial  Rents 
Sub-  Commissioners  at  Manorhamilton,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Conway  [not  put]  June  21,  814 

Sub'  Commissioners 
Sittings 

Keady,  Questions,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  The  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  :  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  June  28,  1000 

Westmeath,  Questions,  Mr.  Tnite  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  June  28,  1001 

[eont» 


Ibbland — cont. 

National  Education  (Ibbland) 

National  School  Teachers  —  Examination  of 
Candidates,  Question,  Mr.  P.  M*DonaId ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  June  26, 
1266 

PiBBS  AMD    HaBBOUBS  (IrBLARD) 

Harbour  at  Rosslare^  Question,  Mr.  Maclure  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  June  19,  090 

Inland  Natioatior  and  Dbainaob  (Ibbland) 

Lough  Oorrib,  Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  June  20, 
1116 

7%e  Lagan  Navigation  Company,  Questions, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  June  22,  976 

The  Shannon,  Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  June  20, 
1117 

PooB  Law  (Ibbland) 

Ballinasloe  Poor  Law  Board,  Questions,  Mr. 
Uarris,  Mr.  Chance ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  June  22,  990;  Question,  Mr. 
Uarris  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
June  2b,  1130 

Dismissal  of  Ogieials  -—  Case  of  Mr.  P. 
Loughry,  Rate  Collector,  Tulla  Union, 
Questions,  Mr.  Cox ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  June  18,  444;  Questions,  Mr. 
Cox,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton), Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  June  21,  800;  Question, 
Mr.  Cox ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
June  20,  1122 

Indebtedness  to  Contractors  for  Food,  Ques- 
tions, Colonel  Nolan ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  June  18,  433 

Kilkenny  Dispensary  District,  Question,  Mr. 
Marum  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
June  28,  1047 

Boards  of  Guardians 

A  thy.  Questions,  Mr.  Kilbride,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
/un«  20,  1110 

Ballinasloe,  Question,  Mr.  Harris ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  June  22,  983 

Ballymena — CoIomI  Studdert,  Question,  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton) ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  June  14,  101 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Pinkerton,  The  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton);  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  June  21,  808 

Cor k^  Case  of  William  Robinson,  Questions, 
Mr.  Maurice  Ilealy ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  June  28,  1544 

TIte  Loughrea  District — Sanitary  Oficer — 
Election  of  Mr,  Peter  Sweeney,  Questions, 
Mr.  Sheehy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
June  18,  420  ;  June  21,  796 

Post  Offiob  (Ibbland) 

Female  Telegraph  Learners,  Dublin — Exami* 
nation.  Question,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes) 
June  26, 1270 
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iBXLAsm—Poit  Ofie€~-eont, 

Post  0/iee  at  Dalyitown,  Lougkrea,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Sheehj  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  June  21,  7d7 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) 

AdminUtraiion  of  Judioial  OcUlu,  Questions, 
Mr.  J.  Sinclair;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Jum  25, 
1124 

Alleged  Insurance  Frauds  at  Belfast,  Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  Taite ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  June  28,  IMS 

Arrests  at  Leughrea,  Qnestions,  Mr.  Sheehj, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Uealy,  The  Lord  Mayor  o( 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton),  Mr.  Flynn  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  SecreUry,  The  Solicitor  General 
June2\,  798 

Treatment  of  the  Prisoners  at  Loughrea,  Ques- 
tions,  Mr.  W.  Redmond,  Mr.  Harris,  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton),  Mr. 
Sheehy ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
June  18,  442 

Mr,  /.  IT.  Atkinson,  PeUy  Sessions  Clerk, 
Maryborough,  Queen's  Co.,  Questions,  Mr. 
Lalor,  Mr.  Kilbride :  Answers,  The  Chief 
SeereUry  June  25,  1120 

Case  of  Mr,  Hogan,  at  Sorrha  Petty  Sessions, 
Co,  Tipperary,  Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  0*Brien  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  June  18,  447 

Killamey  PeHy  Sessions  —  Charge  against 
Constable  Kearney,  Questions,  Mr.  Shce- 
han,  Mr.  Edward  Harrington ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  June  14.  99 

Mr,  Kelly,  County  Court  Judge  of  Clare,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Jordan  [not  put]  June  21,  828 

Chancery  Division  {Land  Judges  Court)— Mr, 
P,  M*Dermott,  J, P.,  Questions,  Mr.  Chance  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  June  22,  989 

**  Smyth  ▼.  Madden  and  Currey,**  Questions, 
Sir  Thomas  Esmonds,  Mr.  Clancy  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  SeereUry  June  14,  98 

Criminal  Oases  (Ireland) 
Increase  of  Sentences  on  Appeal —  The  Return, 
Sutement,  The  Chief  Secretary  June  25, 
1147 

The  Maoistbact  (Ireland) 

County  Court  Judges,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  £. 
Ellis ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  June  29, 
1718 

Limerick  MagistraUsSale  of  Indecent  Photo* 
graphs.  Question,  Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  June  21,  793 

Mr,  CuHcn,  Divisional  Magistrate,  Dundalk, 
Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan ;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden) 
June  26, 1285 

Mr,  J,  IF.  Glasgow,  Coohtown,  Co,  Tyrone, 
Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  June  22,  971 

Resident  Magistrates 
Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  June  29, 1717 
Appointments,   Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ; 

Answer,  The    Solicitor   General  June   26, 

1278 
Complaint  against.  Questions,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr. 

Mac  Neill ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General 

June  26,  1268 

[eont. 


ISBLAND— 60fl<. 

Messrs,    Gardiner    and    Rednsond,    R.M^ 

Castlenutrtyr,  Personal  EzpUnattoa^Mr.W. 

E.  Gladstone  June  21,  790  ;  Qnoaiions,  Mr. 

Mao  Neill ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretsiy 

June  19,  587 
Mr,  Cecil  Roche,  R.M,  Qaestions,  Mr.  T.  M. 

Healy,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answera,  The  Chief 

Secretary  June  22,  998 

Law  AMD  PoucE  (Ieelakd) 
Arrests  for  Conspiracy — HandcugUtg,  Quei- 

tions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  The  Lord  Mayor  ef 

Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton);   Answers,  The  Soli* 

citor  General  June  26,  1130 
Instructions  to  prevent    AesembUee    in    tht 

Streets  at  Trials,  Qnestioos*  Mr.  Sohwaos; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretarj  June  22,  988 ; 

/UM#25, 1127 
Interference  of  the  PoHes  with  Street  THemS" 

paper    Vendors    at    Cork^    Qaestions,  Mr. 

Flynn,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  Answers,  The  Chiif 

Secretary  June   14»    108  ;     Qaestions,  Mr; 

Flynn,  Mr.   Sheehy,    The    Lord   Mayor  of 

Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  ;  Answers,  The  Chisf 

Secretary  June  19,  677 
John  Maguire,  Questions,   Mr.  Clancy  ;  Aa- 

swers.  The  Chief  Secretary  June  14,  114 
Refusal  of  Refreshment  to  TraveUars-^Case^ 

Mr,   Noud,  of  Roscommon,    Question,  Mr. 

Commins ;    Answer,   The    Chief    Secretary 

June  28, 1558 

Prisons  (Irelaitd) 

Dismissal  of  John  Daly,  Prison  Warder  at 
Sligo,  Questions,  Mr.  Sheehj,  The  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  June  18.  434  ;  June  21, 
796 
Londonderry  Oaol,  Question,  Mr.  O'llanlon; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretarj  June  31,  807 

RoTAL  Irish  Constabulary 
ConstaJble     Curry,    Question,     Sir      Thomu 

Esmonds;    Answer,    The   Chief  Secretary 

June  28,  1554 
Dismissal  of  Constable  Deans,  Qaestions,  Mr. 

W.   Redmond,    Mr.    Cox ;    Answers,    The 

Chief  Secretary  June  14,  89 
District  Inspector  Tilly,  Question,  Mr.  Cox ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  June  33,  974 
Instructions  as  to  t/te  Adtnission  of  the  Public 

to   Court  Houses,   Questions,    Mr.    Flynn; 

Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  June  26, 

1267 

Riots,  &o,  (Ireland  ) 

Disturbance  at  Dundalk  Railway  Station, 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Rowntree  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  June  25, 
1140  ;  Questions,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  Nolan, 
The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton), 
Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  June  28,  1564 

Disturbances  at  Kilrush,  Co,  Clare,  Questions, 
Mr.  Jordan,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Sexton);  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
June  22,  972 

The  Affray  at  Mitchelstown  in  September  last 
— Compensation  to  a  Policeman,  Questions. 
Mr.  W. O'Brien. Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers, 
The  Solicitor  General  June  36, 1370 

[coni. 
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Ibklakd — Riots,  Ac— 0911^. 

The  Roman  Catholic  Churdi  of  Bohir,  Co, 
Limeriek,  Question,  Mr.  Finacane  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  SeoreUry  June  21,  811 

Etictions  (Irblard) 

Eviction  at  Clogher  —  Hugh  Bo<n*e — Alleged 
Cruel  Treatment,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  Red- 
mond ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Jum  19, 
086;  June  21,  817;  June  22,  977;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  Redmond;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  ;  Question,  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  [no  reply]  June  28, 
1065 

Return  0/  Caretakers,  Questions,  Mr.  A.  E. 
Pesse ;  Answer8,The  Chief  Secretary /tin^  14, 
UA 

Ireland — Criminal   Law    and   Procedure 

Act,  1887 

Notice  of  Resolution,  Mr.  John  Morley ;  Ob- 
servation, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  June  22,  994 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  operation  of  'The  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887/  and  the  man- 
ner of  its  administration,  undermine  respect 
for  Law,  estrange  the  minds  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  are  deeply  injurious  to  the 
interests  of  the  United  Kingdom "  (Mr, 
John  Morley)  June  25,  1148 ;  afler  long 
debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned  "  (Mr,  William  O'Brien) ;  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  June  26,  1290 ;  after  long 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  273,  N.  366  ; 
M.93 

DiTlsion  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1418 

Ireland^FUheriee — The  South  and  West 
Coasts 

Moved  to  resolve,  1.  **  That  an  immediate 
survey  of  the  fishing  grounds  on  the  south 
and  west  coast  of  Ireland  is  much  required 

2.  That  in  the  event  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment accepting  the  recommendation  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Irish  Public  Works  to 
reconstruct  the  Irish  Fishery  Department, 
legislation  be  not  delayed  boyond  the  present 
Session  of  Parliament "  ( The  Karl  of  Howth) 
June  22,  962  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn 

Isaacson,  Mr.  F.  Wootton,  Tower  Earn- 

letSf  Stepney 
Coroners'  Elections,  2R.  1252 
Libel   Law   Amendment,  Comm.  cl,   5,   10; 
el.  7,  33 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  the 

Treasury),  Leeds,  N. 
Army — Preliminary  Examinations — Errors  in 

Examination  Papers,  1278 
Bail  (Scotland),  Consid.  1 252 
Civil  Service   Establishments  Commission — 

Attendants,  &o,  at  the  South  Kensington 

Museum,  92 ;  —  Report,  1116 
Civil    Service    Examinations — Error    in    an 

Examination  Paper,  246 

[eont. 


Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.— eont. 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2),  2R.  936  ;  3R. 
1420,  1422.  1423, 1424, 1425 

Customs  (Wine  Duty),  2R.  127  ;  Comm.  c/.3, 
377  ;  cL  6,  557 ;  cl.  8,  558;  el.  10,  559  ; 
«;.  11,560 

Excise— Pay  and  Promotion  of  Assistants, 
1114 

Inland  Navigation — Lagan  Navigation  Com- 
pany, 976,977 

Inland  Revenue — Income  Tax — Foreign  and 
Colonial  Loans,  92 

Ireland — Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage  — 
Lough  Corrib,  1117, — Shannon,  1117, 
1118 
Piers  and   Harbours — Harbour  at  Ross- 
lare,  590 

Legal  Business  of  the  Government,  1253 

Navy  Estimates— Victualling  and  Clothing  for 
the  Navy,  936 

Parliament— Adjournment,  1253, 1254,  1673 

Supply,  Report,  1251 

Trade  and  Commerce — County  Court  Depart- 
ment, Warwick— Failure  of  Messrs.  Green- 
way's  Bank,  585 

Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation,  1279 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1249 

James,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Inland    Revenue — Exemption    from    the  In- 
habited House  Duty,  1713 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and   Procedure   Act, 
1887 — Employment  of  Convict  Prisoners, 
975 
Prisons— Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.P.  1566 
Literature,    Science,    and     Art  —  National 

Gallery— Renewal  of  the  Grant,  244 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  0^  7, 542 ;  el.  15, 1755 

Jbffbeys,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Hants,  Basingstoke 
East  India  (Mr.  William  Tayler),  Res.  365 

Jennings,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Stockport 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cl,  6, 10, 11  ; 
el.  7,  24,  28  ;  cl.  8,  54 

Jbbsey,  Earl  of 

Coroners,  Comm.  cL  1,  957 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  8. 

Civil   List  Pensions  —  Literary   Pensioners, 

1570 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment, 

Lords'  Amendts.  Consid.  939 
Local    Government    (England   and    Wales), 

Comm.0/.  9,  1600 
Western  Pacific — Expulsion  of  the  Rev.  John 

Jones  from  Mah6,  441 

JoioEY,   Mr.   J.,   Durham,    Chester  -  0  - 
Street 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887  —  Prison  Regulations  —  Mr.  John 
Dillon,  M.P.  1120;— Picking  Oakum,  1 131 

Jordan,  Mr.  J.,  Clare,  W. 

EnniskiUen,  Bundoran,  and  Sligo  Railway 
[Repayment  of  Deposit],  3,  236,  237 
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JoBDAN,  Mr.  J.—0<m<. 

Ireland — Law  and  Jaaiice — Mr.  Kellj,  County 
Court  Judge  of  Glare,  828,  081 
Riots    and    Diaturbanoea  —  Kilrosh,    Co. 
Clare,  972 

Justices  of  the  Peace  Bill 

{Mr,  SeaU'Eayne^  Mr,   CoUridg$,  Mr,  Howell, 

Mr.  Rendel,  Mr,  JBCantUl  Costham) 
9.  Bill  withdrawn  •  /un«  U  [Bill  20] 

Ka.y-8huttleworth,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  U. 
J.,  Zaneashiref  Cltthsroe 
Excise  Duties    (Local    Purposes) — Van    and 

Wheel  Tax,  1276 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el,  2,  208.  210,  226;  el.  15,  1668, 
1741,  1777;  ci.  16, 1788 
Local    GoTernment   (England   and   Wales) — 
County  Councils,  125 

Kblly,  Mr.  T.  B.,  CamherweU^  2^. 

Inland  Revenue— Exemption  from  Inhabited 
House  Duty,  587 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm,  el,  5,  7  ;  el,  6, 
12,  U,  20  ;  el,  7,  81  ;  add,  el,  58  :  Consid. 
add,  el,  716,  717,  731,  740 ;  el,  5,  765 ;  3R. 
1506 

South  Staffordshire  Water,  Motion  for  an  In- 
struction to  the  Committee,  415,  419 

United  Telephone  Company,  2R.  415 

Yauxhall  Park,  SR.  1527,  1528 

Kennt,  Mr.  M.  T.,  jiyrone.  Mid 

IreUnd — Ilorse  and  Cattle  Breeding — Royal 
Dublin  Society— Grant  of  £5,000,  1118, 
1119 

Keneiok,  Mr.  W.,  Birmingham,  y. 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el,  7,  543 

Kenyon,  Hon.  G.  T.,  Denbigh,  Sfo, 

Agricultural  Tenantry  (Wales),  Res.  1823, 
1824,  1843 

MetropoliUn  Board  of  Works— The  Expendi- 
ture, 04 

KiLDBiDEy  Mr.  D.y  Kirry,  8. 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Mr.  J.  H.  Atkin- 
son, Petty  Sessions  Clerk,  Maryborough, 
Queen's  Co.  1121 
Poor    Jaw — Athy    Board    of   Guardians, 
1115,  1116 

KiMBER,  Mr.  H.,  Wandsworth 

Parks  (Metropolis)— Richmond  Park — Fro- 
posed  Volunteer  Camp,  1546 

Kjmberley,  Earl  of 

Corouers,  Comm.  el.  1,  958 

Germany — His  Imperial  Majesty  the  late 
German  Emperor,  232 

rnrliament— Evidence  before  Select  Com- 
mittees, 1260 

Zululand — Recent  Disturbances,  1255 


Kino,  Mr.  H.  S.,  ffuU,  Central 

India — Indian  Budget,  993 

Uncovenanted  Ciril  SerTants— Payment  of 
Pensions,  1715 

Knatchbull-Httobssen,  Mr.  H.  T.,  ^eni^ 
Faversham 
Looal    Goyemment    (England    and     Wales), 
Comm.  el.  2, 157  ;  el.  7, 603  ;  ck  15, 1785 

EjnGHTLBY,  Sir  B.,  JVarthamptonehire,  8. 
Local    Gorernment     (England    and    Wides), 
Comm.  el,  9,  1601 

Kktttsford,  Lord  (Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Oolonies) 

Australian    Colonies  —  Chinese    Immfgranti. 
230.  232 

Imperial    Defences— Defence    of  EsqainuiBit 
Harbour,  1526 

Malta— New  Constitution,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 959 

Trade  of  India  and  the  Colonies,  Motion  for  a 
Return,  789 

Zululand— Recent  Disturbances,  1255 

Labouchbbb,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 

East  India  (Mr.  William  Taylor),  Kes.  351 
Ireland— Riots,  Ac. — Disturbances  at  Dnndalk 

Railway  Station,  1566 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  5,  7 ;  el,  6, 

17,  18 ;  el.  7,  34 ;  add.  el,  61,  62  :  Consid. 

add.  el.  713,  715,  717,  749,  752  ;  el.  4, 762  ; 

el.  5,  771 
Local    Government   (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el,  2,  161  ;  el,  9, 1639, 1644 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1729 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday,  1145 
Sugar  Bounties— Decision  of  the  Conferenoe, 

822 

Zahourere*  Allotments  Aet,   1887 — Ban- 
bury Board  of  Guardians 
Question,  Mr.  Cobb  ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Local  GoTernment  Board  (Mr.  Rit- 
chie) June  21,  794 

Lafone,  Mr.  A.,  Southwark,  Bermondsey 

Army  Estimates— Warlike  and  other  Stores, 
871,883 

Lalob,  Mr.  B.,  Queen^s  Co,,  Zeix 

Ireland— Iaw  and  Justice — Mr.  J.  H.  Atkin- 
son, Petty  Sessions  Clerk,  Maryborough, 
Queen's  Co.  1120 

Laminoton,  Lord 

Foreign  Marriage  Act,  1108 

Metropolis  (Street  I mproTements)— Proposed 
New  Street  from  Pall  Mall  to  Trafalgar 
Square  through  Spring  Gardens,  784 

Land  Chaii^es  Begistration  and  Searches 

Bill  ( The  Lord  Hobhousi) 

I.  Report  of  Select  Comm.*  Xune  28  [Na  185] 
Bill  reported  •  June  28  (Nos.  40-186} 
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Land  Law  (Ireland)  Actj  1887  (Amend- 
ment) Bill  ( The  Lord  FUzg$ral^ 

I.  Report  •  Jun$  14  (No.  181) 

Read  3*  *  June  15 

Lords'  Amendts.  Couaid.and  agreed  io  June  21, 
938 
U  Royal  Assent  Jwie  28    [01  ds  62  F»c<.c.  Id] 


Land  Law  (Wales  and  Monmonthshire) 
Bill 

{Mr.  Bryn  Roberta,  Mr,  John  JRohertt,  Mr, 
WarmingtoHf  Mr.  Bowen  Bowlandt,  Mr. 
Thomae  EUiij 

c.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Jane  18  [Bill  122] 

Law  Agents  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Caldtoelly  Mr.  Jamea  CamphtU,  Mr. 
M^Lagan,  Mr.  Frater»Mackinioih) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  I*'*  June  22  [Bill  303] 

Law  AiTD  Justice  (England  and  Wales) 

(  Qusetions) 

Action  againet  "  The  Times"  {"O'Donnell 
V.  Waiter  and  Another  **),  Questions,  Mr. 
H.  J.  Wilson,  The  Lord  Major  of  Dub- 
lin (Mr.  Sexton) ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Riohard  Webster),  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Jtme  10,  202 

Coroners*  Inquests — Removal  of  a  Corpse, 
Question,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  June  20,  1132 

Courts  of  Sumnuny  Jurisdiction — Prisoners 
awaiting  Trial,  Question,  Mr.  Fielden ; 
Answer,  The  Seeretary  of  State  June  28, 
1066 

«•  Inferior  Courts  of  Record  **-  The  Returns, 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  June  18, 
440 

The  Midland  Summer  Assizes  —  Aylesbury 
and  Leicester,  Question,  Mr.  (Jobb ;  Answer, 
The  SecreUry  of  State  June  28, 1067 

Criminal  Law 

Release  of  Albert  Travis,  Convicted  of  Murder, 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  Redmond,  Mr.  Tatton 
Egerton,  Sir  William  Uaroourt,  Mr.  Ceny- 
beare.  Mr.  O'Hea ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  State  June  14,  102 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Swetenham ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Richard  Webster)  June  20,  1143 

Stabbing  Case  at  Liverpool-^Case  of  John 
Duggan,  Question,  Mr.  W.  F.  Lawrence; 
Answer,  The  Seeretary  of  State  June  22, 
974 

Untried  Prisoners  and  Handcuffs,  Question, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  June  22,  982 

Law  and  Police  (England  and  Wales) 

Arrest  and  Detention  of  Mr.  John  Mara,  Ques* 
tions,  Mr.  Caine ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  June  14,  117;  June  10,  247; 
June  18,  404 


Lawrence,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool,  Aher- 

eromhy 
Criminal  Law  (England  and  Wales)— Stabbing 

Case  at  LiTerpool — Case  of  John  Duggan, 

974 
Inland  Rerenue  Office,  Liverpool — Stamping, 

971 
Local    Governmept    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  cl.  2,  Ahiendt.  220 
Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Gonsid.  770 


Lawson,  Sir  W.,  Cumberland,  Coeker- 
mouth 

Ireland— Poor  Law — Dismissal  of  Officials- 
Case  of  Mr.  P.  Loughry,  Rate  Collector,  802 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  c/.  9, 1602,  1613 

North  Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  321 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday,  1140 

Sugar  Bounties  Conference — The  Papers,  807 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  8L  Panerae,  W. 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el.  6,  13,  14, 

10 ;  cl.  7,  28,  29 ;  el.  8,  48  ;  Consid.  add. 

el,  723,  724,  703  ;  Amendt.  709 ;  cL  4,  762  ; 

cl,  0,  768,  769,  770 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  cl.  2,  Amendt.  263,  273 ;  cl,  8,  634, 

630.  649,   1010,  1012,  1010,  1016  ;  cl.  10, 

Amendt.  1776 
London    School    Board  —  Amalgamation  of 

Boroughs,  816 
Metropolis — Hospital  Sunday   Fund — Collec- 
tions in  the  Parks  and  Open  Spaces,  200 
Open  Spaoes — Primrose  Hill,  804 

Lschmsre,  Sir  E.  A.  H.,  Worc$9t$rih%r€f 
BetodUy 
Life  Leases  Conversion,  2R.  1672 

Lees,  Mr.  E.,  Oldham 

Poor  Law  Amendment  Act — Pauper  Children 
as  "  Half.  Timers  "  in  Factories,  809 

Lefevrb,  Eight  Hon.  O.  J,  Shaw,  Brad- 
ford, Central 

Brixton  Park,  Consid.  el.  10, 1041 

Criminal  Law  and  Prooeduro  (Ireland)   Act, 

1887,  Res.  1229,  1236 
Vauxhall  Park,  3R.  1028 

Legal  Businesi  of  the  Government 
Moved,  *<  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House 
Copy  of  the  Report  of  the  Committee  ap« 
pointed  by  the  Treasury  to  inquire  into  the 
system  of  conducting  the  Legal  Business  of 
the  Government"  (Mr,  Jackson)  June  25, 
1203;  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  to  be 
printed  [No.  239] 

Leoh,  Mr.  T.   W.,    Lancashire,  S.TF.^ 
Newton 
Egypt— Mission  of  MukhUr  Pasha,  437 
Poor  Law ~  Pensioners    and    Army   Reserve 
Men,  1133 
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Legitim  Law  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Mr,  John  Balfour, 
Mr.  Buehafian) 
e.  Ordered ;  re&d  1«  •  June  29  [Bill  aU] 

LKiOHToiTy  Mr.  S.,  ShropMre,  Oswestry 

Agricultaral  Tenantry    (Wales),   Res.    1832, 

1884 
Constabalary    Foree  (England  and   Wales) — 

First  Keport  of  the  Commissioners  in  1839, 

586 
Local    Government    (England     and    Wales), 

Gomm.  el.  2,  278 ;  el.  6,  Amendt.  510,  524  ; 

el.  7,  010  ;  Amendt.  616  ;  d.  8, 1054 ;  el.  15, 

1742  ;  cl.  16,  1791 
Local    Gorernment  (England  and    Wales) — 

Saperannaation  and  Pension  of  the  Police 

Foroes,  1716 

Lethbridqe,  Sir  B.,  Kensington,  N. 
East  India  (Mr.  William  Tajler),  Res.  322, 

340,350,358,1716,1717 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Gomm.  add.  el.  59 
lAMal    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Gomm.  el.  2, 187 

Lewis,  Sir  0.  E.,  Antrim,  N. 

Land  Act,  1881  —  Section  19  —  Labonrers' 
Dwellings — Applications,  1541,  1542 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  Gonsid.  el.  4,  762 ; 
el.  5, 771 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Gomm.  ei.  2, 162 

Lewishah,  Bight  Hon.  Yiscount,  Lewis- 
ham 
Gontagioas  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts— Impor- 
tation of  Dntch  Gattle  and  Sheep,  1714 

Llewellyn,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somerset,  N. 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Gomm.  el.  2,  172,  268  ;  el.  8,  1008;  el  15, 
1740,  1754 

Libel  Law  Amendment  Bill 

(Sir  Algernon  Borihwiek,  Sir  Albert  Bollit,  Mr. 
Laweon,  Mr.  Jennings,  Dr,  Cameron,  Mr.  John 
Morley) 

0.  Gommittee;  Report  June  13,  3       [Bill  17] 
As  amended,  considered  June  20,  713 
Read  S""  June  27, 1506  [Bill  294] 

;.  Read  1»  *  (L.  Monkswell)  June  28  (No.  190) 

Life  Leases  Conversion  Bill 

{Sir  Edmund  Leehmere,  Mr.  Hastinge,  Sir  John 

Puleston,  Mr.  Radelife  Cooke) 
c.  Bill  withdrawn  June  28,  1672  [Bill  09] 

Limited  Partnerships  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  Bramwell) 

1.  Presented  ;  read  l**June  18         (No.  159) 
Uead2*J^tcii«28, 1523 


Literature,  Seienee^  and  Art 

The  National  OaHery—RenewcU  of  the  Oraett, 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  H.  James ;  Answers, 
The  Gbanoellor  of  the  Excheqaer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  June  15,  244 

The  Royal  Normal  Sehool  of  Seienee^Tke 
Physical  Laboratory,  Question,  Sir  Ilanrj 
Roscoe ;  Answer,  The  First  Gommissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  June  26, 1274 

Local  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill  [h-l.] 

{The  Lord  Ashbourne) 
I.  Gommittee ;  Report  June  22,  966  (No.  93) 

Local  GovERNMEirr  Boabd — ^President 
{see  BrroHiE,  Bight  Hon.  0.  T.) 

Local  Goyebnment  Board— Secretary 
to  {see  LoNO,  Mr.  W.  H.) 

I^eal   Government  (England  and  JFalet) 

Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Glancy ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
June  22,  995 

Clause  120,  Sub-section  2— Main  Roads  {Me* 
tropolis).  Question,  Mr.  Gremer ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Go?ernment 
Board  fMr.  Ritchie)  June  26, 1278 

Financial  Arrangements  in  Relief  of  Local 
Taxation^ Scotland,  Question,  Mr.  Mark 
Stewart ;  Answer,  The  Ghancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  June  26,  1287 

Representation  on  Board  of  Improvement 
Commissioners,  Question,  Mr.  Brunner  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Gorern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  June  18,  446 

Superannuation  and  Pension  of  the  Police 
Force,  Question,  Mr.  Stanley  Leifhton ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  GoTem- 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  June  29, 1716 

Tfis  County  Councils 

ObserTations,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Gorernment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) ;  Question, 
Sir  Ugbtred  Kaj-Shuttleworth ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Ritchie  Jun^  14.124 

County  Councillors,  Question,  Mr.  Gonybeare  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Gorern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  June  15,  256 

Papers,  Question,  Mr.  Galeb  Wright;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Local  Gorernment 
Board  ( Mr.  Ritchie)  June  21,  820 

School  Bocard  for  London^Transfer  to  the 
London  County  Council,  Question,  Golonel 
Duncan ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Gorernment  Board  (Mr.  Long) 
June  15,  248 

The  Licensing  Clauses 

Abandonment  of  the  Clauses,  Question,  Mr. 
Ernest  Spencer ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Local  Gorernment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
/ttit0  2l,823 

Suspension  of  New  Licences,  Questions,  Sir 
William  Houldsworth,  Mr.  Gobb  ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U. 
Smith)  June  14,  122 

The  County  Councils,  Question,  Mr.  Sum- 
mers ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Gorernment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) /wim  14, 118 
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Local  Ooyernment  (England  and  Wales) 
BiU 

(Mr,  Ritchie,  Mr,  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr. 

ChcMeelior  of  the  Exeheqmr,  Mr,  Secretary 

Matthews,  Mr,  Long) 

c,  CommittM  [Fiflh  Night]— r.p.  June  \i,  152 
CommUtee  [Sixth  NightJ— b.p.  June  \6,  262 
Committee  [Seventh  Night]— r.p.  June  18, 463 
Committee  [EighthNightl— b.p.  June  19.  591 
Committee  [Ninth  NightJ— r.p.  June  22,  996 
Committee  [Tenth  Night]— b.p.  June  28,  1574 
Committee  [Eleventh  Night] — r.p.  June  29, 
1730  [Bill  182] 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provinonal 
Orders  (Ballymoney,  ftc.)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  JPHvy  Seal) 

I.  Committee*  ;  Report  June  18         (No.  97) 

Reud  S**  June  19 
e.  Read  1«  *  June  21  [BiU  302] 

Read  2«  *  June  26 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Bangor  and  W^arrenpoint) 
BiU  [H.L.] 

{Lord  Balfour  of  Burley) 
h  Koyal  AtMDt  June  28[51  ds  52  Viet,  o.  xxxiii.] 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Coleraine,  ftc.)  Bill  [h.l.] 

e.  Read  1«  •  June  14  [Bill  297] 

Read  2«  •  June  19 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  (Dublin  Markets)  Bill  [hj..] 

e.  Read  2«  *  June  18  [Bill  291] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

Bill  {B,  Broumhw) 

I.  Read  3'*  June  14  (No.  113) 

Rojal  Assent  June  28  [51 A  52  Viet,  c.  xzzix.] 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orders 

(No.  2)  Bill  {E,  Broumlow) 

I,  Read  3**  June  14  (No.  114) 

Royal  Assent  Jiiittf  28  [51  A  52  Viet,  c.  xl.] 

Local  Government  Provisional   Orders 

(No.  3)  Bill  ( Lord  Balfour) 

I,  Read  2**  June  19  (No.  139) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  22 
Read  3»  *  June  25 
Kojal  Assent  June  28  [51  A  52  Viet,  o.  Ixi.] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  4)  Bill 

{Lord  Balfour) 

L  Read  2*  •  June  19  (No.  140) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  22 
Read  3*  */un0  25 
Royal  Assent  June  28  [51  it  52  Viet.  o.  Ixii] 


Local  CK)vemment  Provisional  Orders 

(No.  5)  Bill  {Mr,  Long,  Mr,  Ritehie) 
e.  Report  *  June  27  [Bill  2C5] 

Considered  *  June  28 

Read  3<»  *  June  29 
/.  Read  1*  •  June  29  (No.  192) 

Local  Ck)vemment  Provisional  Orders 

(No-  6)  Bill  {Mr,  Long,  Mr,  Ritehie) 
e.  Report  •  June  25  [Bill  266] 

Read3^*/u»0  26 
I,  Read  !••  {L,  Balfour)  June  26      (No.  181) 

Read  2*  •  June  29 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orders 

(No.  7)  Bill  {Mr,  Long,  Mr,  Ritehie) 
e.  Read  8»  •  June  13  [BiU  267] 

;.  Read  1*  •  (L.  Balfour)  June  14      (No.  150) 

Read  2>  •  June  22 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  25 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

(No.  8)  Bill       {Mr,  Long,  Mr,  Ritehie) 

e.  Report  •  June  21  [Bill  271] 

Considered  *  ;  read  S^  June  22 
I,  Read  1»  •  {L,  Balfour)  June  22      (No.  172) 

Read2**./uii0  28 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

(No.  9)  Bill        {Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Ritehie) 

e.  Read  2''  •  June  18  [  Bill  274] 

Report  *  June  25 

Read  3*  *  June  26 
I,  Read  1*  •  (L.  Balfour)  June  26    (No.  182) 

Read2**/ttfitf  29 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

(No.  10)  Bill  {Mr.  Ung,  Mr,  Ritehie) 
e.  Report  •  June  21  [Bill  275] 

Read3<»*/M»tf  22 
I.  Read  1*  •  {L.  Balfour)  June  22     (No.  173) 

Read  2*  *  June  28 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

(No.  11)  Bill  {Mr.  Long,  Mr,  Ritehie) 
e.  Report  *  June  21  [Bill  276] 

Read  3^*  June  22 
I,  Read  1*  •  (Z.  Balfour)  June  22      (No.  174) 

Read2**/utttf  28 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

(No.  12)  Bill     iMr,  Long,  Mr.  Ritehie) 

e.  Read  2°  •  June  15  [Bill  284] 

Report  *  June  25 

Read3®*  Jmii^  26 
/.  Read  !••  (L,  Balfour)  June  26     (No.  183) 

Read2**./uiM  29 

Local  CK)vemment   Provisional   Order 

(No.  13)  Bill  {Mr,  Long,  Mr,  RiUhie) 
e.  Read  2«  •  June  16  [Bill  287] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

(Gas)  Bill  {l*.  Balfour) 

i.  Read  2«*  June  19  (No.  142) 
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Looal  Ooyflrnment  ProTiiional  Orden 
(Highways)  BiU 

{Mr.  Lonfft  Mr.  Riiehie) 

e.  Read  8»  •  June  13  [Bill  258] 

/.  Read  1*  •  (L.  Balfour)  June  14      (No.  149) 

Read  2»  *  June  22 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jtme  25 

Read  d»  *  June  28 

Local    Government   ProYiflional  Order 

(Port)  Bill  (^r.  Lofv,  Mr.  RUehie) 
e.  Read  ^  •  June  13  [Bill  259] 

I.  Read  1*  •  (X.  Balfour)  June  14      (No.  151) 

Read  2*  *  June  22 

Gommittee*  ;  Report  June  25 

Reads**  Jtiiitf28 

Local  Oovemment  ProYieional  Orders 

(Poor  Law)  Bill         {,B.  BrnwnUw) 
I  Read  8*  •  June  1 4  (No.  1 15) 

Rojal  Aiaeot  June  28  [51  A  52  Viet,  o.zll] 

Local  Oovemment  Proyisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (Ho-  2)  BiU 

{S.  Brotpnlouf) 

I.  ReadS«*  JuimU  (No.  116) 

Rojal  Aiaent  June  28   [51  A  52  Viei.  c.  zlii.] 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (Ho-  3)  Bill 

{E.  Broumlow) 

.  Read3** /ttiMl4  (No.  117) 

Royal  AueuiJune  28  [51  A  52  Viet.  o.  xliU.] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (Ho-  4)  Bill 

{L.  Balfour) 

I.  Committee  * :  Report  June  14       (No.  120) 
Read  3*  *  June  15 
Rojal  Asaent  June  28  [51  A  52  VieLo.  xlriii.] 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  5)  Bill 

(L.  Balfour) 

I.  Committee*  ;  Report  June  14        (No.  121) 
Read  3»  •  June  15 
Rojal  Assent  June  28      [51  A  52  Viet,  xlix.] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (Ho.  6)  Bill 

(I.  Balfour) 

L  Read  2*«  June  19  (No.  141) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  22 
Read  3*  */un0  25 
Rojal  Assent  June  28  [51  A  52  Vtet.  o.  Ixiii.] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  7)  Bill 

{Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Ritchie) 

e.  Report  •  June  15  [Bill  272] 

Reeid  S""  •  June  18 
/  Read  U^{L.  Balfour)  June  19      (No.  164) 

Read  2«  *  June  28 


Lovo,  Mr.  W.  BL    (Seeretary  to  ti&e 

Local  Government  Board),    WSU, 

Diviui 
Inland    Retenae  —  ExoUa  — -  Lia^noot     to 

Brewers'  Houses,  245 
Looal    Govern  men  t    (Englund     and    Wales), 

Coram,   el.  2.   189,  191,    196,  310;    ei,  S, 

508:  el  8,  1044  ;  d.  15,  1609,  17S5,  1747, 

1750,  1757,  1758,  1765 
Local    Government   (EnglaDd    and    Wales)— 

School  Board  for  London — Transfer  to  tlie 

London  Countj  Coanoil,  248 

LOBD    AdYOOATB,    The    (ses    MAODONALDy 

Bight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

LoBD  LiBunvANT  OF  Trkt.and  —  Ohief 
Seoretary  to  the  (jm  Bax^foub,  Bight 
Hon.  A.  J.  ) 

Lord  President  of  tsk  Coxtnoh.  (eee 
OaANBBOoK,  Yiaoount) 

Lord  Privy  Seal  {see  Oadogak^  Earl) 

Lothian,  ICarqaess  of  (Seoretary  for 

Scodand) 

Cbaroh  Patronage  (Sootland)  Act,  1874,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Select  Oommlttoe,  954 

UniTonitiea  (Scotland),  Report  of  Amcnd- 
mcnU,  el.  B,  565, 567  :  eL  5,569  ;  0I.  6,  i^  ; 
el.  14,  570;  el.  15,  571;  ek  16.  Amoadt. 
572;  el.  20,  ib.;  BR.  1109,  1110,  1111 

LowTHER,  Hon.  W.,  Wuhnorelamdf  Ap^ 

plehy 
Cnstoms  (Wine  Dutj),  Gomm.  el.  2,  374 

Lubbock,  Sir  J.,  London  Univ&rMy 

English  UniTersity  Colleges,  430 

Local    GoTcrnment    (England    and    Walei), 

Gomm.  c/.  2,211,212 
United  Telephone  Compan7,2R.  Amondt.  415 

Lunacy  Acts  Amandment  Bill  [h^.] 

{Mr.  Secretary  Matth€%e§) 
e.  2R.  deferred  June  21, 937  [ BiU  SS8] 


Lunacy  Acts — Colney  JBMeh  A9yh 
Treatment  of  Inmates 
Qoestion,   Mr.  W.   Redmond;    Anawar,  Tbo 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  June  26,  1276 

Ltell,  Mr.  L.,  Orkney  and  Shetland 
Rerenne  of  the  Oown  (Scotland) — Aaaoal 
Fen  Dalies,  791 

Lyminotok,    Bight     Hon.     Yiacount^ 
Devon,  South  MoUon 
Local   Government    (England    and    Walet), 
Comm.  c^.  2,  289 
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MoAbthub,  Mr.  A.,  L$ie$9tir 

▲friea  (West  Coast) — Administratioa  of  Jus- 
tioe  at  Sierra  LeoDe^EzMUtion  of  Natives, 
810 

Colonial  GoTornment  Sooaritiet,  Rea.  677 

Mo  Arthur,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Cornwall^  Midj 
St.  Austell 

Local  Government  (England  and  Walei), 
Comm.  el.  2,  180 

MoCalmont,  Captain  J.,  Antrim^  E, 

Admiralty— Channel  FUet^Belfast  Lough— 
Anchorage  in  Bangor  fiay,  1A42 

MoCabtan»  Mr.  M.,  Doton^  8. 

Ireland — Qnestions 

Land  Law    Act,  1887— Section  98- Ad* 
jnstment  of  Rents,  1663 

Magistracy — Dr.  Callen,  Di  visional  Magis- 
trate, Dnndalk,  1285 

Riots,  Ac.— Distarbanoe  at  Dandalk  Rail* 
way  Station,  1564 
Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission — Qaestions 

Appeals  at  Dandalk,  1714 

Fair     Rent     Applications  —  Ballycastle 
Union,  1548,  1549, 1550 

Sub-Commission— Sittings  in  Keady,  1550 

Macdonald,  Bight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.  (Lord 
Advocate),  Edinburgh  and  St.  An* 
dnw^s  Universities 

Bail  (Scotland),  Consid.  226 

Church  of  ScotUnd,  Res.  1102 

Ecclesiastical  Assessments    (Scotland),    Res. 

703,711 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.d.  7,  40  ;  el.  8, 

49 :  Consid.  add.  el.  747,  751,  755 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el.  2,  287,  288 
Oaths,  Comm.  ei  1,  1511 
Private  Bill  Legislation— Evidence  before  the 

Joint  Committee,  582 
Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 
Comm.   el.  3,  66,  67;  el.  5,  70;    el.  7, 
Amendt.  71 
Scotland— Questions 

Criminal  Law— Suspicious  Death    of  D. 

Ballingall,  Co.  Fife,  422 
Education  Department — Mr.  T.  A.  Stewart, 

Inspector  of  Schools,  070,  1720 
Evictions  and  Pauperism,  822 
Fisheries— Inland    Fisheries — Assault  at 
St.  Boswell's,  1286  ;— Lobster  Fisheries, 
1112;— Salmon  Fisheries,  820 
Island  of  Lewis — Payment  of  Rates,  428 
Landlord  and  Tenant— The  Skibo  EsUte, 

Stttherlandshire,  1129 
Law  and  Justice — Removalof  Sheriff  Clerk 

Depute  from  Tobermory  to  Oban,  583 
Law  and  Police— Arrest  of  Neil  O'llare — 
Mistaken    Identity,    420 ;— Suspicious 
Death  of  John  Mackay,  South  Harris,  800 
Poor  Relief— Poor  Uw  Act,  1845,  822 
Trawling— Beam  Trawling,  246 

MoDoNALD,  Mr.  P.,  Sligo,  N. 

Ireland—  Questions 

Army — Auxiliary  Forces— Sligo  Artillery 
MUiti*— Eqoipmenti,  1271 

[eont. 


MoDowALD,  Mr.  P. — ewU. 

Inland  Revenue— Publicans'  Licences  — 
Ennis  Quarter  Sessions,  1272 

National  Education  —  National  School 
Teachers — Examination  of  Candidates, 
1266 

Maodonald,    Mr.  W.  A.,   Q^een^s  Co., 

Ossary 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act, 
1887 — Imprisonment  of  Members,  1140 

Prisons  Act,  1865 — Employment  of  the  Tread- 
mill in  Prisons,  1142 

Maokintosh,  Mr.  C.  Frassb-,  Inverness- 
shire 

Scotland— Fisheries— Lobster  Fisheries,  1112 
Law  and  Police— Arrest  of  Neil  O'Hare— 
Mistaken  Identity,  419 

MoLaqan,  Mr.  P.,  Linlithgow 
Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland),  Bes.  706 

McLaren,  Mr.W.  S.  B.,  Cheshire,  Crewe 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  c^.  7i  535;  «/.  14,  1757;  Amendt. 
1758, 1759,  1761,  1762 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  Comm. 
75 

Maoleak,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 
East  India  (Mr.  Willism  Taylor),  Res.  357, 
358,  1284 

Maolurb,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire^  S.E., 
Stretford 
Ireland — Piers  and    Harboors— Harbour   at 
Rcsslare,  590 

Mao  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.»  Donegal,  8. 

India  —  Uncoveuanted    Civil    Service — Fur- 
loughs, 426 ;— Pension  Rules,  427 
Ireland— Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887— 
Charges  of  Conspiracy,  97,  98  ; — Pro- 
ceedings at  Lanesborough,  100  ; — Resi- 
dent Magistrates,  440, 1269 
Evictions — Ilugh  Bogue— Alleged  Uarsh- 

ness,  1556 
Magistracy — Messrs.  Gardiner  and  Red- 
mond, R.M.— Castlemartyr,  587 
Ireland— Criminal    Law  and  Procedure  Act, 

1887,  Res.  1226 
War  OflBce— Etemoval  of  the  Ayrshire  Artil- 
lery to  Plymouth,  812 

Madden,  Mr.  D.  H.  (Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland),  Dublin  University 
County  Courts  (Ireland),  2 R.  1419 
Ireland — Questions 

Inland    Revenue  —  Publicans*  Licences— 

Ennis  Quarter  Sessions,  1272 
Land  Law  Act,  1881— Cnse  of  Owen 
Wynne,  Landlord,  and  James  M'Keown, 
Manorhamilton,  1289;  — "Sarah  Ma. 
guire  V.  Owen  Wynne,'*  Manorhamilton, 
1289 
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Maodbk,  Mr.  D.  H.— eonl. 

Land  Law  Aot,  1887— Section  39— Adjuit- 

ment  of  Rents,  1563 
Land    Parchase    Act,    1885— Arrears    of 

Rates,  1 132 
Law  and  Police — Arrests  for  Conspiracy, 

^Handcuffing.  1130,1181 
Municipal  Boroaghs— Ballinasloe  Agrical- 

taral  Dall,  1264,  1265 
National     Education  —  National    School 

Teachers— Examination  of   Candidates, 

1266 
Riots,  Ac. — Affray  at  Mitchelstown— Com- 
pensation to  a  Policeman,  1271 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Instruction  as 

to  the  Admission  of  the  Public  into  Court 

Houses,  1268 
Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 

1887— Questions 
Administration  of  the  Act,  984 
Admission  to  Bail,  804,  805 
Charges  of  Conspiracy,  96,  97 
Judges' Notes,  1146 
Judgment  in  the  Killeagh  Case— >Short- 

hand  Writer's  Notes,  1281,  1282,  1383 
Proceedings  against  Cornelius  Cnrtain  and 

others— The  Dublin  Court  of  Exchequer, 

1721,  1722 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Questions 

Administration  of    Judicial  Oaths,  1124, 

1125 
Alleged  Insurance  Frauds  at  Belfast,  1553 
Arrests  at  Loaghrea,  798 
Conviction  of  Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.  P. — The 

«*Plan  of  Campaign,"  1725, 1726, 1727 
Ireland — Magistracy  —  Questions 

Mr.  Cullen,  Divisional  Magistrate,  Dul- 

dalk,  1285 
Mr.  J.  W.  Glasgow,  Cookstown,  Co.  Tyrone, 

971 
Resident  Magistrates— Complaint  Against, 

1269, 1270  ;— Appointments,  1279 
Ireland— Criminal  Law   and    Procedure  Act, 

1887.  Res.  1196,  1200,  1202,  1204, 1325 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment, 

Lords'  Amendts.  Consid.  939,  940,  941 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Act 
(1877)  Amendment,  2R.  228 

Maohebamobne,  Lord  (Ohairman  of  the 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works) 
Street  Improvements  (Metropolis),  233 

Makins,  Colonel  W.  T.,  Ewx,  8.  W. 

United  Telephone  Company,  2R..  88 

Malcolm,  Oolonel  J.  W.,  ArgylUhire 

Law  and  Justice  (Scotland) — Removal  of 
Sheriff  Clerk  Depute  from  Tobermory  to 
Oban,  583 

Mallooe,  Mr.  B.,  JDeton,  Torquay 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el.  15, 1754 

Mulia — The  New  Comtitution 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 

to  Her  Majesty  for  Return  of  the  amount  of 

the  annual  contribution  from  the  revenue  of 

Malta  for  military  purposes,   and  of  the 
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amount  remitted  directly  or  indireotly  in 
drawbacks  to  the  military  authorities,  with 
the  view  of  ascertaining  the  possibility  of 
applying  these  sums  towards  defraying  the 
expenses  of  the  Militia"  {The  Earl  De  La 
Warr)  June  22,  958 ;  after  short  debate^ 
Motion  withdrawn 

Mabjoribanks,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  B^rwieh- 

shire 
Church  of  Scotland,  Res.  1101 
North  Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  320 

Marriage   Law — The    Foreign   Ma/rriage 

Act 

Question,    Observations,    Lord     Lamington ; 

Reply,  The  Prime  Minister  and  Secretary 

of  SUte  for  Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess 

of  Salisbury)  June  25,  1108 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 
BiU 

(Mr.  Htneagty  Mr.  Broadhurat,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr, 
Charles  Catneron,  Mr.  Jesse  CoUings,  Mr, 
Herbert  Oardnsr,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  T.  W, 

Bussell) 

e.  Order  for  Committee  read;  Moved,  ''That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair" 
Jutie  Id,  75 
Moved,  **That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  they  have  power  to  extend 
the  scope  of  the  Bill  so  as  to  include 
marriages  between  a  woman  and  her  de- 
ceased husband's  brother"  {Mr.  Walter 
M'Laren) ;  Debate  adjourned         [Bill  9} 

Marriott,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  T.  (Judge 
Advocate  General),  Brighton 
Army  Estimates— Warlike  and  other  Stores, 
875 

Marum,  Mr.  E.  M.,  Kilkenny,  N. 

Ireland — Poor    Law  —  Kilkenny   Dispensary 
District,  1547 

Matthews,  Right  Hon.  H.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birmingham^  E. 
Clerks  of  the  Peace,  Comm.  el.  1,  227 
Coal  Mines — Colliery  Accident   at   Udston, 
Lanarkshire,  106 
Explosions — Evidence  before  the  Coroners' 
Juries— The  St.  Helen's  Explosion,  110 
Coal  Mines  Regulation   Act,   1887— Special 

Rules,  110 
Criminal    Law  (England  and  Wales)— Ques- 
tions 
Release  of  Albert  Travis,   Convicted   of 

Murder,  103,  104 
Stabbing  Case  at  Liverpool— Case  of  John 

Duggan,  974 
Untried  Prisoners  and  Handcuffs,  982 
Factory  and  Workshops  Act — Vacancies  in  the 
Staff  of  Inspectors,  439 
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Matthiws,  Right  Hon.  U. — coni. 

Law  ftod  Jastioe  (England  and  Wales)— Qaet- 

tioni 
Action  against "  The  Times/'  352 
Coroners'  Inquests — Removal  of  a  Corpse, 

1133 
Courts  of  Summary  Jurisdiction — Prisoners 

awaiting  Trial,  1667 
Midland  Summer  Assises— Ajlesburj  and 

Leicester,  1067 

Law  and  Police  (England  and  Wales)  (Metro- 
polis)—Arrest  of  John  Mara,  117,  118,  248, 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  ek  2,  284,  286  ;  el  8,  470, 477.  478 

Lunacy  Acts— Golnej  Hatch  Asjlam — ^Treat- 
ment of  Lunatics,  1277 

Metropolis— Public  Meetings^-CoUections  of 
Money  in  the  Parks  and  Open  Spaces,  488, 
439  ;— Hospital  Sunday  Fund,  250,  251  ;~ 
Southwark  Park,  111 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works — Expenditure, 
95 

Metropolitan  Police — Police  Courts — Accom- 
modation for  Prisoners  awaiting  Trial,  585 

Mines — Certificates  of  Under  Managers,  116 

Palace  of  Westminster — House  of  Commons — 
Police  Attendance,  1129 

Parliamentary  Elections  —  Party  Agents — 
Eligibility  of  Clerks  of  the  Peace  or  County 
Treasurers,  1279 

Prisons  Act,  1865 — Employment  of  the  Tread- 
mill in  Prisons,  1142 

Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Comm.  cl,  3,  67 
Royal  Commission  on  Education — The  Report 

— Premature  Disclosure,  1571,  1572 
Rugby  Habitation  of  the  Primrose  League — 

Objectionable  Sports,  794 

Shop  Hours  Etegulation  Act— Overwork  at 
Hackney,  1188 

Thames  Embankment— Subway  from  Palace 
Yard,  441 

Vaccination  Acts— Convictions  at  Bath,  978 
Victoria    Park  Hospital  for  Consumption^ 
Alleged  Illegal  Dissection,  792 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.  (A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury),  Wig  ton 
Cvfil  Servants — Examinations  for  First  Class 
Ciril  Serrice  Clerkships,  795 

Customs  House  —  Statistical  Department- 
Special  Pay  of  Writers,  815 

H.R.H.  the  Commander-in-Chief— The  Patent, 

989 
War  Office — Army  Accoutrements— 8rd  Bed- 
fordshire Regiment — Valises,  970 
Folkestone  Jubilee  Hospital — Sale  of  Land 
in  the  Bayle,  584 

Meath,  Earl  of 

Open  Spaces  (Metropolis)— Law  Courts  Site ; 

Westminster  Abbey  (Parliament   Square)  ; 

British  Museum,  77,  80,  82 
Street  Improvements    (Metropolis),    238  ;— 

Proposed  New  Street  from   Pall  Mall  to 

Trafalgar  Square  through  Spring  Gardens, 

784 

VOL.  OOOXXYn.  [thibd  sbbibs.] 


Mirehandiu  Marh  Aet^  1887 — 8eei%<m  3, 

Suh-8$etum  2 
(Question,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach)  June  14,  106 

Merchant  Shipping 

Hospitals  of  Passenger-Carrying  SUamers, 
Questions,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answers,  The  Pre. 
sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  June  18,  485  ;  June  19,  575 

Lose  of  Life  at  Sea— -Examinations  for  Boat* 
swains,  fre,  —  Legislation,  Question,  Sir 
William  Pearce  ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  June  15, 246 

Merchant  Shipping  (Life  Saving  Appli- 
ances) Bill  [H.L.]  {Sir  Miehad  Eieks-Beaeh) 

e,  2R.  deferred  June  18,  562 
2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  June  28,  1671 

Metbopolis        ( Questions) 

Farochial  ExpenditureSt,  Margaret  and  St, 
John,  Westminster,  Question,  Mr.  Bartley ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
▼ernment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  June  25, 
1114 

PoHee  Courts ^Aesommodation  for  Prisoners 
awaiting  Trial,  (luetiion,  Mr.  T.  Fielden; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  June  19, 
585 

Street  Improvements,  Question,  ObserTations, 
The  Earl  of  Heath;  Eleply,  The  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Lord 
Magheramome)  June  15,  288 
Proposed  New  Street  from  Pall  Mall  to 
Drafalgar  Sauare  through  Spring  Gardens, 
Question,  Obserrations,  Lord  Thnrlow  ; 
Reply,  Lord  Henniker  June  21,  788 

Open  Spaees 

Law  Courts  Site  :  Westminster  Abbey  {Par* 
liament  Square);  The  British  Museum, 
Questions,  Obseryations,  The  Earlof  Meath; 
Reply,  Lord  Henniker ;  short  debate  thereon 
June  14,  77 

Primrose  BiU,  Questions,  Mr.  Lawson :  An- 
swers, The  First  Commiuioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Plnnket)  June  21,804 

Provision  for  Seats  in  Parliament  Square, 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Meath;  Answer, 
Lord  Henniker  June  21, 783 

The  Parks 

Questions,  Mr.  Cunninghame  Graham,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
June  18,  437  ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands ; 
Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 

iMr.  Plunket)  June  18,  439  i^Southwark 
^ark.  Question,  Mr.  Cunninghame  Graham ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Jum0  14,111; — 
Hospital  Sunday  Fund'^Colleetions  in  the 
Parks  and  Open  Spaees,  Questions,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands, 
Mr.  Cunninghame  Graham ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  June  16,  249 
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Ortemrick  Park—  Tke  Eanjfo^s  L^,  Qjam- 1 
tioa,  Mr.  BnaUofb :    Amwct.  The  Pint 
CMBBUtioner    of    Works    (^r.    Pioftket) 
/mm  21,  803 

ffycCtf  Park- Bathing  im  tie  S^rpemtine,  Qom- 
tioo,  Mr.  BaomAQO  ;  Answer,  Tho  Firti 
CommifttioiMr  Jnm^  18,  444 

Reg€id*i  Park,  (^oMtioo,  Mr.  Norrii;  Ab- 
•ver,  Tbo  First  CommissioDer  Jwme  15,  941 

Riehm&mi  Park  —  Tke  Proposed  VotmnUer 
Camp,  Quest  Urns,  Mr.  Kimber,  Major 
Raseb  :  Answers,  The  First  Commiflsiooor, 
Tbo  First  Lord  of  the  TroMorj  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Bnitb)  J%tme  28,  1546 
[See  AsMT— /Vafumo/  RilU  Aaoeiaium} 

VieUma  Park— lUfreihwunt  SUutd,  Qaeetion, 
Mr.  BndUagb;  Answer,  Tbe  First  Com- 
miseiooer  Jwu  25, 1128 

Metropolii    (Whitdchapel    and    Idme- 
hoiue)  ProTinonal  Order  BiU 

( Earl  Broumhw) 
I .  Rojal  AsMOt  Jtme  28  [61  A  52  Viet.c.  zzxii.] 

MHropoliUn  A$yluwi$  Boari — SmaU-Pox 

Hoipital  ai  Darenth 
QoestioD,  Mr.  Piokersg^ll ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  tbe  Local  GoTerninent  Board  (Mr. 
Kitobie)  Jun$  18,  431 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Worki 

The  Blaekwall  Tunnel,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Sjdnej 
Boston ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tatton  Egertoo 
June  15,  243 

The  iCxpendUure,  Q,nwiion,  Mr.  Kenyon  ;  An- 
swer, Tbe  Seeretary  of  State  for  tbe  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Iffattbews)  June  14,  94 

The  lile  of  Dogi'^Rain  Flooae^  Question,  Blr. 
Sjrdnej  Bazton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tatton  Kger- 
ton  June  29, 1718 

Transfer  of  Powers,  Question,  Mr.  Howell ; 
Answer,  Tbe  First  Lord  of  tbe  Treasm7 
(Mr.  W.  U.  Smitb)  June  25, 1144 

Metropolitan  Commone  (ChislehnrBt  and 
St.  Panics  Cray)  Provisional  Order 

Bill  (^.  Brownlow) 

I,  Oommittee  * ;  Report  June  14        (No.  122) 
Read  3**  June  15 
Rojal  Assent  June  28     [61  ds  52  ric/.c.  1.] 

Metropolitan  Commone   (Farnborongh) 
Provisional  Order  Bill 

( Earl  Brownlow) 
I  Royal  Assent  June  28  [51  ds  52  Viet,  c.  zzzi.] 

Metropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order 

Bill  {E,  Brownlow) 

/.  Read  2»  •  June  15  (No.  134} 

Oommittee  * ;  Report  June  18 
Read  3^*  June  19 
Rojal  Assent  June  28  [51  A  52  Viet.  c.  Wi.] 

MiLYAiN,  Mr.  T.,  Durham 
Looal    Gorernment    (Rngland    and    Wales), 
Comm,  el  2, 165|  107 


Mono,  Eail  of 

Cbfcb  Patr—a f>  (S<otle»<)  Aet.  1874,  Mf. 
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HoLLOT,  Mr.  B.  C,  Kin^B  C#., 

Amy  Esttaatee— WariilM  and  other  Stem, 

681,883 
Loeal    Goveniment     (EnsUad    and    Waki'., 

CoauB.  c/.  8,  1940 


MoHTAOu,  Mr.  S.,  TViMT  HmmUU,  WhUt- 
chapel 
Contafioas  Diseaaei  (Animals)  Aeta — ^Isifsr. 
tatioa  of  Datch  CmttXm  and  Shaep,  1713 

MoROAV,  Bight  Hon.  O.  Osbomey  Boh 

highthire,  S„ 
Afrienltiiral  Toaaatry    (#al«aX    R««.  1811. 

1824 
Colonial  Oovemmoni  Saenritiae.  Res.  868" 
Libel  Law  Amendmaat,  Gobib.«I.6,  12  ;  ^7, 

28 :    d,  8.  48 ;   Amandt.   44,  46 ;   Genii. 

adJL  el  718,  746 
Loeal    GoYemment    (England    aad    Waks), 

Comm.  d.  8,  1679 
Wales — (fOld  Mines— Spoealativa    Leans  sr 

Lioeneee — RighUof  iha  Crown,  1142 

MoROAV,  Mr.  0.  v.,  BmUsra^et 

Merebandise   Marks    Act,    1887^8eetioB  I, 

Sob-eeotion  2,  106 
Palaoe  of  Westminster — Hoosa  of  Ckmimen— 

Police  Attendance,  1139 
United  States-Shipping   Chaiges— Deelaft- 

tion  Fee,  119 

MoBLBYy  Earl  of 

Companies,  2R.  1517 

Metropolis  (Street  ImproTomaDts)  —  Propoesd 
New  Street  from  Pall  Mall  to  Tra&l^ 
Square  throagh  Spring  Cardans,  78f 

MoBLEY,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  NewoMtU-upoB' 

Tyne 
Ireland— Criminal  Law  and   Ptooednre  Ad| 
1887— QnMtions 
994 

Administration  of  the  Aot,  1058, 1059 
Charges  of  Conspiracy,  96 
Imprisonment  of  Mr.  Dillon,  M.P.  896 
Judgment  in  the  Killeagh  Casa — Shorthand 

Writer's  Notes,  1283 
Persons  Proceeded  Against,  dkc.  1794 
Proceedings  against  Cornelias  Cartain  aad 
others — ^The  Doblin  Court  of  Exeheqaer, 
1720,  1721,  1722,  1723 
Release  of  Killeagh  Prisoners,  780 
Ireland— Criminal  hsm  and    Prooadare  Aet, 

1887,  Res.  1148, 1149,  1171. 1181.  1204 
Looal    Goyernment    (England    and    Wain). 
Comm.  d,  2,  168;  cl,  3,   480,  491  ;  d,  7. 
593;   Amendt.  612;  el,  8,  Motion  for  re- 
porting Progress,  657,  658 
Parliament — Businen  of  the  Uoose,  1573 

Ilortmain — Isiu$  of  Lieeneu 

Question,  Mr.  Warmington ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Webster) 
June  18,  450 
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MoTTNT  -  Edgoumbb,     EotI    of    ( Lord 
Steward  of  the  Household) 

His  Imperial  Highness  the  late  GermaD  Em- 
peror— Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address 
of  Condolence,  1108 

BfowBRAY,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  T.  "R,,  Oxford 
Univeriity 
Selection  (Standing  Committees)  (Special  Re- 
port), 382,  388 

MuNDELLAy  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield, 

BrightHde 
Local    Goternment    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  €i,  8,  659,   1026;   Amendt.   1027, 

1028, 1030 
Royal  Commiuion  on  Education — The  Report 

— Premature  Disclosure,  1571,  1572 

MuKPHY,  Mr.  W.  M.,  Dublin,  St.  Patrick's 
Distress  for    Rent   (Dublin),    Comm.    el»    9, 

Amendt.  770 
Ireland  —  Bankruptcy   Aet— J.   R.  Guy  and 
Thomas  Moroney,  242 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887 — 
Section  l^SUte  of  Dublin  County,  11 4, 
448 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment, 
Lords  Amendt.  Consid.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 039 

Napieb  of  Maodala,  Lord 

Malta — The  New  Constitution,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  959 

National  Debt  (Supplemental)  Bill 

{Mr,  Chaneellor  of  tlu  Exchequer,  Mr,  W.  B, 

Smith,  Mr,  Jaekeon) 

e.  As  amended,  considered  June  14,  125 

[Bill  264] 

Read  3^  after  short  debate  June  15,  258 
/.  Read  !«•  {M.  Saliebury)  June  15   (No.  155) 

Read  2*  *  June  18 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  19 

Read  3"*  June  21 

Royal  Assent  June  28    [51  ds  52  Viet.  c.  15] 

ydtional  Defence  [Remunwation,  ^eJ\ 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  June  14, 126 

Moved,  *'  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorixe  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  prorided  by 
Parliament,  of  remuneration  to  Railway 
Companies  for  receiving  and  forwarding 
traffic  under  the  authority  of  a  Secretary 
of  State  or  the  Admiralty,  and  of  compen- 
sation to  any  person  suffering  loss  from  any- 
thing done  under  such  authority,  in  pur- 
suance of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to 
make  better  provision  respecting  National 
Defence  "  {Mr,  Seeveiary  Stanhope)  ;  after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

If  aval  and  Military  Departments — Com- 
poeiiion  of  the  Royal  Commiseion 
Question,  Lord   Charles  Beresford ;  Answer, 
Th9  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  June  18,  458 


(  Queetions) 

Channel  Fleet,  The^-Belfaet  Lough-^Anchor* 
age  in  Bangor  Bay,  Question,  Captain 
M'Calmont ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Forwood)  June  28, 1542 

Ber  Majestg'i  Birthday  and  Coronation  Day 
at  the  Lockyardt,  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare  : 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  June  25,  1188 

B.M.S.  "Asia,'*  Seamen  of—Payment  of 
Wages,  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  June  25,  1144 

R.M.8.  "Beileisle,**  Question,  Sir  Thomas 
Esmonde ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  June  18, 
436 

Photographic  Charting  of  the  JECeavent,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Crossley ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
June  21.  820 

7*orpedo  Net  Defence  Committee — Experi* 
ments,  Questions,  Admiral  Field,  Mr.  Picton, 
Mr.  Brunner;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
June  21,  818 

Thb  Docktabds 

Devonport  Dockyard  —  Pay  of  Labourers, 
Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer,  Tho 
First  Lord  June  25,  1139 

NsLsoN,  £arl 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolis)— Tiaw  Courts  Site ; 
Westminster  Abbey  (Parliament   Square) ; 
British  Museum,  80 

NoLAX,  Oolonel  J.  P.,  Oalway,  N. 

Army    Estimates^  Ordnance    Factories,  907» 
919 

Warlike  and  other  Stores,  865,  890,  892 
I  reland — Questions 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage*— Lough 
Corrib,    1116 ;— The    Shannon,    1117, 
1118 
Poor   Law— Indebtedneu  to  Contractors 

for  Food,  433,  434 
Public  Works,  1844, 1846 
Parliament — Rules  and  Orders  of  this  House 
—Divisions,  825 

Nolan,  TAx,  J,,  Louth,  If. 

Ireland — Riots,  Ac— Disturbance  at  Dundalk 
Railway  Station,  1564,  1565 

NoBRis,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Tower  Hamlets,  ZimO'^ 

house 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  cl,  6,  523 
Oaths,  Comm.  el,  1,  73 ;  Amendt.  74,  779 
Parks  (Metropolis)— Regent's  Park,  241 

North  American  Fisheries — Seal  Fishing 

in  Behring  Sea 
Question,  Mr.  Gourley ;  Answer,  The  Under 
SecreUry  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  June  18,  421 

NoBTHBBooK,  Earl  of 

Imperial  Defence — Organiiation  of  our  Naval 
and  MiliUry  System— Pouibility  of  In* 
vasion,  1699, 1701 
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North  Sea  Fisheries  Bill 

(Sir   Miehael   BiekS'BsBch,    Baron   Binry   de 

TTomu) 

0.  Committee  ;  Report ;  read  3"  June  15,  320 

[Bill  278] 
/.  Read  !••  (i^.  Ontlow)  Jane  18     (No.  158) 

Read2«/untf  21,  783 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  22 
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NoRTOKy  Lord 

Iloase  of  Lords  (Life  Peers),  IR.  408 
Reformatorj  and  Industrial  Schools,  IR.  1674, 
.      1676 

Norton,  Mr.  B.,  JTent,  Tanhridge 
Local    Qovernment   (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  cl.  7,  550 
National   Rifle  Association— Removal  of  the 
Volunteer  Camp  from  Wimbledon,  120 

Oaths  BiU 

( Jfr.  Bradlattffhf  Sir  John  Simon,  Mr,  Kelly,  Mr, 

Courtney  Kenny,  Mr,   Burt,   Mr,   Coleridge, 

Mr,  Illingworth,  Mr,  Siehard,  Col<mel  Eyre, 

Mr,  Jeete  Collinge) 

e.  Committee— B.p.  June  13,  72  [Bill  7] 

Committee — r.p.  June  20,  779 
Committee— B.p.  June  27, 1507 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperary,  N. 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Case  of  Mr.  Ilogan, 
at  Sorrha  Pettj  Sessions,  Tipperarj,  447 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co,,  N,E, 
Ireland  —  Post     OflSce — Female     Telegraph 
Learners,  Dublin — Examination,  1270 
Riots,  d(c. — ^Affray  at  Mitohelstown — Com- 
pensation to  a  Policeman,  1270, 1271 ; — 
Mr.  Dillon,  M.P. — Disturbance  at  Dun- 
dalk,  1140,  1141,  1142 
Ireland— Criminal   Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887,  Res.  1177,  1179  ;  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1249,  1291,  1299, 1384,  1386 

Occupiers'  Disqaaliflcation  Removal  Bill 

{Mr,   JFhitmore,   Mr,  Jeffreys,  Mr,  Boxier,  Mr, 

Mowbray) 
e.  Read  2«  •  June  27  [BiU  110] 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal,  E, 
Board  of  Customs — Secretarj  and   Suryeyor 

General,  1559 
Chelsea  Hospital— George  Williams — Arrears 

of  Good  Conduct  Pay,  431,  823,  1125 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2),  3R.  1422 
Ireland — Poor  Law—  Atby   Board   of  Guar- 
dians, 1116 
Nary  Estimates — Victualliug  and  Clothing  for 

the  Navy,  929,  931 
Parliament — Public  Business— Bann,  Barrow, 
and  Shannon  Drainage,  456 

O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool,  Scotland 
Criminal   Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 

1887,  1218,  1376 
War  Oflloe — Removal  of  the  Ayrshire  Artillery 

to  Pl/mottth,  813 


O'Hanlon,  Mr.  T.,  Cetvan^  E. 
Ireland — Prisons^Loadonderry  Qu\^  807 

O'Hea,  Mr.  P.,  Donegal,  W. 

Criminal  Law — Release  of  Albert  TraTia,  Oon- 

▼ioted  of  Murder,  104 
Criminal    Law  and  Prooedare  (Ireland)   Aet, 

1887— Admission  to  Bail,  805 


Onslow,    Earl    of  (Secretary  to   the 
Board  of  Trade) 

North  Sea  Fisheries,  2R.  783 
Parliament — Evidence    before    Seleot    Com- 
mittees, 1260 

Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  (West  Looh 
Tarbert)  Order   Conflrmatioii  fiUl 

[H.L.]  {The  Lord  Ker,  M,  Lothian) 

I,  Read  2*  •  Juns  28  (No.  145) 

Paeific,    JTiitern,  The — ExpuUum  of  ika 
Rev,  John  Jonee  from  MaM 
(Questions,  Mr.  Johnston ;  Answer,  The  Uiid«r 
Secretary  of  Sute  for  Foreign  AfEain  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Junie  18,  441 

Paqbt,  Sir  H.  H.,  Somertei,  JTM 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el,  7, 620 ;  el,  8,  655  ;  el,  15»  1671 » 
1736 

Palmer,  Sir  0.  M.,  Durham,  Jarrt^w 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Engineer  Voluntaer 

Corps,  805 
Education  Department  (England  and  Walea)-* 

Withholding  Grants  from  Voluntary  Schooli, 

423 

Parltantent 

LORDS— 

Private  etnd  Prmntional  Order  Cot^rnuUion  BUU. 
Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  72  and 

82  be  suspended  for  the  remainder  of  the 

Session  June  15 
Evidence  before  Select  Committeee,  Observations, 

Lord    Clinton,    The    Earl  of  Kimberley ; 

Reply,  The  Lord  President  of  the  Council 

(Viscount  Cranbrook)  June  26,  1257 

Parliament  —  Elections   {Intervention  of 
Peer*  and  Prelates  in  Parliamentary 

Elections) 
Select  Committee  nominated  June  20 ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  1711 

Parliament — Standing  Orders  of  the  House 

of  Lords 
Select  Committee  nominated  June  10  ;  List  oi 

the  Committee,  572 
Observations,  Lord  Ilerschell,  The  Lord  Privy 

Seal  (Earl  Cadogan),  The  Earl  of  Selborne 

573 

COMMONS— 
Committee  of  Selection  {Standing  Committees) 
{Special  Reports)— June  15,  300 

[cent. 
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PaRUAMVKT — COIOIONS— MMll. 

12 ULES  AND  ORDERS  OF  THIS  HOUSE 

DIVISIONS 

Qaestion,  Colonel  Nolan ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasarjr  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
June  31,  825  ;  Question,  Dr.  Farqoharson  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasary 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  June  29,  1738 

SITTINGS    AND    ADJOURNMENT    OF 
THE  SOUSE 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  *' 
{Mr  Jackson)  June  25, 1353  ;  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  the  prooeedinffs  on  the  Motion 
relating  to  **  The  Criminal  I^aw  and  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Act,  1887/'  if  under  dis- 
cussion at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night,  be  not 
interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order 
•<  SitUngs  of  the  Uonse  "  {Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
June  36 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr,  Jackson)  June  38,  1673 ;  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 

3U8INESS0F  TEE  HOUSE  AND  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS 

Questions,  Mr.  Osborne  Moi^n,  Sir  William 
Harcourt,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  June  14,  133  ;  Observation,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith) ;  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Dr. 
Tanner,  Mr.  Stansfeld ;  Answers,  Mr.  W. 
U.  Smith  June  15,  831 ;  Question,  Dr.  Far- 
quharson  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  June  18,  455  ; 
Notice.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith) ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  June  35, 
1147  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Howorth,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh; Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  il.  Smith)  June  36, 1389  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr.  Lnbou. 
chore.  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland _(Mr.  A.J.  Balfour), 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  June  38,  1574  ;  Observations.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  fl. 
Smith)  June  39,  l129\^Small  Holdings 
BiU,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  June  18,  453  \^The  Bcmn, 
Barrow,  and  Shannon  Drainage  Bills,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.J.  Bal- 
four) June  18,  456 

Notices  of  Motion  and  Orders  of  the  Day 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  for  resuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Motion  relating  to 
"  The  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1887,"  have  precedence  this  day 
of  the  Notices  of  Motion  and  other  Orders 
of  the  Day  "  ( Mr.  W,  H,  Smith)  June  26 

The  Debates  of  this  House^Lengih  of 
Speeches,  Question,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  June  39, 1738 

[oonl. 


Parliamint — GomcoKs^tfon/. 

Housi  OF  Commons 

Poliee  Attendance,  Question,  Mr.  O.  V.  Mor- 
gan ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  June  25, 
1139 

The  Reading  Room,  Questions,  Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler,  Mr.  Addison  :  Answers,  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
June  14, 118 

Ventilation  of  the  Ladies*  Gallery,  Question, 
Mr.  Webster  ;  Answer,  The  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  June  36, 
1365 

Q^iestion 

Private  Bill  Legislation— Evidence  be/ore  the 
Joint  Committee,  Question,  Mr.  Hosier; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  June  19,  582 

PaBLIAMENT — HOUSB  OF  LOBDS 

Sat  First 

June  19 — The  Lord  Hatherton,  after  the  death 

of  his  fiither 
June  33«The  Lord  Hawke,  after  the  death  of 

his  father 

PaBLIAMENT — HoUSB  OF  OoMHoirs 
Nisw  Writs  Issued 

June  l5^For  Kent  (Isle  of  Thanet  Division], 
V.  The  Right  hon.  Edward  Robert 
King-Harman,  deceased 

June  33— For  Longford  (South  Longford  Di- 
vision), V.  Lawrence  Connolly, 
esquire,  Chilteru  Hundreds 

June  38 — For  South  Sligo,  v,  Edward  Joseph 
Kennedy,  esquire,  Chiltern  Hoa- 
dreds 

New  Member  Sworn 
June  19 — John  Sinclair,  esquire,  Ayr  District 
of  Burghs 

Parliamentary  Elections 
County  Electors  Act,  1888 — Declarations  for 
Parliamentary  Electors,  Question,  Mr. 
Schwann  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
June  15,  349  ; — Declarations  in  Municipal 
Boroughs,  Question,  Mr.  Schwann  ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Jw\e  35, 1138 
Party  Agents^  Eligibility  of  Clerks  of  the 
Peaee  or  County  Treasurers,  Question,  Mr. 
P.  Stanhope;  Aswer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews)/une  36,  1279 

Parliamentary  Franchise  (Extension  to 
Women)  Bill 

(Baron  Dimsdale,  Mr.  Woodall,  Sir  Robert  Fowler, 
Sir  William  Houldeworth,  Sir  Albert  RoUit, 
Mr,  lUin^worth,  Mr.  Maclure,  Mr.  Stansfeld^ 
Dr.  Cameron) 

e.  3R.  deferred  June  36. 1418  [Bill  11] 
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ParUamentary    Under   8eer$tarff    to    the 
Lard  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  Bill 
Qaestioo,   Mr.    Elendel;    Answer,  The    First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
June  96,  1143 

Partnership  Bill 

{Colonel  HiU,  Sir  Bemhard  SamueUon,  Sir 
Oiorge  Elliot,  Sir  CharUi  Palmer,  Mr, 
WhitUy,  Sir  Albert  RoUit,  Mr,  Sealt-Haynt) 

c,  Oommitted— B.P.  June  13,  76         [Bill  206] 

FatentSf   Dengns,   and   Trade    Marks 

Bill  [H.L.] 

{The  Earl  of  Onslow) 
I,  Presented  ;  read  1'*  June  29        (No.  198) 

Patents  —  Speeifieations      of      Colonial 
Patents 
Question,  Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  June  18,  423 

Pearoe,  Sir  W.,  Lanark,  Oovan 

Loss  of  Life  at  Sea — Examinations  for  Boat- 
swains, &o.  247 

PsASB,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 
Ireland— Efiotions  —  Return    of   Caretakers, 
115, 116 

Fbil,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  (eee  Spsakeb, 
The) 

Perpetual  Pensions 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury   (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith) 
June  28, 1570 

Perpetnitj  Leases  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.   T.   W,  Russell,  Mr,  Lea,  Mr, 
JF.  F,  Sivelair) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  June  25  [Bill  307] 

Peru   and   Chili^^The   Peruvian    Bond- 
holders 
Question,  Mr.   Hunter ;  Aniwer,  The  Under 
SeoreUry  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
June  15,  253 

Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland),  1875,  Amend- 
ment Bill  [H.L.] 

{The  Earl  of  MiUtown) 

I,  Report  *  June  21  (No.  112) 

Committee  *  June  28  (No.  168) 

Pharmacy  Bill — Accidental  Poisoning  at 
Letoishatn 
Question,  Dr.  Farquharson  ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke)  June  28,  1544 


PiOKEBSGiLL,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Beihnal  Grumt 
S.W. 

Local    Government     (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el,  3,  Amend t.  469,  471,  472,  481 ; 

el,  8, 1087 
Metropolitan    Asylums    Board  — *  Small- Poz 

UospiUl  at  Darenth,  431 
Post  Ofiloe— Circulation  Department  (Inland 

Branch)— Sunday  Duty— The  Sorters,  1123 
Public  Offices — The  Recei?er  and  Aoooantaai 

General's  Office^Annual  Leare,  1276 
Victoria    Park    Hospital  for  Consamptioa— 

Alleged  Illegal  Dissection,  792 

PiOTOir,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leieestor 

Admiralty — Torpedo  Net  Defence  OommittM, 

-^Experiments,  819 
India— Mr.  J.  T.  Femandof,  Cifil  EnfioMf, 

448 
Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Prooedaro   Aet, 
1887  —  Imprisonment   of   Mr.    Dillon, 
M.P.  826 
Riots,  Ac.- Didturbance  at  Dundalk  Rail- 
way Station,  1566 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el,  2,  319  ;  cl,  16,  1791 
National  Defence  [Remuneration,  Ac.],  Comm. 

126 
Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Comm.  el,  8,  65 
Royal  Commission  on  Education— The  Report 

— Premature  Disclosure,  1572 
Sugar  Bounties^Negotiatiens,  806  ;— Proteo- 
tife  Duties  of  Foreign  Countries,  1119 

Pier  andHarhonr  Proyisional  Orders  Bill 

(E,  Onslow) 
I,  Read  2»*  June  18  (No.  135) 

PnocERTON,  Mr.  J.,  Oalway 
Ireland— Poor   Law — Defalcations    in  Bally- 
mena  Union,  808 

Playfaib,    Bight    Hon.    Sir     LyoUi 
Leeds,  S, 
Local    Qofernment    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el,  8,  626,  1006,  1008,  1042  ;  el.  16, 
1782,  1785 

Plowden,  SirW.  0.,  Wolverhampton,  W, 
Army  Estimates — Warlike  and  other  Stores, 

879,  893 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Consid.  add,  el,  747 

Plunket,  Bight   Hon.  D.  B.  (First 
Oommissioner  of  Works),   Dublin 
Vniversity 
Literature,  Science,  and  Art — Royal  Normal 
School  of  Science — The  Physical  Laboratory, 
1274 
Open  Spaces  (Motropoli8)^Primrose  Hill,  804 
Parks  (Metropolis)— Questions 
Collections  of  Money,  439 
Greenwich  Park,  803 
Hyde  Park — Bathing  in  the  Serpentine, 

444 
Refreshment  Stand  in  the  Victoria  Park, 
1128 
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Plunkbt,  Right  Hon.  D.  Bn-^eotU, 

Regent's  Park,  241 

Richmond    Park  —  Propotod    Volunteer 

Camp,  1546,  1547 
Parliament — Honte  of  Commons — The  Reading 

Room,  118 
Ventilation  of  the  Ladiei'  Gallery,  1265 

FooB  Law  (England  and  Wales) 

( Qusitions) 

Medufay  Union  fForkhoute^Case  of  Thomoi 
Ward,  Qoettion,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Gofernment 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  June  14, 107 

Pentionert  and  Army  Reserve  Men^  Question, 
Mr.  Legh ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Gofernment  Board  (Mr«  Ritchie) 
June  25,  1183 

Poor  Law  Ainendment  Aet-^Pauper  Children 
at^Ealf'Timere*^  in  Factories,  Question, 
Mr.  Lees ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
June  21,  809 

Removale~^J,  Walters  and  T,  Moroney,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  P.  J.  Power ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
June  14,  90 

Post  Offiob  (England  and  Walks) 

(  Questions) 
Cireulation  Department  {Inland  Branch)^ 
Sunday  Duty  ^  The  Sorters,  Question,  Mr. 
Piokersgill ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gene* 
ral  (Mr.  Raikes)  June  25,  1123 
Conveyance  of  Mails — North  of  Scotland,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Fiolay;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  June  18,  430 

The   Scotch  Day  Mails  for  the  Continent, 
Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  June  25,  1136 
Letters  from  the  Squadron  in  Chilian  Waters, 
Question,  Commander  Bethell ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  June  18,  433 
Letters  of  Irish  Members —Alleged  Opening, 
Questions,  Sir  Thomas  Esmonds  ;  Answers, 
The  Postmaster  General  June  28, 1508 

Satikos  Bakk  Dipartmiht 
Question,  Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord   of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  June  22,  992 

Cbrtbal  Tblbgraph  Otficb 
Payment  of  Salaries,  Question,  Mr.  Fenwick ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  June  14, 
111 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  8.,  Wtgan 

Local  Gofernment  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  cl.  2.  200 ;  el.  7,  528,  592,  012 ; 
cl.  8,  627, 1041 

PowBE,  Mr.  p.  J.,  WaUr/ord,  E. 
Local    Gofernment    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  cL  3,  480 
Poor  Law  Remofals^J.  Waters  and  T.  Moro- 
ney, 90,  91 

Powis,  Earl  of 

Coroners,  Comm.  el,  1,  Amendt.  956 


Pbioe,  Oaptain  G.  E.,  Devonport 

Greenwich  Hospital — Estimates,  123;— Funds 
^The  Seamen  Pensioner  Reserve,  1131 

Nafy  Estimates — Victualling  and  Clothing 
for  the  Nafy,  924,  928 

Prime  Minister  {see  Salisbury,  Mar- 
quess of) 

Primrose   League — Rugly  Hahiiaiion — 
Ohfeetionahle  Sports 
Question,  Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the   Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews) /utM  21,  794 

Prisons — Report  of  the  Prison  Department 
Question,  Mr.  Quilter ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Qome  Department 
(Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  June  25,  1121 

Prisons  Act,   1865 — Employment  of  the 
Treadmill  in  Prisons 
Question,  Mr.  W.  A.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  June25, 1142 

Public  Health  (Scotland)  Proyisional 
Order  (Denny  and  Dunipace  Water) 

Bill  (L,  Ker,  M.  Lothian) 

L  Read  2'^  •  June  14  (No.  136) 

Committee  *  Report  June  15 
Read  3'  *  June  18 
Royal  Assent  June  28  [51  A  52  Vict,  e,  li.] 

Public  Health  (Scotland)  Proyisional 
Order  (KirkUstoiii  Dalmeny,  and 
South  Queensferry  Water)  Bill  [u.l.] 

(  The  Lord  Ker  [M.  Lothian] ) 

L  Moved,  ThAt  the  Sessional  Order  of  the  6th 
of  March  last,  **  That  no  Bill  originating  in 
this  House  confirming  any  Profisional  Order 
or  Profisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a 
first  time  after  Friday  the  Uth  day  of  May 
next,"  be  dispensed  with  in  respect  of  the 
said  Bill,  and  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  1*^ ; 
agreed  to  June  25,  1111;  Presented; 
readl*»  (No.  177) 

Read  2«  *  June  29 

Public    Offices — Th$    Receiver   and   Ac* 

couniant    OencraVs     Office — Annual 

Leave 
Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  Post* 
master    General    (Mr.    Raikes)    June  26» 
1276 

Puhlic     Officials^Disclosurs    of    Official 
Secrets 
Question,   Mr.  Hanburj;  Answer,  The  First 
Urd  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
June  28,  1569 

Quarter  Sessions  Bill  [b-l] 

(  The  Lord  Chancellor) 
I  Committee  *  June  28  (No.  37-187 


QUE 


RED 


{INDEXf 

3»7. 


lOEl) 


B» 


Queen's  Printere  and  Othere^Tke  Book  of 

Common  Ptayer 

Question,  Mr.  Wardle ;  Aniwer,  The  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Riobard  Webster)  June  18, 
450 

QuiLTEB,  Mr.  W.  0.,  Suffolk^  8. 
Home  Oflfioe^Prison  Department,  1131 

Baikes,  Biebt  Hon.  H.  0.  (Postmaster 
General),  Cambridge  Univereity 
Agrioultaral  Tenantry  (Wales),  Res.  1835 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights — Tory  Island 
Lighthouse  —  Telegraphic   Gommunioation 
with  the  Mainland,  1375 
Imperial  Defences — Bermuda^  Cable  Commu- 
nication, 1375 
Post  Office  (England  and  Wales) — Questions 
Central    Telegraph    Office— Payment    of 

Salaries,  111 
Circulation  Department  (Inland  Branch) 

—Sunday  Duty— The  Sorters,  1134 
Con?eyance  of  Mails — North  of  Scotland, 

430 
Letters  from    the  Squadron    in    Chilian 

Waters,  433 
Letters  of  Irish  Members,  1568 
Scotch  Day  Mails  for  the  Continent,  1 187 
Post    Office  (Ireland)  —  Female   Telegraph 
Learners,  Dublin — Examination,  1370 
Post  Office  at  Dalystown,  Loughrea,  798 
Post  Office  (Scotland) — Sorting  Vans  between 

Burntisland  and  Dundee,  113 
Public  Offices  —  Reoeifer   and    Accountant 
General's  Office— Annual  Lea?e,  1376 

Railway Sf  Working  of 
Question,  Mr.  Cbanning;  Answer,  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  June  18,  430 

Bakkik,    Mr.    J.«    Herefordshire^    Leo- 
minster 
Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 
Comm.  eU  3,  64 ;  cl,  7,  73 

Basch,  Major  F.  0.,  Essex,  8.B. 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el,  7,  631 

Parks  ( Metropolis)^Richmond  Park — Pro- 
posed Volunteer  Camp,  1547 

Bathboite,    Mr.    W.,    Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cl,  8,  Amendt. 

53,54 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  eL  3,  195,  373 ;  el,  7,  544 ;  el,  8, 
1014,  1033,  1035,  1036 

Bedmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,   Wexford,  If. 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and   Procedure   Act, 
1887,  Res.  1383 

Bedmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Fermanagh,  N. 
Africa  (Central) — Consul  Johnston,  of  Opobo, 
1387,  1388 


RiDMOHD,  Mr.  W.  H.  VL^eont, 

Africa  (South)— Zululand,  1556, 1557 
Australian  Colonies  —  Chinese    Immigrantty 

453 
Criminal  Law— Release  of  Albert  TraTif ,  Con- 
victed of  Murder,  102,  108 
Ireland — (^estions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887 — 
Refusal  to  give  Evidenoe,  119 ; — Seeret 
Inquiry  at  Faloarragh,  Co.  Donegal,  486* 

437 
Evictions— Eviction  at  Clogher,  586,  817, 
818,  977,   979,   980  ;-Hugh  Boguo^ 
Alleged  Harshness,  1555, 1556 
Irish  Land  Commission — Fair  Rent  Appli- 
cations—Ballycastle  Union,  1549 
Prisons— Prisoners  at  Loughrea,  443 
Royal  Irish   Constabulary— Dismissal    of 
ConsUble  Deans,  89,  90 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales], 

Comm.  d.  13, 1666 
Lunacy  Acts— Colney  Hatch  Asylum — Treat- 
ment of  Inmates,  1376 
Post  Office— Letters  of  Irish  Members,  1568 

Beformatory  and  Industrial  Schools  Bill 

{The  Lord  Norton) 

I.  Presented  ;  after  short  debate,  read  1*  June  39^ 
1674  (No.  194) 

Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
mentBill 

{Mr.  Duffdale,  Mr,  WhiUnore,  Mr,  Wharton,  Mr. 
Curton,  Mr,  Ducon,  Mr,  Mdrk  Stewart) 

e.  Committee ;  Report  June  13,  63    [Bill  395] 
As  amended,  considered  June  30,  775 
Read3o*  JMtM35 

{.  Read  !•*(£.  Camperdcwn)  June  36 

(No.  178) 

Bed),  Mr.  B.  T.,  Dumfries,  ice. 
Army  Estimates — Warlike  and  other  Stores, 

856 
Criminal  I^aw  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act, 

1887,  1183,1190,  1191 

Bbndel,  Mr.  S.,  Montgomeryshire 

Agricultural  Tenantry  (Wales),  Res.  1838 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  1143 

BiDLBY,    Sir  M.  W.,    Zaneashire,  iK, 
Blackpool 
Local    Gofemment    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el,  S,  634,  1050,  1054, 1058;  el,  15, 
1754, 1773 

Bights  of  Way  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Bryce,  Mr,  Arthur  Elliot,  Mr,  Buchanan, 

Mr,  D,  Crawford,  Mr,  Baird,  Mr,  Aaquith, 

Mr,  Es$lemont) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l***  June  13  [Bill  396] 

BiFON,  Marquess  of 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolis)— Law  Courts  Site  ; 
Westminster  Abbey   (Parliament  Square); 
British  Museum,  81 
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BiTCHiE,  Bight  Hon.  0.  T.  (President 

of  the  £ocal  Goyernment  Board), 

Tower  Hamhti,  St,  George's 

County  Electors  Act,  1888— DeclarAtioni  for 
Parliamentary  Electors,  249 
Declarations  in  Monicipal  Boroughs,  1128 
Excise   Duties  (Local  Purposes) — The    Van 

and  Wheel  Tax,  1276 
Labourers'   Allotments  Act,  1887 — Banbury 

Board  of  Guardians,  795 
Local  Go?ernment  (England  and  Walts), 
Comm.  el  2,  153, 155,  172. 178,  lb2,  194, 
195,  198,  202,  208,  211,  212,214.  216,  220  ; 
Amendt.  221,  222,  225,  226,  263,  266,  278, 
209 ;  el  3,  464,  465,  472,  481,  482,  484, 
485,  486,  492,  494, 496  ;  Amendt.  498,  499, 
500,  501,  502,  604;  d,  4,  f6.  505,  506; 
el  5,  Amendt.  507;  el,  6,  511,  513,  523  ; 
el  7,525,  555,  591,592,  593.599,  618,  621, 
622:  Amendt.  623;  el  8,  631,  635,  637, 
638,  640,  656;  Amtndt.  657,  659,  1003, 
1004,  1005,  1006,  1007,  1010,  1024,  1026, 
1027,  1030,  1032,  1034,  1039, 1040,  1041, 
1042, 1043,  1044,  1045,  1046,  1047,  1048, 
1049,  1050,  1053,  1054,  1057,  1058,  1575, 
1576,  1680  ;  0^  9, 1581,  1619,  1627  ;  d.  10, 
1656  ;  el  15,  1667,  1668, 1670,  1671,  1732, 
1734,1737,1740.  1743,  1750.  1751.  1752, 
1754,  1765,  1758,  1761,  1762;  Amendt. 
1763,  1764.  1766,  1767,  1709,  1770,  1771, 
1772,  1773,  1774,  1776 ;  el  16, 1787, 1791 ; 
el  17,  1792 
Local  GoTcrnment  (England  and  Wales)— 
Questions 
Clause  120~Sub-8#ction  2— Main  Roads 

(Metropolis),  1273 
County  Councillors,  256 
County  Councils,  124,  125 
Licensing  Clauses — Abandonment  of,  823  ; 

—County  Councils,  118 
Representation  on  Board  of  Impro?ement 

Commissioners,  4.46 
Superannuation  and  Pension  of  the  Police 
Forces,  1716 
Metropolitan    Asylums    Board  —  Small' Poz 

Ilospital  at  Darenth,  431 
Parochial    Expenditure     (Metropolis)  —  St. 
Margaret  and  St.  John,  Westminster,  1115 
Poor  l^w  (England  and  Wales) — Questions 
Med  way    Union    Workhouse  —  Case   of 

Thomns  Ward,  107 
Pensioners  and  Army  Reserfe  Men,  1133 
Poor    Law    Amendment    Act  —  Pauper 
Children   as   •<  Half-Timers'*    in  Fac- 
tories, 809 

BoBEBTS,    Mr.    J.   B.,    Camarvonthin, 
Mfion 

Agricultural  Tenantry  (Wales),  Res.  1848 
BoBERTSoir,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2).  3R.  1423.  1424 
II.R.H.      The      Commander-in-Chief  —  The 
Patent,  989 

EoBERTsoN,    Mr.    J.    P.  B.    (Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland),  Bute 
Cbaroh  of  Scotland,  Res.  1083 


Bochester  Bishopric  Bill  [h.l.] 

(  The  Lord  Bishop  of  Eoeheeter) 

I  Report*  June  15  (No.  98) 

Read  3'  *  June  18 

BoLLiT,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islington^  S, 

Lihel    Law   Amendment,    Comm.  el   6,  15  ; 

el  7,  33  ;  Consid.  add.  el,  720,  731 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el  2. 181, 188 

BosooE,  Sir  H.  £.,  Manehsiterj  8. 

Education    Department  —  Unifersities    and 

Colleges — Financial  Condition,  1563 
Literature,  Science,  and  Art — Royal  Normal 

School  of  Science^The  Physical  Laboratory, 

1274 
Royal  Military  College,  Woolwich— Entrance, 

Examinations,  422,  1113 

BosEBBRY,  Earl  of 

Companies  Clauses  Consolidation   Act  (1845) 

Amendment,  2R.  1263 
House  of  Lords  (Life  Peers),  1 R.  396, 400 
Universities  (Scotland),  Report  of  Amendts. 

el  3,  566,  567 ;  d,  14,  570  ;  el  15,  Amendt. 

t&.  571;  3R.  1109,  1110 

Bound,  Mr.  J.,  Ftiex,  IT.E.,  Harwich 
Local    Government   (England    and    Wales)! 
Comm.  el,  5,  507 

BowLANDS,  Mr.  J.,  Fineburyy  E. 

Housing   of   the    Working    Class  —  Coster-. 

mongers'  Dwellings — St.  Luke's,  93 
Local    Gofernment   (England    and     Wales), 

Comm.  e2.  2, 218 
Metropolis^  Collections  in  the  Parks  and  Open 
Spaces,  439  ;— Hospital    Sanday  Fund. 
250,  251 
National  Debt  (Supplemental),  3R.  262 
Royal  Commission  on  Cifil  Establishments, 
452 

BowLANBs,  Mr.  W.  Bowen,    Cardigan^ 
ehire 
Agricultural  Tenantry  (Wales),  Res.  1835 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el  8,  40 
Local    Go?emment    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  d,  2,  302 

BowKTRBE,  Mr.  J.,  Scarborough 

Ireland— Riots,  4c.— Mr.  Dillon,  M.P.— Dis- 
turbance at  Dundalk,  1141 

Rogal  College  of  Surgeons  of  Bngland^-A 
Supplemental  Charter 
Question,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;  Answer 
The  First  Urd  of  the  TrMuary  (Mr.  W.  H 
Smith)  June  28,  1568 

BussELL,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone^  S. 

Customs  (Wine  Duty),  Comm.  d,  3«  380 
Ireland — Criminal   Law  and   Procedure  Act, 
1887— Judgments  in  the  Killeagh  Case— 
Notes  of  the  Judges'  Decision,  1060 
Magistracy— Mr.  J.  W.   Glasgow,  Ck>oks- 
town,  Ck).  Tyrone,  971 
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Russell,  Mr.  T.  W. — eatU 

Ireland— CrimiDal   Law  and   Proo«daro  Act, 

1887. 1212, 1218,  1226,  1298 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment, 

Lords'  Amendtfl.  Consid.  938,  939,  940 
Supreme   Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Act 

(1877)  Amendment,  2R.  228 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Ziquon  on  Sunday 

Bill 

Questions,  Mr.  Summers,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson, 

Mr.  Labouchere  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 

of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  June  25, 

1145 

Salisbuby,  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Affairs) 

Foreign  Marriage  Act,  1108 

Gerroany^His  Imperial  Majesty  the  late  Em- 
peror of,  232 ;  Motion  for  an  Address,  883 

House  of  Lords  (Life  Peers),  IR.  387,408, 
1013 

Imperial  Defence — Organisation  of  onr  Na?al 
and  Military  System — Possibility  of  In- 
vasion, Res.  1704,  1705,  1706 

Upen  Spaces  (Metropolis)-— Law  Courts  Site  ; 
Westminster  Abb«y  (Parliament  Square) ; 
British  Museum,  81 

Samuelson,  SirB.,  Oxfordshire ,  Banbury 
Patents — Specification    of   Oolonial    Patents, 
423 

SaundersoiTi  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh,  N. 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887,  Res.  1235, 1336,  1238 

School  Fees  (Non-Paupers)  Bill 

[Mr,  Lleioettyn^  Sir   Richard  Paget,  Mr,  Hob' 

houte,  Mr,  WhUmore,  Mr,  QjuilUr) 
c.  Bill  withdrawn  *  June  20  [Bill  13] 

Schwann,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Manchester ,  N, 

County  Electors  Act,  1888— Declarations  for 
Parliamentary  Electors,  240 
Declarations  in  Municipal  Boroughs,  1128 
Ireland — Law    and    Police — Instructions    to 
Prerent  Assemblies   in  the   Streets   at 
Trials,  988 
Rojal  Irish  Constabulary— Street  Assem- 
blies, 1127, 1128 

Scotland  ( Questions^ 

Evictions  and  Pauperism,  Question,  Dr. 
Clark  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  U.  A.  Macdonald)  June  21,  821 

Jsland  of  Lewis— Payment  of  Rates,  Question, 
Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adfocate 
June  18,  428 

Landlord  and  Tenant—The  Skiho  Estate, 
Sutherlandshire,  Question,  Mr.  A.  Suther- 
land ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adfocate  June  25, 
1129 

Poor  Relief^Poor  Jjaw  Act,  1845,  Question, 
Dr.  Clark ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
June  21,  822 

\eontt 
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Public  Health  {Scotland)  Act^  The  Burgh  of 
Tain,  Question,  Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
(Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson)  June  29,  1712 

Revenue  of  the  Crown— The  Annual  Feu 
Duties,  Question,  Mr.  Ljell  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen) 
June  21, 701 

Education  Dbpartkbnt  (Scotland) 

Senior  School  Inspeetore—Mr,  T,  A,  Stewart^ 
Inspector  of  Schools,  Question,  Mr.  Mac- 
donald Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  I^rd  Advo* 
oate  June  22,  970  ;  Question,  Mr.  Caldwell ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  June  29, 1720 

FiSHBKiBS  (Scotland) 

Inland  Fisheries— Assault  at  St.  BoswelTs, 
Questions,  Mr.  A.  L.  Brown ;  Answers,  The 
Lord  Advocate  June  20, 1285 

L(^ster  Fisheries,  Question,  Mr.  Fraser-Mao- 
kintosh ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  June  25, 
1112 

Salmon  Fisheries-- Legislation,  Question,  Mr. 
A.  R.  D.  Elliot :  Answer,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate/untf  21,  819 

Law  and  Justice  (Scotland) 

Removal  of  Sheriff  Clerk  Depute  from  Tcber- 
mory  to  Oban,  Question,  Colonel  Malcolm ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  June  19,  583 

Criminal  Law  (Scotland) 

Suspicious  Death  of  D,  BaUinyall,  Co,  Fife, 
Question,  Mr.  Asquith  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  June  18,  422 

Law  ahd  Polici  (Scotland) 

Arrest  of  Neil  0' Bare— Mistaken  Identity, 
Question,  Mr.  Fraser-Maokintosh  ;  Answer, 
The  Lord  Advocate  June  18,  419 

Suspicious  Death  of  John  Maekay,  South 
Harris,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer, 
The  Lord  Advocate  June  21,  799 

Post  Oppicb  (Scotland) 

Sorting  Vans  between  Burntisland  and  Dundee, 
Question,  Mr.  Preston  Bruee ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  lUikes)  June  14, 
112 

ScoiUnd —  Church  of  Scotland 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  22, 
to  leave  out  from  <*That,"  add"  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land ouffht  to  be  disestablished  and  disen- 
dowed *°  (Dr,  Cameron)  v,  1000 ;  Question 
proposed,  *<  That  the  words,  4o.  ;"  after 
debate.  Question  put;  A.  260,  N.  208; 
M.  52 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1104 

Scotland —  Church  Patronage  (Scotland) 
Act,  1874 
Moved  <'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose  of  considering  the 
provisions  of  the  Church  Patronage  (Soot- 
land)  Act,  1874,  and  whether  some  part  of 
the  responsibility  for  the  appointment  of 
ministers  to  vacant  parishes   in  Scotland 

[wnL 


SCO        SEX 


{SESSION     1888} 
327 


SEX        SHO 


ScoTLAJHD— Church   Patronage   (Scotland)   Ad, 
1874— oont. 

might  not  properly  and  adrantageoasly  be 
extended  to  the  parochial  public  by  means 
of '  the  heritors  of  the  parish  (being  Protes- 
tants) and  the  elders/  or  the  heads  of 
families,  or  committees  of  the  ratepayers,  or 
otherwise  "  ( The  Earl  of  Minto)  June  22, 
942  ;  after  debate,  on  Question  ?  resolved 
in  the  negatife 

Scotland — SIcclesiastieal  Assessmtnts 
Mo?ed,  '*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  inexpedient  that  Assessments  for 
Ecclesiastical  purposes  in  Scotland  should 
be  maintained,  and  that  in  lieu  thereof  an 
equivalent  annual  assessment  ought  to  be 
made  for  assisting  Secondary  Education  in 
Scotland"  (Mr.  Hunter)  Jane  19,  683 
Amendt.  to  leaye  out  firom  '*  That,"  add  *<as 
the  Ecclesiastical  Assessments  have  been  a 
burden  upon  land  from  time  immemorial  for 
the  erection  and  repair  of  church  buildings 
in  the  old  parishes  of  Scotland,  this  House, 
in  the  absence  of  any  grievance  connected 
therewith,  except  In  the  case  of  feuars,  for 
whose  relief  a  Bill  is  now  before  Parliament, 
declines  to  entertain  a  proposal  to  alienate 
these  assessments  to  secular  uses "  {Mr, 
Jamet  Campbell) ;  Question  proposed, "  That 
the  words,  Ac. ; "  after   debate.   Question 

put;A.  111,N.  148;M.d7 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  708 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed,  710  ; 

after    short    debate.    Main    Question,    as 

amended,  put ;  A.  143,  N.  104  ;  M.  30  (D.  L. 

166) 
Resolution,  m  amended,  agreed  to 

Scotland,  Secretary  for  (je$  Lothian, 
Marquess  of) 

Selborne,  Earl  of 

Companies,  2R.  1510 
House  of  Lords  (Life  Peers),  IR.  410 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House  of  Lords,  No- 
mination of  Select  Committee,  074 

Sellab,  Mr.  A.  0.,  Lanarkshire,  Particle 
Local    Government    (England     and    Wales), 

Comm.  c/.  8,  620 
Merchant  Shipping  (Life  Saring  Appliances), 

SR.  1671 

Sexton,  Bight  Hon.  T.  (Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin),  Belfait,  JT. 

Ireland — Questions 

Evictions — Hugh  Bogne — Alleged  Harsh- 
ness, 1556 
Executive^Rumoured  Resignation  of  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 

781 
Irish  Land  Commission — Sub*Commission 

—  Application    for    Fair    Rents  —  Co. 

Antrim,  101  ;~Sittlogs  in  Ready,  1551 
Law    and    Justice  —  Alleged     Insurance 

Frauds   at   Belfast,  1553 ;— Arrests   at 

Loughrea,  700 
Law  and  Police—Arrests  for  Conspiracy — 

Handcuffing,  1181  ; — Interference  of  the 

Police  with  Street  Newspaper  Vendors 

at  Cork,  570 

Icont, 


Sbxton,  Rt.  Hon.  T.— con/. 

Poor    Law^Ballymena  Board  of  Guar- 
dians—Colonel Studdert,  101 
Prisons — Dismissal    of  John    Daly,  Sligo 
Prison,  425,  707  ;-- Dismissal  of  Official! 
— Case  of  P.  Loughry,  Rate   Collector, 
801;— Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.P.  1566;— 
Prisoners  at  Loughrea,  443 
Riots  and   Disturbances — Disturbance    at 
Dundalk  Railway  Stotlon,  1565  ;— Kil- 
rush,  Co.  Clare,  073 
Ireland — (Criminal   Law  and   Procedure   Act, 
1887 — Questions 
Arrests    at   Curass,  Kanturk,  580,   500, 

813,  814 
Conviction  of  Mr.  John   Dillon,  M.P.— 

The  "Plan  of  Campaign,"  1726,  1727 
Judgment  in    the    Killesgh    Case^Short- 
hand  Writer's  Notes,  1283,  1284, 1572, 
1573 
Persons  Proceeded  Against,  Ac.  1724 
Secret  Inquiry  at  Falcarragh,  Co.  Done- 
gal. 240 
Section  1— State  of   Dublin  County,  114, 

440 
Thomas   Barry,  Convicted  of  Conspiraoj, 
430 
Ireland — Criminal   Law   and   Procedure  Act, 

1887,  Res.  1368,  1304 
Law    and    Justice    (England    and    Wales)  — 

Action  against  "  The  Times,"  252 
Parliament — House  of  Commons— Debates  of 
the  House— Length  of  Speeches,  1720 

Selwyn,  Oaptain  0.  W.,  Cambridge,  Wis* 
beach 
Inland  RcTenue— Income  Tax— Foreign  and 
Colonial  Loans,  01 

Sheehan,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Kerry,  E, 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Killarney  Pettj 
Sessions — Charge  against  Constable  Kear- 
ney, 00,  100 

Sheehy,  Mr.  D.,  Oalway,  8. 

Ireland —  Questions 

Land    Purchase   Act,    1885 — Arrears    of 

Rates,  1121 
Law  and  Justice — Arrests  at  Loughrea,  708 
Law    and    Police — Interference    of    the 

Police  with  Street  Newspaper  Vendors 

at  Cork,  570 
Local    Government — Ballinasloe,    a    Pub« 

lie  Nuisance  in,  580 ; — A  Town  Hall,  Ae« 

for,  570 
Poor    Law— Loughrea    District,    425  ;— 

Board  of  Guardians — Sanitary  Officer- 
Election  of  Mr.  Peter  Sweeney,  706 
Post  Office — Dalystown,  Loughrea,  707 
Prevention    of    Crime    Act— Mr.    Peter 

Sweeny,  1562 
Prisons— Dismissal  of   John  Daly,   Sligo 

Prison,  424,  706,    707  ;— Prisoners   at 

Loughrea,  443 

Shop  JBbun  Regulation   Act — Overwork 

at  Hackney 
Question,   Mr.   Winterbotham ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 
ment  (Mr.  Matthews)  June  25, 1137 


sm 
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SiMOK,  Sir  J.,  Dewibury 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.c^.  6,  21 ;  eU  7, 
32 

SnrcLAiit,  Mr.  T.,  Ayr  Burgh» 

Ireland— Law  and  Juatice — Administration  of 

JudicialOaths,  1124.  1125 
Ireland — Criminal   Law  and  Prooedare  Act, 

1887,  Res.  1207 

SiKCLAiB,  Mr.  W.  P.,  FalUrkj  Sco. 
Army  Estimates^ Warlike  and  other  Stores, 

889 
Customs  (Wine  Dntjr),  Comm.  eLS,  879 
Local    GoTernment    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el,  9, 1618, 16U 

Slago,  Mr.  J.,  Burnley 

Channel  Tannel  (Esperimental  Works),  2R. 

1472 
India — Circular  No.  5,  Issued  by  the  Inspector 
General  of  Police,  Bengal,  809 
Frontier  Defences — Rnmonred  Loan,  98 


Hmall  Eoldingt — Thi  Select  Committee 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
June  20, 1290 

SBfiTH,  Mr.  8.,  Flintehire 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Consid.  add,  el,  782, 
744,  751,  752 

Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 
of   the  Treasury),    Strand,    West' 
minster 
Admiralty  and  War  OflBce— Hypothetical  In- 

Tasion  of  this  Country,  122 
Army  Estimates — Warlike  and  other    Stores, 

888 
Cif il    List    Pensions  —  Literary  Pensioners, 

1571 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  Comm.  el,  8,  879 
East  India  (Mr.  Willuim  Tayler),  Res.  866 
Germany — Health   of  ills  Imperial   llajesty 

Frederick  III.  124  ;— Death  of,  257 
Germany — Death    of   His    Imperial    Majesty 

Frederick  III.  Motion  for  an  Address,  457 
Greenwich  Hospital— Appropriation  of  Funds, 

824;— Estimates,  128 
Indian  Budget,  998 
Ireland— Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887, 
995  ;— Judgment  in  the  Killeagh  Case — 
Shorthand  Writer's  Notes,  1284 
Irish  Land   Commission — Fair  Rent  Ap- 
plications^ Ballycastle  Union,  1550 
Parliamentary    Under    Secretary  to    the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  1144 
Local    Go?ernment    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el,  2,  217,  218;   cl,  3,  498,  508; 
el.  7,  551,  553  ;  el.  8,  658,  1020,  1034 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
995  ;  —  Licensing;  Clauses  —  Suspension  of 
New  Licences,  122, 128 
Metropolitan    Board  of   Works— Traosfcr  of 

Powers,  1145 
National  Rifle    Association— Remoral  of  the 
Volunteer  Camp  from  Wimbledon,  121 

leant. 


(INDEX}  SMt  SPfi 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.— eoiU. 

Nafal  and  Military  Departments— Composition 
of  the  Royal  Commission,  458 

Navy  Estimates— Viotuallmg  and  Olothiog  for 
the  Navy,  985 

Parks  (Metropolis)— Richmond  Park — Pro- 
posed Volunteer  Camp,  1547 

Parliament — Questions 

Business  of  the  House,  128,821,822,  1147, 

1289, 1578,1574,1729 ;— Small  Holdings, 

452.  1200 
Debates  of  the  House— Length  of  SpeeeheSf 

1728 
Rules  and  Orders  of  this  House— Divisions^ 

825, 1728 

Perpetual  Pensions,  1570 

Post  Office  (Savings  Bank  Department),  998 

Public  Officials- DisolosnreofOffioialSeereto, 
1569 

Royal  College  of  Surgeons  of  England — Sup- 
plemental Charter,  1569 

Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Establishments, 
458 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sonday,  1145 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1250 


SoLiorroB   Gsztsral    {tee  Clabxe,  Sir 
E.G.) 

SoLioiTOB   General   for  Ireland   {see 
Madden,  Mr.  D.  H.) 

Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  {see 
BoBEBTsoN,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.) 

SoUcitors  (Ireland)  BiU 

{Mr.  Maurice  Bealy,  Mr,  Reynolds,  Mr,  G*Hea^ 

Mr,  M'Carton,  A6r.  (/Jhheriy) 
c.  Committee  *— &.p.  June  27  [BiU  140] 

South  Staffordshire  Waier  BUI 

e.  Moved,  **That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  South  Staffordshire  Water 
Bill  to  insert  the  auction  clauses  with  refers 
enoe  to  the  £60,760  unissued  balance  of 
the  ordinary  stock,  and  to  the  £41,687  un- 
issued balance  of  the  loan  capital  of  the 
South  Staffordshire  Waterworks  Company  " 
{Mr.  Kelly)  June  18, 415 ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Speakeb,    The   (Bight  Hon.  Abthttb 

Wellesley    Feel),    Warwick   and 

Leamington 
Africa  (South)— Zo.uland,  1557,  1558 
Channel  Tunnel  (Exi  erimenUl  Works),  2R. 

1487 
Consolidated  Fund  (N«    2),  8R.  1424 
Ecclesiastical    Assessmjrts    (Scotland),    Res. 

708 
Employers'  Liability  for  Injuries  to  Workmen, 

Comm.  227 
Enniskillen,  Bundoran,   and    Sligo    Railway 

[Repayment  of  DepositJ,  287 
Indian  Budget,  998 
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Spbakbr,  The^eanti 

Ireland — (^estioni 

Kviettons — Eviction  at  Clogher,  817,  818, 

980 
Irish  Land  Comminion— Jodioial  Rents — 
Sob-Comonissioners  at    Manorhamilton, 
814,815 
Law  and  Jostice — Mr.  Kelly,  County  Goart 

Judge  of  Clare,  828 
Law  and  Poliee — Interference  of  the  Police 
with  Street  Newspaper  Vendors  at  Cork, 
579;— John  Manfuire,  115 
Magistracy — Resident     Magistrates— Ap- 

pointments.  1979 
Riots,  Ac. — Disturbance  at  Dundalk  Rail- 
way SUtion,  1564,  1565,  1566 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and   Proeedore  Act, 
1887— Questions 
Charges  of  Conspiracy,  96  ;<-£fidence  on, 

96 
Convictions  at  Killeagh   for  Conspiracy, 

988, 1060 
Imprisonment  of  Members,  1147 
Imprisonment  of  Mr.   Dillon,  M.P.  836, 

969 
Judgment  in  the  Killeagh  Case— Short- 
hand Writer's  Notes,  1383 
Ireland— Criminal  Law  and   Procedure  Act, 

1887,  Res.  1807,  1371,  1373 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment, 

Lords'  Amendts.  Consid.  940 
Libel   l4iw  Amendment,  Consid.  add,  el,  734, 

740,743,751,753 
Marriage  with   a    Deceased   Wife's    Sister* 

Comm.  75 
National  Debt  (Supplemental),  Consid.  136 
Parks  (Metropolis) — Collection  of  Money  in 

Southwark  Park,  HI 
Parliamentary      Franchise     (Eitension     to 

Women),  3  R.  1418 
Poor  Law  Removals— J.  Waters  and  T.  Moro- 

ney,  91 
Vauihall  Park,  3R.  1538 
War  OflBce— Army  Contracts — Supply  of  Ae- 
ooutrements,  1560 

Spenoeb,  Earl 
Local  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)*  Comm.  cl,  4,  968 

Sfbngbr,  Mr.  J.  Ernest*    West  Brom^ 
wieh 

Local  Government  (England   and    Wales)— 
Abandonment  of  the  Lioensing  Clauses,  833 

Stanhope*  Earl 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools*  IR.  1677 

Stanhope,  Bight  Hen.  E.  (Secretary 

of   State    for  War),  Lineolnshire, 

HorneoBtU 
Army — Auxiliary  Forces — Questions 
Engineer  Volunteer  Corps,  806 
Ireland — Sligo  Artillery   Militia— Equip- 
ments, 1373 
Yeomanry— Limitation  of  Age,  119 
Army — War  OflBce — Questions 

Army  Contracts — Supply  of  Aoeoakro- 
ments,  1374,  1560,  1561 ;— 3rd  Bed- 
fordshire  Regiment«  94 


Stanbopi,  Right  Hon.  E.— eon^ 

Employment  of  Retired  Medical  Oiflcers, 

1366 
5th    Battalion    Roval   Scotch    Fusiliers— 

Major  Roe,  93,  1543 
Fortress    Engineers    at     Edinburgh    and 

Leith,  831 
Rarenscourt  Park,  Hammersmith,  813 
Removal    of   the    Ayrshire    Artillery    to 

Plymouth,  813,  813 
Superintendent  of  the  Carriage  Department 
—Woolwich  Arsenal,  1559 
Army  Estimates— Ordnance    Factories,  900, 
901.  904,  905,  907,  909,  919 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  833,  839,  853, 
854,  855,  856,  859,  860,  891,  893,  894, 
895, 896 
Egypt — Railway  between    Wady    Haifa  and 

Sarras,  109 
Imperial  Defences— Guns  at  Aden,  434 
National  Defence  [Remuneration,  4c.],  Comm. 

137 
Parliament — Business  of  the  llouse,  455 
Royal  Military  Academy,  Woolwich— Entrance 
Examinations,  433 
Post  of  Chaplain,  433 

Stanhope,  Hon.  P.  J.,  Wedneshury 

Parliamentary  Elections  —  Party  Agents— 
Eligibility  of  Clerks  of  the  Peace  or  County 
Treasurers,  1379 

Stanley  of  Albeblby,  Lord 

Trade  of  India  and  the  Colonies,  Motion  for  a 
Return,  788,  790 

Stansfeld,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Halifax 

Loeal  Gofemment  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  €l,  3,  303,  307,  317,  369.  305  ;  cf.3, 
466,  481,  483,  400, 401 ;  Amende.  495,  497, 
503;  c/.  4,  Amendt.  504,  506;  cl.  5, 
Amendt.  508 ;  el.  7,  597  i  el.  8,  635,  655, 
656,  1576 ;  el,  15,  1745,  1758,  1761,  1773  ; 
el,  16,  1789 

Parliament— Busineu  of  the  House,  333 

Statute  Law  Bevirion  (Kaster  and  Ser- 
vant) BiU 

{Mr.  ff9well,  Sir  Eenry  Jamee,  Mr.  Mundella, 
Mr.  William  ffunUr,  Mr.  T.  M.  Eealy^ 
Mr.  HeyUt  Mr.  Fenwiek) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  JwM  37  [BUI  310] 

Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  Ey$ 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el.  3, 199  ;  d.  8, 1043 

Stewart,  Mr.  H.,  Ztneolnahirs,  Spalding 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el,  3, 103, 318,  330  ;  el.  3,  497 ;  el.  4, 
505  ;  el.  6,  515  ;  el.  7,  604 ;  el.  8,  639,  659, 
1058  :  el.  15, 1754 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 

Eocleaiastieal    Assessments  (Scotland),   Res. 

700 
Finance,  Ac— Scotch  Contributions  to    the 

Exchequer,  1387 
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Storey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 

Local  GoTernmeDt  fEDgland  and  Wales), 
Comm.  cl,  2,  305  ;  el,  10, 1658  ;  el,  15,  1667 

Stratheden  akd  Campbell,  Lord 

Open  Spacei  (Metropolis) — Law  Courts  Site  ; 
Westminster  Abbey  (Parliament  Square) ; 
British  Museum,  82 

Stuaet,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditchj  Hoxian 
East  India  (Contagious  Diseases  Acts),  1727 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice— Conviction  of  lir. 

John   Dillon,  M.P.--Tbe  "Plan  of  Cam- 

paign,"  1725,  1726 
Local    GoTernment    (England   and    Wales), 

Comm.  cL  2,  217,  291 ;  el.  3,  496  ;  eL  7, 

520,  547,  552,  553 

SiTDBLEY,  Lord 

Imperial    Defeneei— Defence   of   Esqaimault 

Harbour,  1524 
Timber  Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment,  Comm. 

el,  3,  Amendt.  1523 

Snflfragans*  Nominatioii  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  June  25        (No.  176) 
Read  2'  June  26,  1263 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  28 
Read  3'  *  June  29 

Suffar  Bounties  Conference 

The  Negotiationt,  Questions,  Mr.  Pioton  ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergus^on);  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Conybeare  [no  reply]  June2\,  806 

The  Paper*,  Questions,  Mr.  lUingworth, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  June  21,  806 

Decision  of  the  Conference,  Question,  Mr. 
Labouchere  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron  Henry 
de  Worms)  June  21,  822 

Protective  Duties  of  Foreign  Countriet,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Pioton ;  Answer,  The  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  June  25,  1119 

The  United  Statee  Government,  Question,  Mr. 
lUingworth  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James 
Fergusson)  June  25,  1110 

Su^ar  Manufacture — New  Zealand 
Question,  Mr.  Summers  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron 
Henry  de  Worms)  June  28,  1561 

Sullivan,    Mr.  T.   D.,  Dublin^  College 
Green 
Ireland — Criminal    Law   and  Procedure  Act, 
1887,  Res.  1374 

Summers,  Mr.  W.,  Muddersfield 

Civil  List  Pensions — Literary  Pensioners,  1570 
Local   Government   (England    and    Wales) — 

Licensing  Glauses — County  Councils,  118 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday,  1145 
Sugar  Manufacture — New  Zealand,  1561 


SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  June  21,  820 — Armt 
EsTiiuns,  Votes  12,  2,  3  ;— Natt  Esti- 
mates, Vote  2 
Resolutions  reported  Jane  25,  1251 
Resolution  1  road  2*^ 

Moved,  "That  this  House  doth  agree  with 
the  Committee  in  the  First  Resolution  ; " 
it  being  Midnight,  Debate  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  June  28, 1673  ;  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Subsequent  Resolutions  again  read 
Resolutions  2  and  3  postponed 
Resolution  4  agreed  to 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (Ire- 
land) (1877)  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Chance,  Mr,  T.  M,  Healg,  Mr,  Mauriee 

Healy) 

c.  Read  2^,  after  short  debate  June  14,  228 
Committee— B.P.  June  21,  937       [Bill  281] 
Committee  ^  ;  Report  June  27      [Bill  309] 

Sutherland,  Mr.  A.,  Sutherland 

Scotland — Landlord  and  Tenant — The  Skibo 
Estate,  Sutherlandshire,  1129 

Sutherland,  Mr.  T.,  Greenock 

India— Aden  Harbour  Trust,  982 

SwETENHAM,  Mr.  E.,  Comarvonf  ice. 

Criminal    Law  (England  and  Wales)-— Albert 
Travis,  Convicted  of  Murder — Commutation 
of  Sentence,  1143 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Consid.  add,  el,  745 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el,  2,  310  ;  cl.  7,  611 

Swinburne,  Sir  J.,  Staffordshire,  Lichfield 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2),  3R.  1421, 1425 
Local     Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el,  2,  208,  210;   el,  1,  621,  622; 

el.  8,  1064 

Switzerland — Englieh  Doctors 
Questions,  Mr.  Causton  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  June  10,  588 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  Univereity 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2),  3R.  1423 
Marriage    with    a    Deceased    Wife's    Sister, 

Comm.  70 
Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Comm.  cl,  3,   64,   67  ;  Amendt.  68 ;  el    4, 

70 ;  el,  7,  Amendt.  71  ;  Consid.  add,  el,  777 
Royal  Commission  on  Education —The  Report 

— Premature  Disclosure,  1572 

Tanner,  Dr.  0.  K.,  Cork  Co,,  Mid 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2),  3R.  1420 

Customs  (Wine  Duty),  Comm.  el,  1,  367,  368  ; 
el.  2,  375  ;  el,  3,  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, 376, 377,  380 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Services-^English 
Consul  at  Ajaccio,  Corsica,  446 

India— Water  Supply  at  Rawul  Pindi,  1133 

leont. 
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Taniheb,  Dr.  C.  K.-^coot. 

Ireland— Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887— 

Administration  of  the  Act,  985 
Efiotions — Clogher^ Alleged  Cruel  Treat- 
ment, 980 
Labourers    Act — Erection    of    Labourers' 
Cottages— Fermoy  Board  of  Guardians, 
251 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  3R.  937 
National  Debt  (Supplemental),  Consid.  136; 

SR.  258 
Navy    Estimates — Victualling    and    Clothing 
for  the  Navy,  Motion  for  reporting  IVogresi, 
920.  921,  923,  926,  928, 929,  934,  935 
North  Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  320 
Parliament — Adjournment,  1673 

Business  of  the  House,  322 
Passenger    Acts  —  Hospitals    of   Passenger* 
Carrying    Steamers,    575,   576  ;  —  Trans- 
atlantic Steamers  from  Liverpool,  435 
Waltham    Abbey    Gunpowder    Factory,  2R. 

1252 
War  OflBce— Employment  of  Retired  Medioal 

Officers,  1265 
Ways  and  Means,  Oomm.  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  1250,  1251 

Temple,  Sir  B.,  WoreeBter^  Evetham 
Colonial  Government  Securities,  Res.  678 

Thames  Embankment,  The^-'Sulway  from 
Falaee  Yard 
Question,  Mr.  Cos :  Answer,  The  Seoretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  June  18,  441 

Thomas,  Mr.  A.,  Glamorgan,  E, 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  cL  15,  Amendt.  1750 

Theino,  Lord 

Companies,  2B.  1517 

Thurlow,  Lord 

Metropolis  (Street  Improvements)— Proposed 
New  Street  from  Pall  Mall  to  Trafalgar 
Square  through  Spring  Gardens,  783 

Timber  Acts  (Lreland)  Amendnieiit  BUI 

(Th€  Lord  Privy  Stal) 

I,  Committee  Jun$  28,  1522  (No.  69) 

Report  *  June  29  (No.  188) 

ToLLEMAOHEy     Mr.    H.    J.,     Chethire, 
EddUhury 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  cl,  15, 1743 

ToMLiNSON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Libel    Law   Amendment,  Comm,  el,    9,  55 ; 

Consid.  add.  cl,  732 
Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Comm.  d,  3,  Amendt.  63,  65,  66 ;  el,  5,  70  ; 

el,  7,  71 ;  Consid.  add,  el.  111,  778 
War  Office — 5th    Battalion    Royal    Scotch 

Fasilier^^Major  Roe,  93 


Trade  and  Commerce 
BrUieh  and  Foreign  Ministriee  of  Commeree, 
Question,  Mr.  Causton  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)/untf  14,  120 
County  Court  Department,  Warwick  ^Failar^ 
of  Meters,  Oreenway*9  Bank,  (^uestionit, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  June  19,  5S5 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (Ho- 1)  Bill 

{E,  Brownlow) 

I,  Read  2>  •  June  19  (No.  143) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  22 
Read  3'  *  June  25 
Royal  Assent  June  28    [51  <b  52  Viet,  o.  Ixiv.] 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2) 
Bill 

{Sir  Michael  Eieki-Beaeh,  Mr.  Jaekeon) 

e.  Report  •  June  15  [Bill  242] 

Considered  *  June  19 

Read  3"  *  June  20 
/.  Read  1'  •  (E,  Onslow)  June  21      (No.  166) 

Read  2^^  June  2S 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3) 
Bill 

{Sir  Michael  Eiekt-Beaeh,  Mr,  Jaekeon) 

e.  Report  •  June  25  [Bill  243] 

Considered  *  June  27 

Read  3**  *  June  28 
;.  Road  1*  *  (£.  Ontlow)  June  28      (No.  101) 

Read  2*  •  June  29 

Trawling  {Scotland)  Bill — Beam  Trawling 
Question,  Mr.   Hunter ;    Answer,   The  Lord 
Adfocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Maodonald)  June  15, 
246 

Treasury— -First  Lord  {see  Smith,  Bigbt 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Treasury,  A  Lord  of  {see  Maxwell,  Sir 
H.  E.) 

Treasury — Secretary  to  {see  Jackson, 
Mr.  W.  L.) 

Tbevelyan,  Right    Hon.    Sir   G.   0., 
Glasgow,  Bridgeton 

Church  of  Scotland,  Res.  1038.  1096 
Ecclesiastical    Assessments   (Scotland),   Res. 

701,703 
Local    Government    (England   and    Wales), 

Comm.  el.  2,  286,  287 

Trustee  Savings  Banks  Bill 
Select  Committee  appointed   and   nominated 
June  18 ;  List  of  the  Committee,  563 

TuiTB,  Mr.  J.,  Westmeath,  N, 

Civil  Service  Establishments  ^Report  of  tho 
Ro/al  Commission,  1116 
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TuiTB,  Mr.  J.«-oont. 

Ireland— Irish  Land  OommiMion — Sub-Com« 
miMionen  for  Weitmeath,  1551,  1552 
Law    and    Justice  —  Alleged    Inturanoe 
Frauds  at  Belfast,  1563 

TuBKEY  (Asiatic  Pbovinces) 

Armenia  —  Arre$tt,  Questions,  Mr.  Bryce  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  Stxte  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
June  26,  1266 

Attack  on  a  British  Subject  at  AUfipo,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Mnnro- Ferguson ) ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  June  22,  983 

Tylbe,  Sir  H.  W.,  Great  Tannouth 
Channel  Tunnel  (Eiperimental  Works),   2R.. 
1501 

Uliter  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation  Bill 
Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to   the  Treasury   (Mr.  Jackson) 
June  26, 1270 

United    States — Skipping    Charges — De- 
elaration  Fee 
Question,  Mr.  O.  V.  Morgan  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  June  14,  110 

United  Telephone  Company  Bill  {by  Order) 
e.  2R.  deferred  June  14,  88 
2R.  deferred  June  18,  415 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill 

(The  Marquea  of  Lothian) 
I.  Report  June  10,  564  (No.  133) 


Read  3*  JtttM  25,  1100 


(No.  165] 


Vaeeination  Acts — Convictions  at  Bath 
Question,  Mr.  Handel  Cossham  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr. Matthews)  June  22,  073 

Vauxhall  Pari  Bill  {by  Order) 
e.  Read  3«  June  28,  1527 

Ybnezubla 

Duties  ad  Valorem,  Question,  Mr.  Howell; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  June  14,  120 

Reduction  of  Trade,  Question,  Mr.  Watt :  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Baron  Henry  de  Worms)  June  18, 
445 

Victoria  University  Bill 

{Mr.  Bryee,  Sir  William  Houldsworth,  Mr,  Jacob 
Bright,  Sir  Henry  Roseoe,  Mr.  Whitley ,  Sir 
Lyon  Flayfair,  Mr.  I^ancit  Powell) 

e.  Read  S^  •  Juns  18  [Bill  108] 

U  Read  1'  *  (X.  HersekeU)  June  10   (No.  163; 

Vincent,  Mr.  0.  E.  H.,  Sheffield,  Central 

Channel  Tunnel  (Experimental  Works),  2R. 
430 


Vivian,  Sir  H.  Hussey,  Swansea,  Distru* 

Channel  Tunnel   (Experimental  Works),  2B. 
1478, 1480 

Waddy,  Mr.  S.  D.,  Lincolnshire,  Brigg 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  Comm.  cl.  3, 378  ;  Mo- 

tion  for  reporting  Progress,  380 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Consid.  el.  5,  767,  769 
Local     Gofernment    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el.  6,  512,  513 ;  el.  7,  533 ;  eL  8, 

660 


Wales — Gold  Mines — Speculative  Leases 
or  Licences — Rights  of  the  Crown 
Question,  Mr.    Osborne    Morgan ;    Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Web- 
ster)/uiM25, 1142 

Wales — Agricultural  Tenantry 
Aroendt.  on  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
June  20,  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  add 
"  having  regard  to  the  special  circumstances 
of  Wales,  and  the  prevailing  agricultural 
depression,  and  their  effect  upon  the  welfare 
of  the  Welsh  people,  this  House  is  of  opinion 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  should  pay 
immediate  attention  to  the  subject,  and  take 
steps  to  provide  a  measure  of  relief  which 
shall  secure  fairer  conditions  of  tenure  and 
a  re-adjustment  of  rent,  more  equitably 
corresponding  to  the  fall  in  prices,  and  make 
such  other  provisions  as  will  enable  the 
cultivators  of  the  soil  to  meet  the  trying 
circumstances  in  which  they  are  placed  ** 
{Mr.  Thomas  Ellis)  v.  1702  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, **  That  the  words,  4c;  ;  "  after  debate. 
Question  put;  A.  146,  N.  128;  M.  18 
(D.L.  182) 

Wallace,  Mr.  R.,  Edinburgh,  E. 

Ecclesiastical    Assessments  (Scotland),   Ret. 
711 

Waltham  Abbey   Gunpowder   Factory 

Bill  (Mr.  Brodriek,  Mr,  Secretary  Stanhope) 
e.  2R.  deferred  June  26, 1252  [Bill  273] 

Wab  Dbfabtmint— Secretary  of  State 
{see  Stakhope,  Eight  Hon.  E.} 

War  Depabtment — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Habbis,  Lord) 

Wab  DzPABTMEirr — Financial  Secretary 
(wtf  Bbodbiok,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.) 

Wabdle,  Mr.  H.,  Derbyshire,  8. 
Queen's   Printers  and  others— The   Book  ot 
Common  Prajer,  450 

Wabing,  Colonel  T.,  JDown,  N. 

Armj    (Ireland)  —  Auxiliarj     Forces  —  Sligo 
Artillerj  Militia— Equipments,  1272 
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WABMnroTON,  Mr.  0.  M.,  lionmouthj  W. 

Local  GoTerDment  (England  and  Walea), 
Comm.  el,  2, 183, 187 ;  Amendt.  188 ;  el  S, 
483  :  el.  7, 532 

Mortmain — Imuo  of  Licenoes,  450 

Water  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

{E,  Onslow) 
I.  Read  2'  •  June  18  (No.  187) 

Water  Provisional  Orders  (No-  2)  Bill 

(Sir  Michael  Hieke-Beaeh,  Mr,  Jaekson) 
e.  Considered  *  June  13  [Bill  246] 

Read3o*/iin«  14 
/.  Read  ]«  •  ( &  Onelow)  June  15      (No.  157) 

Read  2'  *  June  28 

Watkin,  Sir  E.  W.,  fft/the 

Channel  Tunnel  (Eiperimental  Works],  2R. 
1426,1430,  1435,  1437,  1444,  1445,  1448, 
1451,  1462,  1480,  1495 

Egypt  —  Railway  tfetween  Wadj  Haifa  and 
Sarras,  109 

Imperial  Defences — Bermuda— Cable  Com- 
munication, 1275 

India— Sikkim  Expedition— Military  Opera- 
tions— Deaths  of  Colonel  Battye  and  Captain 
Urmston,  1545 

War  OflBoe — Folkestone  Jubilee  Hospital — 
Sale  of  Land  in  the  Bayle,  584 

Watson,  Lord 

Uniforsities  (Scotland),  Report  of  Amendts. 
el,  3,  567  ;  el.  5,  Amendt.  568,  560  ;  el.  14, 
Amendt.  570 

Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Glasgow,  Camlachie 

British  Guiana— Silver  Currency,  106 
Pott  OflBce — Scotch  Day  Mails  for  the  Con- 
tinent, 1136 
Venesuela — Reduction  of  Trade,  445 

WAYS  AND  MEANS     (Questions) 
Excise  Department — Pay  and  Promotion  of 

Assistants,  Question,  Mr.  Uenniker  Ileaton  ; 

Answer,    The  Secretary   to    the  Treasury 

(Mr.  Jackson)  June  25,  1114 
Licences  to  Brewers*  Houses,  Question,  Mr. 

Caleb  Wright ;   Answer,  The  Secretary  to 

the   Local   Gofernment   Board  (Mr.  Long) 

June  15,  245 

Income  Tax 

Foreign  and  Coloniial  Loans,  Quest  ion,  Captain 
Selwyn;  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  June  14, 91 

Inland  Revenue 

English^grown  Tobacco,  Question,  Mr.  Crilly  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Gosohen)  June  19,  582 
Exemption  from  the  Inhabited  Bouse  Duty, 
Question,  Mr.  Kelly  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor   of  the    Exchequer    (Mr.    Goschen) 
June  19,  587  ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  Q.  James ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Gosohen)  June  29,  1713 
Receipts  from  Licences  and  Inhabited  House 
Duty,  Questions,  Mr.  Caine  ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
June  22,  975 
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Wats  amd  Miiiri — Inland  Revenue  —cent. 

Inland  Revenue  Ofiee,  Liverpool^Stamping , 
Question,  Mr.  W.F.  Lawrence  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen) 
June  22,  971 

Remission  of  Petialties  on  stamping  Instru* 
ments.  Question,  Mr.  Maurice  (lealy  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chsncellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  June  29,  1719 


JTAYS  AND  MEANS 

Considered  in  Committee  Jane  15  ;  ResoWed, 
That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  Iler  Majesty  for  the  service  of 
the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March 
1889.  the  sum  of  £5,570,712  be  granted  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United 
Kingdom 

Resolution  reported  June  18 

Considered  in  Committee  June  25,  1249; 
Moved,  *'  That,  towards  making  good  th  e 
Supply  granted  to  Iler  Majesty  for  the  ser- 
vice of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1889,  the  sum  of  £2,366.400,  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom  "  (Mr.  Jaokson) 

Moved, "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again "  (Dr. 
Tanner);  after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Resolution  reported  June  28 

Webster,  Sir  E.  E.  (Attorney  General) 
Isle  of  Wight 
Chelsea  Hospital — George  Williams,  a  Pen- 
sioner, 824 
Criminal  Lsw  (England  and  Wales) — Albert 

Travis,  Convicted  of  .Murder — Commutation 

of  Sentence,  11 43 
Law    and  Justice   (England    and    Wales) — 

Action  against  *'  The  Times,"  252 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  5,  6,  10  ; 

el.  6,  14,    15,   17.   18;    cl.   7.  23,  29,  30; 

cl.  8,  44,  47,  48,  51,  53  ;  Amendt.  54  ;  cl.  9, 

65  ;  cl.  10,  56  ;  add.  cl.  61 ;  Consid.  add.  d. 

715,  723,  725,  729.  730, 734,  736, 743,  749  ; 

Amendt.  752,  753,   759,  760  ;  el.  4,  761  ; 

cl.  5,  770 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  d.  5,  507,  508,  509  ;  el.  6,  516; 

el.  7, 552  :  el.  15,  Amendt.  1771, 1772,  1775, 

1777 ;  cl.  16,  1783,  1789,  1790 
Mortmain — Issue  of  Licences,  450 
Parliament^  House  of  Commons^Ventilation 

of  the  Ladies'  Gallery,  1265 
Queen* s  Printers  and  others — The  Book   of 

Common  Prayer,  451 
Wales — Gold   Mines — Speculation   Leases  or 

Lioenoes— Rights  of  the  Crown,  1143 

Wemyss,  Earl  of 

Imperial  Defence  ^Organisation  of  our  Naval 
and  Military  System— Possibility  of  In- 
vasion, Res.  1677.  1692, 1701,  1710 

Open  Spaces  (Metropolis) — Law  Courts  Site  ; 
Westminster  Abbey  (Parliament  Square)  ; 
British  Museum,  7d,  82 
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West,  Colonel  W.  0.,  Denhigh,  W. 
Agrioaltaral  Ttnantr^  (Wales),  Res.  Amendt. 
1813, 1818 

Westminster  Abbey  Bill 

(The  MarqufMS  of  Salisbury) 
l.  Royal  Asient  Juiu  28  [61  4  53  Vtei.  o.  11] 

Wharton,  Mr.  J.  L.,  York,  W.R,,  Ripon 

LocaI  Gofernment  (England  and  Wales), 
Conun.  el.  3,  150,  304 ;  el.  3,  473  ;  eh  7, 
543  ;  el,  15,  1735 

Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 
Comm.  eh  3,  64,  66 

Whitley,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool^  Everion 
Customs  and    Inland    Revenue  Acts,  1888 — 
Stamp  Penalties,  1134, 1555 

Whitmorb,  Mr.  C.  A.,  CheUea 

Civil  Service  Establishments  Commission — 
Attendants,  d(0.  at  the  South  Kensington 
Museum,  92 

WiOGiN,  Mr.  n.,  Staffordihire,  Hands- 

worth 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  eh  7,  608 

South  Staffordshire  Water,  Motion  for  an  In- 
struction to  the  Committee,  416 

Will,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Montrose^  ife. 
Church  of  Scotland,  Res.  1080 

Williams,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Olamorgan,  8. 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  eh  2,  180;  Amendt.  195,  108;  eh  8, 
1016,1018,1037;  eh  15,  1749,1751 

Williamson,  Mr.  8.,  Kilmarnock,  See. 
Customs  (Wine  Duty),  Comm.  eh  3,  Amendt. 
360,  370,  374,  376;  eh  3,  Amendt.   377; 
ch  4,  556 ;  eh  6,  Amendt.  ib.  557 ;  eh  8, 
Amendt.  658;  eh  10,  Amendt.  559 

Wilson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  York,  W.R.,  Eolm- 
firth 

Ireland—  Magistracy — Limerick  Magistrates — 
Sale  of  Indecent  Photographs,  793 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)— Action 
against  *'  The  Times,"  353 


WiNTE&BOTnAH,    Mr.  A.   B.,    Ql0U€$9Urf 

Ctrenesster 

Local    Government    (England    and    Walee)^ 

Comm.  eh  3,  309 
Shop   Hours    Regulation   Act  — Overwork  at 

Ilackncy,  1137 


WoLifEB,  Viscount,  Rants,  PetersfiM 

Local     Government    (England    and     WaIm)^ 
Comm.  eh  3,  480  ;  el,  15, 1749 


WoLSELEY,  Viscount  (Adjutant  General) 

Imperial  Defence — Organization  of  our  Naval 
and  Military  System — Possibility  of  In* 
vasion.  Res.  1685,  1688,  1705,  1706 


WooDALL,  Mr.  W.,  EanUy 

Army  Estlmates^Warlike  and  other  Stores, 

894,  895 
Local    Government    (England    and    Walot), 

Comm.  eh   3,   Amendt.   191,    193;    el,   7. 

Amendt.   631,  633;    eh  8,  638  :    Amendt. 

1048,   1050,  1057,  1058  ;   eh  15,  Amendt. 

1736,  1739,  1740,  1746,  1766,  1770 


Works — ^First  Oommissioner  {see  Pluw- 
KET,  Eight  Hon.  D.  E.) 

WoRTLEY,  Mr.  C.  B.  Stuart-  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department),  Sheffield,  Hallam 

Constabulary    Force  (England   and  WAles)-^ 

First  Keport  of  the  Commissioners  in  1839, 

586 
Home  Office — Prison  Department,  1131 
Law    and    Justice  —  "  inferior    Courts    of 

Record  "—The  Returns,  440 
Reformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Consid.  add,  eh  776,  777 ;  Amendt.  778 


Wright,  Mr.  0.,  Zaneashin,  S.  W.,  Leigh 

Inland     Revenue  —  Excise  —  Licenoei    to 

Brewers'  Houses,  345 
Local   Government    (England    and  Wales)-" 

County  Councils^Papers,  830 
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